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Abstract
Silicon-substituted hydroxyapatite (SiHA) macroporous scaffolds have been prepared by robocasting.
In order to optimize their bone regeneration properties, we have manufactured these scaffolds
presenting different microstructures: nanocrystalline and crystalline. Moreover, their surfaces have
been decorated with vascular endothelial growth factor (VEGF) to evaluate the potential coupling
between vascularization and bone regeneration. In vitro cell culture tests evidence that nanocrystalline
SiHA hinders pre-osteblast proliferation, whereas the presence of VEGF enhances the biological
functions of both endothelial cells and pre-osteoblasts. The bone regeneration capability has been
evaluated using an osteoporotic sheep model. In vivo observations strongly correlate with in vitro cell
culture tests. Those scaffolds made of nanocrystalline SiHA were colonized by fibrous tissue, promoted
inflammatory response and fostered osteoclast recruitment. These observations discard nanocystalline
SiHA as a suitable material for bone regeneration purposes. On the contrary, those scaffolds made of
crystalline SiHA and decorated with VEGF exhibited bone regeneration properties, with high
ossification degree, thicker trabeculae and higher presence of osteoblasts and blood vessels.
Considering these results, macroporous scaffolds made of SiHA and decorated with VEGF are suitable
bone grafts for regeneration purposes, even in adverse pathological scenarios such as osteoporosis.
Keywords: Silicon substituted hydroxyapatite; macroporous scaffold; VEGF; osteoporosis; in vivo
test.
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1. Introduction
Since Ruys proposed in 1993 the incorporation of silicon within the hydroxyapatite structure [1],
silicon substituted hydroxyapatites (SiHA) have been one of the most investigated bioceramics in the
field of dental and orthopedic applications. Based on the positive effects of silicon on bone [2] and the
osteoregenerative properties of silica based bioactive glasses [3], the interest for the characterization
and biological evaluation of these compounds has encouraged many researchers for preparing different
silicon substituted calcium phosphates [4-6]. In SiHA, silicon substitutes phosphorous in the
hydroxyapatite crystal lattice. This substitution leads to crystallo-chemical disorders in the apatite unit
cell [7-10], surface charge modifications [11] and microstructural changes that enhance the solubility
and bioactive behavior of these bioceramics [12-14], although this point has caused some controversy
[15].
SiHA has been conventionally prepared by a controlled precipitation method and subsequent
sintering, which allows for solid state reaction completion and enhancement of mechanical properties
[16,17]. However, several authors have addressed the preparation of HA and SiHA using low
temperature routes for obtaining bioceramics with small grain sizes or even nanoparticles [18-20].
Grain size reduction increases the bioceramic solubility [21], thus releasing calcium cations and soluble
silica species that could enhance osteoblast function. Webster et al. investigated the potential use of
nanostructured bioceramics for orthopedic and dental applications and demonstrated that nanophase
alumina, titania and hydroxypatite [22,23] enhance osteoblast adhesion compared to the same
compounds with larger grain size. Previous in vitro results have evidenced that nanocrystalline SiHA
(NanoSiHA) delays osteoclast differentiation and resorptive activity [24] and promotes macrophage
polarization towards a more reparative M2 phenotype [25]. However, most of these studies have been
carried out under in vitro conditions and only a few in vivo studies involving nanosized SiHAs have
been reported [26-28].
Additive manufacturing processes allow the control of the implant morphology and internal
architecture of the scaffolds [29]. In this context, SiHAs have been manufactured as macroporous
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scaffolds through techniques such as stereolithography and robocasting, evidencing that these
techniques allow the optimization of biological processes such as vascularization and cell migration
and proliferation among others, through the control of the size, volume and connectivity of the pores
[30-36].
Finally, decoration of scaffolds with growth factors is an effective strategy for modifying the
biological behavior of bone implants. Considering the importance of vascularization during bone
regeneration processes [37], the adhesion of vascular endothelial growth factor (VEGF) has become
one of the most useful alternatives to improve the scaffolds performance [38-41]. Recently, VEGF has
been adsorbed on NanoSiHA disks improving the adhesion and proliferation of endothelial progenitor
cells (EPC) [42]. Since VEGF is involved in both angiogenesis and osteoblast maturation, in the present
study 3D macroporous NanoSiHA and SiHA scaffolds with high interconnectivity and adsorbed VEGF
were prepared and characterized in order to evaluate in vitro their ability to support endothelial cell
colonization and MC3T3-E1 pre-osteoblast proliferation and differentiation. Then, in vivo studies were
carried out by implanting these scaffolds into a cavitary defect of osteoporotic sheep and evaluating
the new bone and blood vessels formation. The effects of the SiHA crystallite size, i.e. micro or
nanometric scales, have been also evaluated. Our hypothesis is that 3D printed macroporous SiHA
based scaffolds decorated with VEGF could improve bone regeneration in a scenario of osteoporosis,
whereas the microstructure of the bioceramics could significantly modify the in vivo behavior of the
scaffolds due to their different cell-surface interactions.
2. Materials and methods
2.1. Synthesis of materials.
SiHAs with nominal formula Ca10(PO4)5.75(SiO4)0.25(OH)1.75□0.25 (being □ vacancies at the hydroxyl
sites) were prepared by aqueous precipitation reaction of Ca(NO3)2ꞏ4H2O, (NH4)2HPO4 and
Si(CH3CH2O)4 solutions as described elsewhere [43] (see supplementary data for further information).
The obtained precipitate was dried and subsequently treated at 700°C under air atmosphere to remove
the nitrates without introducing significant changes in the microstructure of the precipitated powder.
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The Si-HA grains were suspended in ethanol, milled in a rotatory mill and finally sieved, collecting the
powder fraction below 32 m.
2.2. Fabrication of NanoSiHA and SiHA scaffolds
Cylindrical scaffolds with 10 mm in height and 10 mm in diameter were prepared by robocasting. For
this purpose, 0.5 g of polyvinyl alcohol (PVA) were dissolved in 2.8 mL of D.I. water at 80º C for 2 h.
PVA is a biocompatible and biodegradable polymer, which has been used in different bio-applications
as drug release, tissue engineering and enzyme immobilization [44-47]. Subsequently 3 g of SiHA
particles were incorporated in this solution. Scaffolds were designed as a computer assisted design
(CAD) file and prepared as a lattice of rods stacked with tetragonal symmetry and constructed via
polymerization of this mixture using a robotic deposition apparatus 3-D BioplotterTM. The scaffolds
were kept at 40º C overnight and subsequently heated at 150º C for 30 min to induce heat-activated
cross-linking of PVA, without modifying the microstructure of the ceramic component. These scaffolds
have a weight of about 305 mg and are referred as NanoSiHA. In order to obtain highly crystalline
SiHA scaffolds, NanoSiHA scaffolds were thermally treated at 1150ºC for 3 h. These specimens have
a weight of about 260 mg and are referred as SiHA scaffolds. (see supporting information for complete
details).
2.3. Preparation of VEGF-decorated scaffolds
NanoSiHA and SiHA scaffolds were introduced into 24 well culture plates (CULTEK S. L. U.,
Madrid, Spain) and sterilized under ultraviolet light during 1 hour for each side in a sterile
environment. Adsorption of VEGF on scaffold surfaces was carried out through non-covalent
binding by incubation of each scaffold with 5 g/mL of VEGF-A (VEGF-121, 583204, Biolegend,
San Diego, CA, USA) in phosphate buffered saline (PBS, Sigma-Aldrich, St Louis, MO, USA) at 4
ºC for different times. The samples were stored at 4ºC for 24 h before the in vitro and in vivo studies.
After 0 min, 10 min, 30 min and 24 hours of incubation, the concentration of free VEGF in the
supernatants was analyzed by using an enzyme linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA, Cloud-Clone
Corp, USA). The adsorbed VEGF amount was indirectly calculated as the difference between the
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free VEGF levels at the initial time and after each incubation time. Scaffolds decorated with VEGF
are referred as NanoSiHA/VEGF and SiHA/VEGF.
2.4. Characterization techniques
X-ray diffraction experiments were carried out in a X’pert Philips diffractometer using the KCu
radiation (=1,5418 Å) with a step size of 0.03 2º and 3 s of counting time. Crystallite size was
calculated as an averaged value of several diffraction maxima using the Scherrer formula: Crystallite
size (average) = Kλ/(Bstruct. cosθ), where K is the shape constant (in our case 0.9),  the diffraction
angle and Bstruct describes the structural broadening, which is the difference in integral profile width
between a standard and the sample to be analyzed. The standard used was a well crystallized sample
of LaB6. Fourier Transform Infrared (FTIR) spectroscopy was carried out by using a Nicolet Nexus
instrument (Thermo Fisher Scientific) equipped with an attenuated total reflectance device (Thermo
Electron Scientific Instruments LLC, Madison, WI USA). The textural properties of the scaffolds were
determined by nitrogen adsorption with a Micromeritics ASAP 2020 equipment (Micromeritics Co.,
Norcross, USA). To perform the N2 adsorption measurements, the samples were previously degassed
under vacuum for 24 h, at 45º C. Scanning electron microscopy (SEM) was performed with a JEOL F6335 microscope, operating at 20 kV.
2.5. Determination of the in vitro VEGF desorption from NanoSiHA and SiHA
To measure the VEGF spontaneous desorption from NanoSiHA and SiHA (previously incubated for
24 hours into 24 well culture plates with 5µg/ml of this factor), the samples were incubated with 500
µl of PBS for 24, 60 and 96 hours and the free VEGF in the medium was analyzed by ELISA.
2.6. Culture of endothelial cells
Mature endothelial cells EC2, obtained from porcine peripheral blood as previously described [48],
were seeded on NanoSiHA and SiHA scaffolds at a density of 3x105 cells/mL in EGM-2 (Lonza,
Walkersville, MD, USA). In order to evaluate the effects of the VEGF immobilized on the scaffold
surface, EGM-2 without VEGF was used for the culture of EC2 on these scaffolds. All the samples
were incubated under 5% CO2 atmosphere at 37 ºC for 7 days.
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2.7. Culture of MC3T3-E1 pre-osteoblasts
In order to evaluate the proliferation of murine pre-osteoblastic MC3T3-E1 cells (subclone 4, CRL2593, ATCC, Manassas, VA, USA) on the scaffolds, 3x105 cells/mL were seeded in alpha-Minimum
Essential Medium (alpha-MEM, Sigma Chemical Company, St. Louis, MO, USA) supplemented with
10% fetal bovine serum (FBS, Gibco, BRL), 1 mM L-glutamine (BioWhittaker Europe, Belgium),
penicillin (200 μg/mL, BioWhittaker Europe, Belgium), and streptomycin (200 μg/mL, BioWhittaker
Europe, Belgium). In order to evaluate the differentiation of MC3T3-E1 pre-osteoblasts on the
scaffolds, 3x105 cells/mL were seeded in differentiation culture medium (alpha-MEM supplemented
with 10% FBS, 50 g/mL-glycerolphosphate, 10 mM L-ascorbic acid, 1 mM L-glutamine, penicillin
and streptomycin). All the samples were incubated under 5% CO2 atmosphere at 37 ºC for 7 days.
2.8. Cell proliferation assay (CCK-8)
Proliferation of both endothelial cells (EC2) and MC3T3 pre-osteoblasts was measured using the Cell
Counting Kit-8 (CCK-8) protocol (Sigma-Aldrich, St Louis, MO, USA). After incubation for 3-4 hours
under 5% CO2 atmosphere at 37 ºC, samples of 100 L were collected into 96 well culture plates (Nunc
Brand, Rochester, NY, USA) and absorbance was measured at 450 nm.
2.9. Alkaline phosphatase (ALP) activity
The ALP activity was used as the key differentiation marker in assessing the osteoblast phenotype.
ALP activity was measured with a commercial kit (SpinReact S.A., Spain) and normalized to the cell
protein content, as determined by the Bradford’s method using bovine serum albumin as a standard.
2.10. Morphological studies by SEM
Cells attached to the scaffolds were fixed by incubation with 2.5% glutaraldehyde (Merck KGaA,
Darmstadt, Germany) for 1 h at 4 ºC. Then, successive dehydration steps were carried out by slow
water replacement, using a series of ethanol solutions (30%, 50%, 70%, 80% and 90%) for 10 min and
a final dehydration in absolute ethanol for 10 min, allowing the samples to dry at room temperature.
Afterwards, the pieces were mounted on stubs and coated in vacuum with gold–palladium. Samples
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were then examined with a JEOL JSM-6400 SEM (Centro Nacional de Microscopía Electrónica,
Madrid, Spain).
2.11. In vivo studies in an osteoporotic sheep model
This study was approved by our Institutional Ethical Committee following the guidelines of the current
normative (Directive 2010/63/EU of the European Parliament and the Council of September 22, 2010,
on the protection of animals used for scientific purposes). To reproduce conditions similar to
osteoporosis in humans, laparoscopic bilateral ovariectomy was performed in six 4-year-old female
Merino sheep following the same protocol described elsewhere [28]. A low-calcium diet and
corticosteroids were administered until the end of the study (see supporting information for further
details).
Six months after the ovariectomy, the biomaterials were blindly implanted in the sheep under
aseptic conditions and following the same anesthetic protocol previously described [28]. Six cylindrical
defects (10x13 mm) were created in each sheep by drilling the cancellous bone at different limbs
locations, under continuous irrigation with cold sterile saline. Two defects in each sheep were left
empty as control. Once the biomaterials were randomly implanted, the muscular and subcutaneous
tissue was approximated with absorbable monofilament suture and the skin with absorbable braided
suture. Immediately after the surgical procedure and before the sample removal, a computed
tomography (CT) scan was performed (Figure S5 in supporting information). The sample size for each
type of scaffold was n = 6.
2.12. Histological processing
After 12 weeks of implantation, the bone segments containing the defect were dissected out and fixed
by immersion in 96% ethanol. Bone segments were processed as described elsewhere [49] and
histological sections were stained with Hematoxylin-Eosin (Agilent Dako Coverstainer for H&E) (see
supplementary data for further information). Images were obtained with a Leica DMD1008 and an
Olympus BX40 microscopes and analyzed with ImageJ 1.x to calculate bone ingrowth area, trabeculae
thickness and number of blood vessels. For the evaluation of the inflammatory component and
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osteoblast/osteoclast presence, we used a five graded scale based on the density and distribution
(absent/mild/moderate/marked/ very marked, scored 0 to 4). Multinucleated cells sited in a resorption
lacuna were identified as osteoclasts and oval cells with abundant blue-grey cytoplasm and perinuclear
hofs, rimming the forming bone were identified as osteoblasts. In the case of vascularization, we used
a four graded scale based on the density of blood vessels (absent/mild/moderate/marked/, scored 0 to
3) (see Table S1 in supporting information)
2.13. Statistics
In vitro cell culture data are expressed as means ± standard deviations of a representative of three
experiments carried out in triplicate. Statistical analysis was performed using the Statistical Package
for the Social Sciences (SPSS) version 19 software. Statistical comparisons for both in vitro and in vivo
data were made by analysis of variance (ANOVA), with the assumption of data normality.
Homoscedasticity was evaluated by Levene test. Either Scheffé or Games-Howell tests were used for
post hoc evaluations of differences between groups depending on the homogeneity of the variance. In
all the statistical evaluations, p ˂ 0.05 was considered as statistically significant.
3. Results
3.1. Characterization of NanoSiHA and SiHA scaffolds
XRD patterns of NanoSiHA and SiHA samples showed a unique apatite-like phase (Figure S1 in
supporting information). All the diffraction maxima can be assigned to a hexagonal spatial group
P63/m. XRD patterns evidence significant differences from a microstructural point of view. NanoSiHA
shows diffraction maxima with larger Full Width at Half Maximum (FWHM) compared to SiHA
(Figure S1.b in supporting information). This fact indicates that NanoSiHA exhibits smaller average
crystallite size. The crystallite sizes calculated by the Scherrer formula from ten different diffraction
maxima of each pattern were 30.5 ± 1.2 and 96.2 ± 2.8 nm for NanoSiHA and SiHA, respectively.
FTIR spectra of NanoSiHA and SiHA (Figure S2 in supporting information) show absorption bands
corresponding to the bending vibration mode of O-P-O bonds, the stretching mode of P-O and the
librational and stretching modes of O-H in HA. In addition, NanoSiHA also shows absorption bands
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corresponding to the functional groups of PVA and bands corresponding to CO32- groups at 1550-1630
cm-1 commonly included in apatites thermally treated below the sintering temperature.
Figure 1 shows the SEM micrographs corresponding to NanoSiHA and SiHA scaffolds. Low
magnification micrographs show an almost identical macro-architecture in both samples, with
orthogonal macroporores of 500 m. However, higher magnification images evidence significant
differences in the microstructure of the samples. NanoSiHA scaffold is formed by very small particles
of a few nanometers that keep together by means of a continuous phase of PVA. On the contrary, the
microstructure of SiHA scaffolds is described by the presence of larger polyhedral crystals (around 23 micrometers in size) and with some porosity at the macropore range. Due to the burning out of PVA
during the thermal treatment, SiHA scaffolds showed a loss of weight about 15%, in agreement with
the thermogravimetric analysis carried out on NanoSiHA (see Figure S3 in supporting information)
and a size reduction of less than 5% in both diameter and height.
Nitrogen adsorption indicates that NanoSiHA scaffolds show surface areas, porosities and pore sizes
at the mesopore range (Table 1) in the range of hydroxyapatites treated at low temperatures [50].
However, no porosity at the mesopore level could be observed by for SiHA scaffolds.
3.2. Determination of VEGF adsorption and release
VEGF adsorption on NanoSiHA and SiHA scaffolds reached over 94% after 10 minutes in both cases
and maintained after 24 hours (Figure S4.a in supporting information). No significant differences were
observed in the amount of VEGF adsorbed between NanoSiHA and SiHA scaffolds. Since NanoSiHA
and SiHA scaffolds have a weight of 305 mg and 260 mg respectively, the VEGF/scaffold weight ratios
were determined as 1,63ꞏ10-5 and 1,92ꞏ10-5 for NanoSiHA and SiHA, respectively. Desorbed VEGF
detected in the medium of NanoSiHA and SiHA during the release test (Figure S4.b) reached levels of
less than 2 ng/ml after 96 hours in all the cases. This VEGF desorption meant 0.002 wt % and 0.02 wt
% respect to the VEGF adsorbed on NanoSiHA and SiHA, respectively, thus indicating the effective
immobilization of VEGF.
3.3. In vitro response of endothelial cells
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Figure 2 shows the proliferation of EC2 endothelial cells on NanoSiHA and SiHA scaffolds without
(white) and with (black) adsorbed VEGF after 7 days of culture. The EC2 growth on NanoSiHA/VEGF
and SiHA/VEGF scaffolds was significantly higher than on the scaffolds without VEGF (*p < 0.05
and **p < 0.01, respectively), evidencing the importance of the adsorption of this growth factor in
order to improve the endothelial cell proliferation and survival. There were no statistically significant
differences between NanoSiHA and SiHA scaffolds in each situation (without or with VEGF). SEM
observations in Figure 3 evidence that endothelial cells adhered and proliferated on the surface of all
these scaffolds after 7 days of culture. However, better EC2 cell adhesion and growth were observed
on NanoSiHA/VEGF and SiHA/VEGF scaffolds compared to NanoSiHA and SiHA, respectively.
3.4. In vitro response of MC3T3 pre-osteoblasts
The response of MC3T3 pre-osteoblasts cultured on NanoSiHA and SiHA scaffolds without and with
adsorbed VEGF was evaluated after 7 days by measuring cell proliferation and the ALP activity. Figure
4 shows that SiHA scaffolds exhibited a significant increase of pre-osteoblasts proliferation (фффp <
0.005) and differentiation (фффp < 0.005) on their surface in comparison with NanoSiHA samples. The
presence of VEGF adsorbed on these two types of scaffolds did not improve the pre-osteoblast
proliferation but induced a significant increase of pre-osteoblast differentiation on SiHA/VEGF
scaffolds (*p < 0.05), as it is indicated by the measurement of ALP activity.
SEM studies were also carried out with MC3T3 pre-osteoblasts cultured on NanoSiHA and SiHA
scaffolds with and without adsorbed VEGF. Figure 5 evidences that pre-osteoblasts adhered and spread
on all these materials after 7 days of culture showing their typical morphology.
3.5. CT scanning from implanted osteoporotic sheep
CT scan images after 12 weeks after implantation are shown in Figure 6. The control defect remains
unhealed, pointing out that the defect model chosen does not allow for bone self-healing under this
osteoporosis scenario. Scaffolds treated at high temperature (SiHA and SiHA/VEGF) keep most of
their initial architecture, being well integrated within bone. No scaffold protrusion was observed in any
sheep. On the contrary, scaffolds made of nanocrystalline SiHA (NanoSiHA and NanoSiHA/VEGF)
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appear as highly degraded implants after 12 weeks of implantation, with some particles migrating out
of the bone defect area.
3.6. Histological evaluation and histomorphometric quantification
Histological images of SiHA scaffolds (Figure 7a) show reparative peripheral bone surrounding the
scaffolds and new bone formation within the macropores in several inner regions. A higher
magnification image (Figure 7b) shows that the newly formed bone is in intimate contact with SiHA
bioceramics as well as the presence of an osteoblast border around the newly formed trabeculae.
SiHA/VEGF scaffolds (Figure 7c) evidence a much higher bone growth at both peripheral regions and
inner macropores of the implant. In fact, most of the scaffold is filled with new bone tissue, formed by
thick trabeculae that are surrounded by osteoblasts (Figure 7 d). Moreover, a high presence of blood
vessels is observed in this tissue (see Figure S6 in supporting information). The histological image for
NanoSiHA scaffolds (Figure 7e) shows a small amount of reparative mineralized bone at the peripheral
site whereas the inner porosity is colonized only by fibrous tissue. A higher magnification image
(Figure 7f) shows a significant number of multinucleated cells, which can be identified as osteoclasts,
near to the implanted material. In addition, some areas of the scaffolds showed the presence of
inflammatory components (Figure 7f, inset). NanoSiHA/VEGF scaffolds showed a very similar
behavior to NanoSiHA, although a higher amount of reparative peripheral bone (Figure 7g) and more
blood vessels (Figure 7h) could be observed.
The volume of the scaffolds colonized by newly formed bone is shown in Figure 8a. It can be
observed that SiHA/VEGF scaffolds induce a significantly higher bone regeneration than SiHA (taken
as positive control). On the contrary, NanoSiHA and NanoSiHA/VEGF showed ossification
percentages much lower than SiHA. These data closely correlate with the thickness of trabeculae
(Figure 8b). The newly formed bone in SiHA/VEGF exhibits significantly thicker trabeculae compared
to SiHA, whereas NanoSiHA and NanoSiHA/VEGF show trabeculae significantly thinner than SiHA.
The four series of scaffolds were scored regarding the amount of osteoblasts (Figure 8c),
osteoclasts (Figure 8d), inflammatory component (Figure 8e) and blood vessels formation (Figure 8f).
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Figure 8 only represents the average values calculated from our semi-quantitative scoring. The
complete scores obtained on the six animals can be seen in Table S2 in supporting information. The
presence of osteoblasts is significantly higher in SiHA/VEGF scaffolds respect to the other samples.
On the contrary NanoSiHA and NanoSiHA/VEGF scaffolds evidenced a lower presence of bone
forming cells within their macropores compared to SiHA. Regarding the presence of bone resorbing
cells, NanoSiHA and NanoSiHA/VEGF exhibited a higher presence of osteoclasts compared to SiHA
and SiHA/VEGF, respectively, pointing out that nanosized bioceramics stimulate the osteoclast
recruitment. Regarding inflammation, the scaffolds made of nanocrystalline SiHA show a higher trend
for eliciting inflammatory response. In this sense, although Figure 8e does not show statistically
significant differences, nanocrystalline scaffolds were scored with higher averaged values for
inflammatory components. In addition, inflammatory components were absent in three animals out of
six in SiHA and SiHA/VEGF scaffolds, whereas only one sheep out of six did not develop
inflammatory response in NanoSiHA and NanoSiHA/VEGF. Finally, scaffolds containing VEGF
induced a higher vascularization degree respect to those scaffolds without the factor (Figure 8f).
4. Discussion
Silicon substituted hydroxyapatites have demonstrated enhanced bioactive behavior compared
to non-substituted hydroxyapatites under in vivo conditions [11,51]. Several studies have been carried
out on the properties of silicon substituted HA as a function of the silicon content and regarding the
sintering temperature at which these compounds are treated during the final stage of their processing
[10,11,16,17,31,52]. In this work, the scaffolds made of silicon substituted hydroxyapatite and treated
at high temperature (SiHA scaffolds) have a chemical composition and microstructure very similar to
that already evaluated by other authors [11,51]. Therefore, SiHA scaffolds have been considered as
positive control in order to evaluate the effect of decreasing the crystallite size (NanoSiHA),
functionalizing with VEGF (SiHA/VEGF scaffolds) and both modifications simultaneously
(NanoSiHA/VEGF scaffolds).
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The results of our experiments indicate that we can manufacture macroporous scaffolds made
of SiHA by the robocasting method, which show almost identical morphology and macroporous
architecture but having very different microstructures and crystallite sizes. XRD experiments evidence
that both SiHA and NanoSiHA are made of a unique apatite-like phase. However, the coherent
diffraction domain (commonly referred as crystallite size) of SiHA is three times larger than that in
NanoSiHA and the differences in grain size observed by SEM are even larger. The potential interest of
nanosized SiHA arises from the positive results demonstrated by other authors with different nanosized
bioceramics [18-20, 22-27], as well as by the assumption that the higher surface area of nanosized
bioceramics could facilitate the release of osteogenic species (such as calcium cations and soluble silica
species) and also foster scaffold degradation. Our results demonstrate that NanoSiHA scaffolds exhibit
higher surface area and porosity and are degraded in higher extent than SiHA after 12 weeks of
implantation. On the other hand, our results also show that VEGF can be associated to the scaffolds in
a stable manner by using a simple solution and impregnation method. Both SiHA and NanoSiHA
required no more than 10 min to adsorb almost 100% of the solved VEGF in a non-covalent way.
In vitro cell culture tests evidence that microstructure and functionalization with VEGF
influence endothelial and pre-osteoblast cells in a different manner. Specifically, EC2 endothelial cells
proliferation is not affected by the grain size of the bioceramics. EC2 cells attach, spread and proliferate
similarly on both SiHA and NanoSiHA scaffolds. However, EC2 proliferation is fostered by the
presence of VEGF on the scaffolds surface, evidencing the biological activity of this factor and
indicating that the non-covalent immobilization procedure did not alter the activity of VEGF as
previously observed by other authors [53-55]
On the contrary, MC3T3-E1 pre-osteoblasts are very sensitive to the microstructural
parameters. Pre-osteoblasts cannot proliferate on the scaffolds made of nanocrystalline SiHA despite
of the similar initial attachment and spreading observed by SEM. Previous studies demonstrated the
non-cytotoxicity of NanoSiHA [24], suggesting that the poor proliferative behavior of osteoblasts
could be due to anoikis, i.e. apoptosis driven by cell detachment from weakly consolidated surfaces as
14

that presented by NanoSiHA. The presence of VEGF favors the biological activity of pre-osteoblasts
by enhancing the differentiation process, although this effect only occurs on highly crystalline
SiHA/VEGF. In this sense, our results agree with other authors who reported on the increase of ALP
activity and highlighted that VEGF promotes the differentiation of osteoblasts [37,39], thus opening
the possibility of using VEGF to promote a healing in bone defects, but only in those cases where
previous pre-osteoblast proliferation can occur.
Concerning the release kinetics of the VEGF from these scaffolds, in vitro test demonstrates
that, after 96 hours, VEGF is still retained almost completely, since less than 0.02% could be detected
by ELISA, in agreement with previous studies carried out on silicon substituted hydroxyapatites [42].
Previous works involving VEGF adsorbed in calcium phosphate scaffolds have evidenced the strong
affinity of VEGF by these bioceramics [40]. The lack of release in our experiment would indicate that
VEGF remains active immobilized on the implants surface as proposed by Hu et al [55].
In vivo studies in an osteoporotic sheep model strongly correlate with the in vitro results. The
functionalization of crystalline SiHA scaffolds with VEGF leads to a significant improvement in the
osteogenic properties of these bioceramics. As evidenced in vitro, the presence of VEGF must stimulate
endothelial cell proliferation and pre-osteoblast differentiation, thus resulting in enhanced
vascularization and new bone formation observed in vivo with thicker trabeculae and higher presence
of osteoblasts. Silicon substituted hydroxyapatites have previously demonstrated a better bioactive
behavior than non-substituted hydroxyapatites. The use of 3D printing for preparing macroporous
scaffolds together with the functionalization with VEGF seem to be a significant advance for bone
regeneration purposes even under an adverse scenario such as osteoporosis. Our experiments indicate
that local administration of VEGF from macroporous SiHA scaffolds couples vascularization with new
bone formation. However, the presence of silicon within the apatite structure and the immobilization
of VEGF on the scaffolds surface is not enough to guarantee bone defect healing. Pre-osteoblasts
require consolidated surfaces to proliferate. Certainly, those scaffolds made of nanocrystalline SiHA
degrade faster and should be a source of Ca2+, phosphate and silicon species at the defect local
15

environment. Although the ionic release and scaffold degradation could be desirable for total bone
regeneration, pre-osteoblasts cannot proliferate on these nanocrystalline and poorly consolidate
surfaces. Therefore, fibrous tissue colonizes the scaffolds avoiding bone ingrowth. Moreover, particle
release seems to promote osteoclast recruitment and an increase in the number of animals showing
infiltration of inflammatory components. This in vivo response discards the use of NanoSiHA for bone
regeneration purposes.
5. Conclusions
Macroporous scaffolds made of SiHA have been prepared with two different microstructures:
nanocrystalline and crystalline. These scaffolds can be easily functionalized with VEGF by means of
a simple impregnation method.
The presence of this factor on the scaffolds surface enhances the proliferation of endothelial cells,
whereas highly crystalline microstructure favors pre-osteoblast proliferation and differentiation under
in vitro conditions.
Scaffolds prepared with nanocrystalline SiHA evidence a deleterious response for the treatment of bone
defects in vivo. Nanocrystalline microstructure leads to decreased bone ingrowth, thinner trabeculae,
less presence of osteoblasts and higher presence of osteoclasts.
On the contrary, the association of VEGF with scaffolds made of highly crystalline SiHA exhibits
better results in terms of volume of newly formed bone, trabeculae thickness and implant
vascularization. These results evidence that the association of VEGF with macroporous scaffolds made
of highly crystalline SiHA is a very promising alternative for the treatment of bone defects under
osteoporosis conditions.
Acknowledgements
This study was supported by research grants from the Ministerio de Economía y Competitividad
(project MAT2016-75611-R AEI/ FEDER, UE). M.V.-R. acknowledges funding from the European
Research Council (Advanced Grant VERDI; ERC-2015-AdG Proposal 694160.
References
16

1.

A.J. Ruys. Silicon-doped hydroxyapatite. J Aust Ceram Soc 29 (1993) 71-80.

2.

E.M. Carlisle. Silicon: a possible factor in bone calcification. Science 167 (1970) 279-80

3.

L.L. Hench, J.W. Hench, D.C. Greenspan. Bioglass: a short history and bibliography. J Aust
Ceram Soc 40 (2004) 1- 42.

4.

I.R. Gibson, S.M. Best, W. Bonfield. Chemical characterization of silicon-substituted
hydroxyapatite . J Biomed Mater Res 44 (1999) 422-428.

5.

S. Langstaff, M. Sayer, Tj. Smith, S.M. Pugh, S.A. Hesp, W.T. Thompson. Resorbable
bioceramics based on stabilized calcium phosphates. Part I: rational design, sample preparation
and material characterization. Biomaterials 20 (1999) 1727-1741.

6.

F. Balas, J. Perez-Pariente, M. Vallet-Regí. In vitro bioactivity of silicon-substituted
hydroxyapatites. J Biomed Mater Res A 66 (2003) 364-375.

7.

T. Leventouri, C.E. Bunaciu, V. Perdikatsis. Neutron powder diffraction studies of siliconsubstituted hydroxyapatite. Biomaterials 24 (2003) 4205-4211.

8.

D. Arcos, J. Rodríguez-Carvajal and M. Vallet-Regí. The effect of the silicon incorporation on
the hydroxylapatite structure. A neutron diffraction study. Solid State Sci 6 (2004) 987-994.

9.

S. Gomes, J-M. Nedelec, E. Jallot, D. Sheptyakov, G. Renaudin. Silicon location in silicatesubstituted calcium phosphate ceramics determined by neutron diffraction. Cryst Growth Des.
11 (2011) 4017-4026.

10. D. Marchat, M. Zymelka, C. Coelho, L. Gremillard, L. Joly-pottuz, F. Babonneau, C. Esnouf,
J. Chevalier, D. Bernache-assollant. Accurate characterization of pure silicon-substituted
hydroxyapatite powders synthesized by a new precipitation route. Acta Biomater 9 (2013)
6992-7004.
11. K.A. Hing, P.A. Revell, N. Smith, T. Buckland. Effect of silicon level on rate, quality and
progression of bone healing within silicate-substituted porous hydroxyapatite scaffolds.
Biomaterials 27 (2006) 5014-5026.

17

12. A.E. Porter, N. Patel, J.N. Skepper, S.M. Best, W. Bonfield, Comparison of in vivo dissolution
processes in hydroxyapatite and silicon-substituted hydroxyapatite bioceramics, Biomaterials
24 (2003) 4609-4620.
13. A.E. Porter, S.M. Best, W. Bonfield. Ultrastructural comparison of hydroxyapatite and siliconsubstituted hydroxyapatite for biomedical applications. J Biomed Mater Res A 68 (2004) 133141.
14. M. Vallet-Regí, D. Arcos. Silicon substituted hydroxyapatites. A method to upgrade calcium
phosphate based implants. J Mater Chem 15 (2005) 1509-1516.
15. M. Bohner. Silicon-substituted calcium phosphates – A critical view. Biomaterials 30 (2009)
6403-6406.
16. M. Palard, J. Combes, E. Champion, S. Foucaud, A. Rattner, D. Bernache-Assollant. Effect of
silicon content on the sintering and biological behavior of Ca10(PO4)6-x(SiO4)x(OH)2-x ceramics.
Acta Biomater 5 (2009) 1223-1232.
17. L.T Bang, K. Ishikawa, R. Othman. Effect of silicon and heat-treatment temperature on the
morphology and mechanical properties of silicon-substituted hydroxyapatite. Ceram. Int. 37
(2011) 3637-3642.
18. S. Okada, H. Ito, A. Nagai, J. Komotori, H. Imai. Adhesion of osteoblast-like cells on
nanostructured hydroxyapatite. Acta Biomater 6 (2010) 591-597.
19. V.Y. Chakrapani, T.S. Sampath Kumar, D.K. Raj, T.V. Kumary. Osteogenic apatite particles
by sol-gel assisted electrospraying. J Biome Mater Res Part B 106 (2018) 1941-1954.
20. S. Hayakawa, T. Kanaya, K. Tsuru, Y. Shirosaki, A.Osaka, E. Fujii, K. Kawabata, G.
Gasqueres, C. Bonhomme, F. Babonneau, C. Jäger, H-J. Kleebe. Heterogeneous structure and
in vitro degradation behavior of wet-chemically derived nanocrystalline silicon-containing
hydroxyapatite particles. Acta Biomaterialia 9 (2013) 4856-4867.
21. W. Wu, G.H. Nancollas. The dissolution and growth of sparingly soluble inorganic salts: a
kinetics and surface energy approach. Pure Appl Chem 70 (1998) 1867-1872.
18

22. T.J. Webster, R.W. Siegel, R. Bizios. Osteoblast adhesion on nanophase ceramics. Biomaterials
20 (1999) 1222-1227.
23. T.J. Webster, C. Ergun, R.H. Doremus, R.W. Siegel, R. Bizios. Enhanced functions of
osteoblasts on nanophase ceramics. Biomaterials 21 (2000) 1803-1810.
24. L. Casarrubios, M.C. Matesanz, S. Sánchez-Salcedo, D. Arcos, M. Vallet-Regí, M.T. Portolés,
Nanocrystallinity effects on osteoblast and osteoclast response to silicon substituted
hydroxyapatite, J. Colloid Interf. Sci. 482 (2016) 112-120.
25. J. Linares, A. B. Fernández, M. J. Feito, M. C. Matesanz, S. Sánchez-Salcedo, D. Arcos, M.
Vallet-Regí, J. M. Rojo and M. T. Portolés. Effects of nanocrystalline hydroxyapatites on
macrophage polarization. J Mater Chem B, 4 (2016) 1951-1959.
26. E. Zhang, C. Zou. Porous titanium and silicon-substituted hydroxyapatite biomodification
prepared by a biomimetic process: Characterization and in vivo evaluation. Acta Biomater.
(2009) 1732-1741.
27. L. Xia, N. Zhang, X. Wang, Y. Zhou, L. Mao, J. Liu, X. Jiang, Z. Zhang, J. Chang, K. Lin, B.
Fan. The synergetic effect of nano-structures and silicon-substitution on the properties of
hydroxyapatite scaffolds for bone regeneration. J. Mater. Chem. B, 4 (2016) 3313-3323.
28. I. Izquierdo-Barba, L. Santos-Ruiz, J. Becerra, M. J. Feito, D. Fernández-Villa, M. C. Serrano,
I. Díaz-Güemes, B. Fernández-Tomé, S. Enciso, F. M. Sánchez-Margallo, D. Monopoli, H.
Afonso, M. T. Portolés, D. Arcos, M. Vallet-Regí. Synergistic effect of Si-hydroxyapatite
coating and VEGF adsorption on Ti6Al4V-ELI scaffolds for bone regeneration in an
osteoporotic bone environment. Acta Biomater 83 (2019) 456-466.
29. L. Zhang, G. Yang, B.N. Johnson, X. Jia. Three-dimensional (3D) printed scaffold and material
selection for bone repair. Acta Biomater 84 (2019) 16-33.
30. M. Manzano, D. Lozano, D. Arcos, S. Portal-Núñez, C. Lopez la Orden, P. Esbrit, M. ValletRegí. Comparison of the osteoblastic activity conferred on Si-doped hydroxyapatite scaffolds
by different osteostatin coatings. Acta Biomater 7 (2011) 3555-3562.
19

31. M. Lasgorceix, E. Champion, T. Chartier. Shaping by microstereolithography and sintering of
macro-micro-porous silicon substituted hydroxyapatite. J. Eur. Ceram. Soc. 36 (2016) 10911101.
32. A. Magnaudeix, J. Usseglio, M. Lasgorceix, F. Lalloue, C. Damia, J. Brie, P. Pascaud-Mathieu,
E. Champion. Quantitative analysis of vascular colonization and angio-conduction in porous
silicon-substituted hydroxyapatite with various pore shapes in a chick chorioallantoic
membrane (CAM) model. Acta Biomater 38 (2016) 179-189.
33. M. Vila, A. García, A. Girotti, M. Alonso, J.C. Rodríguez-Cabello, A. González-Vázquez, J.A.
Planell, E. Engel, J. Bujan, N. García-Honduvilla, M. Vallet-Regí. 3D silicon doped
hydroxyapatite scaffolds decorated with elastin-like recombinamers for bone regenerative
medicine. Acta Biomater 45 (2016) 349-356.
34. F.J. Martínez-Vázquez, M.V. Cabañas, J.L. Paris, D. Lozano, M. Vallet-Regí. Fabrication of
novel Si-doped hydroxyapatite/gelatine scaffolds by rapid prototyping for drug delivery and
bone regeneration. Acta Biomater 15 (2015) 200-209.
35. L. Meseguer-Olmo, V. Vicente-Ortega, M. Alcaraz-Baños, J.L. Calvo-Guirado, M. ValletRegí, D. Arcos, A. Baeza. In-vivo behavior of Si-hydroxyapatite/polycaprolactone/DMB
scaffolds fabricated by 3D printing. J Biomed Mater Res 101 (2013) 2038-2048.
36. M.J. Feito, R.M. Lozano, M. Alcaide, C. Ramírez-Santillán, D. Arcos, M. Vallet-Regí, M.T.
Portolés. Immobilization and bioactivity evaluation of FGF-1 and FGF-2 on powdered silicondoped hydroxyapatite and their scaffolds for bone tissue engineering. J Mater Sci: Mater Med
22 (2011) 405-411.
37. J. Street, M. Bao, L. deGuzman, S. Bunting, Jr F.V. Peale, N. Ferrara, H. Steinmetz, J. Hoeffel,
J.L. Cleland, A. Daughery, N. van Bruggen, H.P. Redmond, R.A.D. Carano, E.H. Filvaroff.
Vascular endothelial growth factor stimulates bone repair by promoting angiogenesis and bone
turnover. PNAS 99 (2002) 9656-9661.

20

38. X. Bao, L. Zhu, X. Huang, D. Tang, D. He, J. Shi, G. Xu. 3D biomimetic artificial bone
scaffolds with dual-cytokines spatiotemporal delivery for large weight-bearing bone defect
repair. Scientific Reports 7 (2017) 7814.
39. F. Fahimipour, M. Rasoulianboroujeni, E. Dashtimoghadam, K. Khoshroo, M. Tahriri, F.
Bastami, D. Lobner, L. Tayebi. 3D printed TCP-based scaffold incorporating VEGF-loaded
PLGA microspheres for craniofacial tissue engineering. Dental Mater 33 (2017) 1205-1216.
40. A.R. Akkineni, Y. Luo, M. Schumacher, B. Nies, A. Lode, M. Gelinsky. 3D plotting of growth
factor loaded calcium phosphate cement scaffold. Acta Biomater 27 (2015) 264-274.
41. M.T. Poldervaart, H. Gremmels, K. van Deventer, J.O. Fledderus, F.C. Öner, M.C. Verhaar,
W.J.A. Dhert, J. Alblas. Prolonged presence of VEGF promotes vascularization in 3D
bioprinted scaffolds with defined architecture. J Control Rel 184 (2014) 58-66.
42. M.J. Feito, M.C. Serrano, M. Oñaderra, M.C. Matesanz, S. Sánchez-Salcedo, D. Arcos, M.
Vallet-Regí, M.T. Portolés, Effects of immobilized VEGF on endothelial progenitor cells
cultured on silicon substituted and nanocrystalline hydroxyapatites, RSC Adv. 6 (2016) 9258692595.
43. D. Arcos, J. Rodríguez-Carvajal and M. Vallet-Regí. Silicon incorporation in hydroxylapatite
obtained by controlled crystallization. Chem Mater 16 (2004) 2300-2308.
44. N. Alexandre, J. Ribeiro, A. Gartner, T. Pereira, I. Amorim, J. Fragoso, A. Lopes, J. Fernandes,
E. Costa, A. Santos-Silva, M. Rodrigues, JD. Santos, AC. Mauricio, AL. Luis.
Biocompatibility and Hemocompatibility of Polyvinyl Alcohol Hydrogel Used for Vascular
Grafting--In Vitro and In Vivo Studies. J. Biomed. Mater. Res. A 102 (2014) 4262-4275.
45. ER Kenawy, GL Bowlin, K Mansfield, J Layman, DG Simpson, EH Sanders, GE Wnek.
Release of Tetracycline Hydrochloride from Electrospun Poly(ethylene-co-vinylacetate),
Poly(lactic acid), and a Blend. J. Control. Release 81 (2002) 57-64

21

46. L Yao, TW Haas, A Guiseppi-Elie, GL Bowlin, DG Simpson, GE Wnek. Electrospinning and
Stabilization of Fully Hydrolyzed Poly(vinyl alcohol) Fibers. Chem. Mater. 15 (2003) 18601864.
47. L Wu, X Yuan, Sheng J. Immobilization of Cellulase in Nanofibrous PVA Membranes by
Electrospinning. J. Membr. Sci. 2005;250:167-173
48. M.C. Serrano, R. Pagani, G.A. Ameer, M. Vallet-Regí, M.T. Portolés, Endothelial cells derived
from circulating progenitors as an effective source to functional endothelialization of NaOHtreated poly(epsilon-caprolactone) films. J. Biomed. Mater. Res. A, 87 (2008) 964-971.
49. N. Gómez-Cerezo, L. Casarrubios, M. Saiz-Pardo, L. Ortega, D. de Pablo, I. Díaz-Güemes, B.
Fernández-Tomé, S. Enciso, F.M. Sánchez-Margallo, M.T. Portolés, D. Arcos, M. Vallet-Regí.
Mesoporous bioactive glass/-polycaprolactone scaffolds promote boné regeneration in
osteoporotic sheep. Acta Biomater 90 (2019) 393-402.
50. D. Arcos, S. Sánchez-Salcedo, I. Izquierdo-Barba, L. Ruiz, J. González-Calbet and M. ValletRegí. Crystallochemistry, textural properties and in vitro biocompatibility of different silicon
doped calcium phosphates. J. Biomed Mater Res 78A (2006) 762-771.
51. N. Patel, S.M. Best, W. Bonfield, I.R. Gibson, K.A. Hing, E. Damien, P.A. Revell. A
comparative study on the in vivo behavior of hydroxyapatite and silicon substituted
hydroxyapatite granules. J Mater Sci: Mater Med 13 (2002) 1199-1206.
52. M. Honda, K. Kikushima, Y. Kawanobe, T. Konishi, M. Mizumoto, M. Aizawa. Enhanced
early osteogenic differentiation by silicon-substituted hydroxyapatite ceramics fabricated via
ultrasonic spray pyrolysis route. J Mater Sci: Mater Med 23 (2012) 2923-2932.
53. A. Lode, C. Wolf-Brandstetter, A. Reinstorf, A. Bernhardt, U. König, W. Pompe, M. Gelinsky.
Calcium phosphate bone cements functionalized with VEGF: release kinetics and biological
activity. J Biomed Mater Res 81A (2007) 474–483.

22

54. T. Ahlfeld, F. P. Schuster, Y. Förster, M. Quade, A. R. Akkineni, C. Rentsch, S. Rammelt, M.
Gelinsky, A. Lode. 3D plotted biphasic bone scaffolds for growth factor delivery: biological
characterization in vitro and in vivo. Adv Healthcare Mater 8 (2019) 1801512
55. X. Hu, K.G. Neoh, J. Zhang, E-T. Kang, W. Wang. Immobilization strategy for optimizing
VEGF’s concurrent bioactivity towards endothelial cells and osteoblasts on implant surfaces.
Biomaterials 33 (2012) 8082-8093.

23

