
149148 149148

Dayana Pousa Paiva de Siqueira1, Sarah Fakher Fakhouri1, Cleudmar Amaral de Araújo2,                                                       
Helton Luiz Aparecido Defino1, Antônio Carlos Shimano1 

Original Article

Citation: Siqueira DPP, Fakhouri SF, Araújo CA, Defino HLA, Shimano AC. Photoelastic analisys of a human vertebra model with pedicular screw. Acta Ortop Bras. [online]. 
2009; 17(3):149-51. Available from URL: http://www.scielo.br/aob

INTRODUCTION

Photoelasticity is an experimental tension and deformation analysis 
technique, which is particularly useful for parts and structures with 
complex geometries. In these situations, the use of experimental 
analysis presents advantages, because strictly mathematical ana-
lytical methodologies are difficult to conduct and little feasible.1 
Photoelastic analysis is a technique that changes existent tensions 
within bodies into visible light patterns, named fringes. The higher 
the number of visualized fringes, the higher the concentration of 
tension.2 Those tensions may be similar to those found in the 
actual structure, since the material of the photoelastic model is 
homogenous and isotropic, and the model demands are similar 
to those seen in practice, not exceeding its elasticity limit.1

In order to analyze tensions using the photoelastic technique, the 
following is required: Models prepared with photoelastic material 
and a transmission polaroscope. This polaroscope is designed to 
polarize the light irradiated on the photoelastic model, as well as 
to analyze the light transmitted through that model.3

The introduction of intrapedicular fixation by Roy-Camille et al.4 in 
1963 strongly leveraged the use of instrumentation through poste-
rior approach with a pedicular screw, and this has been one of the 
most efficient methods of internal vertebral fixation in the treatment 

of several spinal conditions, such as vertebral fractures, scoliotic 
deformities, metastasis, and degenerative disorders.5 One advan-
tage is that the technique does not enter the neural canal, as oc-
curs with other kinds of implants (hooks and sub-laminar wiring)6, 
but, in cases where the screw is submitted to pullout strengths, 
this causes tension around it, and may lead to a critical situation, 
especially when near medullar canal. In this case, this situation can 
be studied and analyzed by the photoelasticity technique.
Thus, the objective of this study was to assess internal tensions 
generated near the medullar canal of vertebral photoelastic models 
using different screw sizes of a vertebral fixation system submitted 
to pullout strength.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

In this study, photoelastic models simulating the fifth lumbar ver-
tebra (L5) and pedicular screws with outer diameter of 5, 6 and 7 
mm composing a 50 mm-long USS1-type vertebral fixation system 
have been used. (Figure 1)
The photoelastic models were made by using a flexible photo-
elastic epoxy resin (Polipox) with catalyzer at a ratio of 2:1. The 
optical constant of the resin employed was 0.21 N/mm.
The models were built from silicone casts, reproducing the geo-
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Figure 1 – Image of USS1-type pedicular screws with outer diameters of 5 mm 
(A), 6 mm (B), and 7 mm (C).

Figure 2 – Screw position into the vertebra.

Figure 3 – Schematic illustration of the points assessed around the screw at 
the pedicle region. 

metrical characteristic of the fifth human lumbar vertebra at a cross-
sectional plane, 120 mm thick. The screws were positioned on 
the casts towards the pedicle with the whole threaded portion 
inserted within the photoelastic model. The screw direction within 
the pedicle was convergent to the mid-sagittal plane. (Figure 2)

Three experimental groups were built according to the size of 
the screw employed. In each experimental group, 4 photoelastic 
models were used, totaling 12 models in the study. An 8N pull-
out strength was applied on screws’ head; for this, a Kratos® 50 
Kgf load cell was used. The photoelastic analysis was made in a 
transmission polaroscope. The applied strength produced fringes 
of up to order 3. 
The analyses in this study were conducted both qualitatively and 
quantitatively.
The qualitative analysis was made by checking the tensions pro-
duced by the screw on the photoelastic model at a region near 
medullar canal by means of the behavior of the fringe images 
produced on the photoelastic model.
The quantitative analysis was made by calculating the shearing 
tensions around the screw in 12 selected points. These points had 
the same location in all screw sizes, and these were marked at 1 
mm from the outer diameter of each screw. Figure 3 shows the 
distribution map for 6-mm screw points.
The fringe order and the shearing tension were calculated at the 
selected points using Tardy’s offset method.7

The comparison of values of the tensions produced by the differ-
ent screws employed on the models was provided by using the 
multifactorial variance analysis (ANOVA) method. For post-hoc 
comparisons, the Bonferroni method was employed. In all ana-
lyzes, a significance level of 5% (p<0.05) was adopted.

RESULTS

Qualitative Results

The regions with the highest tension concentrations were found 
between medullar canal and the transverse process curves, and 
on the medial surface of the distal portion of the screw. Figure 4 
illustrates the distributions produced by the screw on the vertebral 
model. The distribution of tensions on the three kinds of screws 
showed similar characteristics.

Quantitative results

The values of tensions produced on each selected point were 
compared to each other. The comparison of each point between 
screws did not show statistically significant differences.
The overall average of maximum shearing tensions of the 5, 6, 
and 7-mm screws were, respectively, 12.45 ± 2.02 KPa, 12.48 ± 
3.10 KPa, and 14.31 ± 1.85 KPa. In the comparison of maximum 
shearing tensions between 5 and 6-mm screws, no statistically 
significant difference was found (p=1.000). But, when comparing 5 
and 7-mm screws (p=0.002), and 6 and 7-mm screws (p=0.002) 
we found statistically significant differences. (Figure 5)
Figure 6 shows the mean values of shearing tensions of the 12 
points assessed on each screw.
By comparing the points, we found that point 11 (located between 
medullar canal and the inner surface of the screw), was the one 
with the highest tension level among all analyzed screws. 

DISCUSSION

The photoelasticity technique was able to identify the points with 
the highest level of inner tension on the suggested photoelastic 
vertebral model. The points were located near medullar canal, 
on the medial pedicle portion. These points were the same as 
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Figure 4 – Image of the distribution of internal tensions along a pedicular screw 
in a vertebral model. Arrows: highest tension concentrations.

Figure 5 – Graph showing the mean values of shearing tensions for 5, 6, 
and 7-mm screws.

Figure 6 – Mean values of shearing tensions in each point of each screw.
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ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 

Study conducted with support provided by FAPESP and CAPES.

1. 	 Mahler DB, Peyton FA. Photoelasticity as a research technique for analysing stresses in dental 
structures. J Dent Res. 1955;34:831-8.

2. 	 Brodsky JE, Caputo AA, Furstman LL. Root typing: a photoelastic-histopathologic correlation. 
Amer J Orthodont. 1975;67:1-10.

3. 	 Alvarez ED, Strohaecker TR. Equipamento de baixo custo para análise de tensões RFAI. 1998;13:86‑91.
4. 	 Roy-Camille R, Saillant G, Mazel C. Internal fixation of the lumbar spine with pedicle screw plating. 

Clin Orthop Rel Res. 1986; (203): 7-17.
5. 	 Olsewski JM, Simmons EH, Kallen FC, Mendel FC, Severin CM, Berens DL. Morphometry of the 

lumbar spine: anatomical perspectives related to transpedicular fixations. J Bone Joint Surg Am. 
1990;72:541‑9.

6. 	 Krag MH, Beynnon BD, Pope MH, Frymoyer JW, Haugh LD, Weaver DL. An internal fixator for pos-
terior application to short segments of the thoracic, lumbar, or lumbosacral spine. Design and test-
ing. Clin Orthop Relat Res.1986;(203):75-98. 

7. 	 Oliveira SAG, Gomide HA. Fotoelasticidade plana – material e técnica. In: Anais CBECIMAT, 
1990, Águas de São Pedro, São Paulo; 1990. p.608-14.

8. 	 Gayet LE, Pries P, Hamcha H, Clarac JP, Texereau J. Biomechanical study and digital modeling 
of traction resistance in posterior thoracic implants. Spine. 2002; 17:707-14.

9.	 Ansell RH, Scales JT. A study of some factors with affect the strength of screws and their insertion 
and holding power in bone. J Biomechanics. 1968;1:279-302.

10. 	Cohen J. Tissue reactions to metals, the influence of surface finish. J Bone Joint Surg Am. 
1961;43:687-99.

11. 	Öktenoglu T, Ferrara L, Andalkar N, Özer F,  Sarioglu AÇ,  Benzel EC. Effects of hole prepa-
ration on screw pullout resistance and insertional torque: a biomechanical study. J Neurosurg. 
2001;94(1Suppl):91-6.

12. 	Brantley AG,  Mayfield JK, Koeneman JB. The effects of pedicle screw fit. An in vitro study. Spine. 
1994;19:1752-8.

Acta Ortop Bras. 2009; 17(3):149-51Acta Ortop Bras. 2009; 17(3):149-51


