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Electrospinning and electric stimulation (ES) are both promising methods to support neuron adhesion and guide extension of neurons for nerve regeneration. Concurrently, all studies focus on either electrospinning for conduits material or ES in vitro study to accelerate nerve regeneration; few work on the combined use of these two strategies or ES in vivo study. Therefore, this study aimed to investigate the abilities of direct current ES through electrospinning conductive polymer composites composed of polypyrrole and Poly (l-lactic acid-co-ε-caprolactone) (PPY/PLCL) in peripheral nerve regeneration. PPY/PLCL composite conduits were synthesized by polymerizing pyrrole coated electrospun PLCL scaffolds. Morphologies and chemical compositions were characterized by scanning electron microscope and attenuated total reflection fourier transform infrared (ATR-FTIR) microscope. Rat pheochromocytoma 12 (PC12) cells and dorsal root ganglia (DRG) cells cultured on PPY/PLCL scaffolds were stimulated with 100 mV/cm for 4 h per day. The median neurite length and cell viability were measured in PC-12 cells. The levels of brain-derived neurotrophic factor (BDNF), glial cell derived neurotrophic factor (GDNF) and neurotrophin-3 (NT-3) were analyzed in DRG cells. In rats, 15 mm gaps of sciatic nerves were bridged using an autograft, non-stimulated PPY/PLCL conduit and PPY/PLCL conduit stimulated with 100 mV potential, respectively. A 100 mV potential direct current ES was applied for 1 h per day at 1, 3, 5 and 7 days post-implantation. The PPY/PLCL conduits with ES showed a similar performance compared with the autograft group, and significantly better than the non-stimulated PPY/PLCL conduit group. These promising results show that the PPY/PLCL conductive conduits’ combined use with ES has great potential for peripheral nerve regeneration.
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HIGHLIGHTS


1.   Conductive PPY/PLCL conduits were synthesized by polymerizing pyrrole coated on Poly (l-lactic acid-co-ε-caprolactone).

2.   Efficacies of PPY/PLCL combined with ES were assessed in the rat sciatic nerve 15 mm defects model.

3.   Electrical current through PPY/PLCL scaffolds showed similar outcomes with autograft.



INTRODUCTION

More than 100,000 peripheral nerve injuries due to trauma and other reasons cannot be repaired by end to end sutures in the United States and Europe (Schlosshauer et al., 2006). Though the existing gold standard procedure for reconstruction of nerve gap injuries is to utilize autologous nerve grafts, this method has many drawbacks including donor nerve shortage, donor site morbidity and size mismatch (Meek and Coert, 2002; Chen et al., 2006). Nerve tissue engineering offers an alternative approach for treating large nerve defects and many experiments have shown that nerve guidance conduits (NGCs) have the potential to repair peripheral nerve defects (Ouyang et al., 2013; Mu et al., 2014; Li et al., 2015; Pateman et al., 2015).

The ideal NGC should not only bridge gaps across severed nerve defects but also stimulate axons sprouting from the proximal end toward the distal stump (Nguyen et al., 2014). Poly (l-lactic acid-co-ε-caprolactone) (PLCL) is a nontoxic, biodegradable and synthetic co-polymer of poly (L-lactic acid) (PLLA) and poly (ε-caprolactone) (PCL; Jin et al., 2009). PLCL has been investigated as a biomaterial for tissue engineering, such as wound healing, formation of cartilage and cardiovascular applications (Jin et al., 2011; He et al., 2013; Sankaran et al., 2014). Moreover, collagen/PLCL nanofibrous scaffolds and silk fibroin/PLCL nanofibrous scaffolds have been proposed to be considered as potential candidates for nerve tissue engineering (Prabhakaran et al., 2009; Zhang et al., 2013). Electrospinning is a versatile and mainstream technique for obtaining engineer conduits with micro to nanoscale topography and high porosity similar to natural extra cellular matrix (Lannutti et al., 2007; Xu et al., 2013). Conduits generated by electrospinning have been proved to induce nerve regeneration (Weightman et al., 2014). Conductive materials have also attracted much attention to be considered as one of the most promising NGC biomaterials because of their properties of biocompatibility, conductivity and suitable hydrophobicity for cell adhesion (Ravichandran et al., 2010). Polypyrrole (PPY), with the features of good electrical conductivity, biocompatibility and easy to synthesize, is the most widely used scaffold material for nerve tissue engineering research (George et al., 2009; Prabhakaran et al., 2011). It has been reported that polycaprolactone fumarate and PPY composite materials can support cell attachment, proliferation and neurite extension using pheochromocytoma 12 (PC12) cells (Runge et al., 2010). In the study of Xu et al. (2014), composite nerve conduit with PPY and poly (D, L-lactic acid) (PDLLA) showed similar results to the gold standard autologous graft for repair of rat sciatic nerve defect. Therefore, PPY is a promising material for nerve regeneration both in vivo and in vitro studies. What’s more, electric stimulation (ES) can enhance the progress of nerve regeneration and accelerate axon outgrowth in many in vitro studies (Kerns et al., 1991; Gordon et al., 2008; Prabhakaran et al., 2011). Different ES paradigms have been investigated for nerve regeneration, such as pulsed electric fields, direct current and alternating current stimulation (Park et al., 2009; Su and Shih, 2015; Yamaguchi et al., 2016). However, few studies have focused on electrospinning conductive nerve guidance conduit (CNGC) and the combined use with ES for nerve regeneration in vivo.

In this study, conductive PPY coated PLCL (PPY/PLCL) nanofibrous conduits were prepared by polymerizing pyrrole coated on electrospun PLCL scaffolds. The biocompatibility and the neuronal differentiation ability of the conductive material film combined with ES were analyzed using rat PC12 cells, which is an extensively used model to study neuronal differentiation (Ravni et al., 2006). We also examined the levels of brain-derived neurotrophic factor (BDNF), glial cell derived neurotrophic factor (GDNF) and neurotrophin-3 (NT-3) in dorsal root ganglia (DRG) cells in different condition. The efficiency of PPY/PLCL conduits combined with direct current ES for nerve regeneration was evaluated using a 15 mm sciatic nerve defects model in Sprague-Dawley rats in vivo.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Fabrication of PLCL Nanofibrous Tubular Scaffolds

The PLCL nanofibrous tubular scaffolds were fabricated by electrospinning with teflon mold collector. At first, PLCL (Mw = 300 kDa, LA:CL = 50:50; Gunze Limited, Japan) was dissolved in 1,1,1,3,3,3-Hexafluoro-2-propanol (HFIP; Alfa Aesar Company, Haverhill, MA, USA) at a concentration of 8% (w/v) at room temperature for 2–4 h with sufficient stirring. Then, the electrospinning solution was fed into a 10 ml plastic syringe and the syringe was loaded in a syringe pump (789100C, Cole-Parmer Instruments, Vernon Hills, IL, USA) with the feeding rate of 1 ml/h. A voltage of 12 kV between the solution and the receiving apparatus was generated by a high-voltage power supply (BGG6-358, BMEI Co. Ltd., China). Fibers were collected with a rotating rate of 50 rpm. The prepared PLCL nanofibrous tubular scaffolds (diameter = 2 mm, length = 5 cm) were placed in vacuum over night to remove the residual solvent prior to use.

Formation of Polypyrrole Coated PLCL Nanofibrous Scaffolds

The prepared PLCL nanofibrous tubular scaffold was immersed in 40 ml aqueous solution of 10 mM pyrrole (Sigma-Aldrich, St. Louis, MO, USA) and 10 mM P-toluene sulfonate with stirring at 0°C for 1 h. Then, deposition of PPY coating was initiated with the addition of 200 μl ferric chloride at 0°C. PPY coated PLCL nanofibrous scaffolds were taken out 6 h (PPY/PLCL-1) and 12 h (PPY/PLCL-2) later. The PPY/PLCL nanofibrous scaffolds were washed with deionized water and ethanol at least three times, respectively. Finally, PPY/PLCL scaffolds were dried in vacuum for subsequent use.

Characterization of PPY/PLCL Conduits

The morphology of the fabricated nanofibers was observed using a JSM-5610LV scanning electron microscope (JEOL, Japan) with an accelerating voltage of 10 kV. Prior to observation, the specimens were sputter-coated with gold. Diameter of the nanofibers was calculated by ImageJ software (Bethesda, MD, USA). The attenuated total reflection fourier transform infrared (ATR-FTIR) spectroscopy was used to identify the chemical components on nanofibers using a Nicolet Nexus FTIR Spectrometer (Nexus, Thermo Scientific, Waltham, MA, USA). The conductivity of PPY/PLCL-1 and PPY/PLCL-2 was measured by the 4-point probe method using the Hall Effect testing system (HL5500PC, Accent Optical, UK).

Assessment of PPY/PLCL Scaffolds in Vitro

PC12 and DRG cell lines were purchased from the cell bank of the Chinese Academy of Sciences (Shanghai, China). PC12 cells were cultured in F-12K medium (ATCC, Manassas, VA, USA) supplemented with 15% heat-inactivated horse serum (Gibcol, Life Technologies, Carlsbad, CA, USA), 2.5% fetal bovine serum (Gibcol, USA) and 1% Penicillin/Streptomycin solution (Gibcol, USA). PC12 cells were used to determine the cytotoxicity of ES and CNGC. DRG cells were maintained in RPMI 1640 media supplemented with 10% FBS, 1% PSA and 50 ng/ml NGF. Cells were incubated at 37°C in a humid incubator with 5% CO2. Cells were seeded on the membranes at a density of 1 × 104 cell/cm2 and cultured for 24 h in our special culture dish, where PPY/PLCL film was placed in the dish bottom and two platinum wire attached to the film as the anode and cathode (Figure 5F[image: image]). ES was conducted by a voltage of 100 mV/cm through the conductive polymers for 4 h per day. The tissue culture plates (TCP) were used as control. After 1, 3, 5 and 7 days, the neurite length and cell viability of PC12 cells seeded on TCP, the conductive PPY/PLCL membrane without ES and with ES were analyzed. Briefly, PC12 cells grown on the PPY/PLCL film and the TCP were fixed with 4% paraformaldehyde solution at 4°C for 1 h. Then all samples were washed twice in PBS solution for 20 min, dehydrated in ethanol with sequentially increasing concentrations (50–100%) and dried in a CO2 critical point dryer to remove the ethanol fully. Then a slight thick gold layer was coated on the sample and SEM (JSM-5600, Japan) was used to observe and analyze the sample. At least 500 PC12 cells were examined for each film and condition and all procedures were performed by following a previous study (Leach et al., 2007). The cell viability in each group was measured by cell counting Kit-8 (CCK-8) regent. Appropriate amount CCK-8 regent was added into each dish and cultured for 2 h and measured at 450 nm and 600 nm using multifunctional microplate reader (SpectraMax M3 Multi-Mode Microplate Reader). TCP was used as control. Six samples (n = 6) for each film and condition were studied.

The levels of GDNF, BDNF and NT-3 in DRG cells were examined by ELISA measurement, Western blot assay and real time RT-PCR analysis. ELISA measurement was used to evaluate neurotrophic protein expression in different groups in the supernatant according to the manufacturer’s instructions (R&D Systems, Minneapolis, MN, USA). Western blot assay was also used to examine the GDNF, BDNF and NT-3 expression. All three groups of cells were washed in 0.1 M PBS on ice, and lysed in RIPA buffer including 0.005 M Tris, 0.001 M EDTA, 100 μg/ml PMSF, 1 mM activated sodium orthovanadate 24 h after ES. Lysed cells were collected by centrifugation at 1500 rpm for 15 min at 4°C to obtain total protein. The protein concentrations were determined using the bicinchoninic acid (BCA) assay kit (Beyotime), following the manufacturer’s protocol using GAPDH as the control.

The antibodies used in this procedure were as follows: anti-rabbit GDNF (1:1000, Abcam, Cambridge, MA, USA), anti-rabbit polyclonal BDNF (1:1000, Abcam), anti-rabbit NT-3 (1:1000, Abcam) as primary antibodies and horseradish peroxidase (HRP)-labeled secondary antibody (1:3000, Santa Cruz Biotech, Santa Cruz, CA, USA). Western blot assay was performed at least twice for each sample and quantified using ImageJ software. Total mRNAs were extracted from the cells using RNeasy®Mini Kit (Qiagen, Valencia, CA, USA) and reverse transcribed into cDNA using High-Capacity cDNA Reverse Transcription Kit (Applied Biosystems). The primer sequences of GDNF, BDNF and NT-3 were GDNF (forward: CCAGAGAATTCCAGAGGGAAA GGT, reverse: TCAGTTCCTCCTTGGTTTCGTAGC), BDNF (forward: ATCCCATGGGTTACACGAAGGAAG, reverse: GTAAGGGCCCGAACATACGATTG) and NT-3 (forward: GATCCAGGCGGATATCTTGA, reverse: AGCGTCTCTGTTGC CGTAGT). The expression of GDNF, BDNF and NT-3 was analyzed by real-time RT-PCR normalized to GAPDH followed in previous study (Kingham et al., 2013).

Animal and Surgical Procedures

Thirty Sprague Dawley rats (male, weighing 200–250 g) were housed under standard laboratory conditions. These animals were randomly divided into three groups (n = 10): PPY/PLCL CNGC group (group I, PPY/PLCL), PPY/PLCL CNGC combined with ES group (group II, PPY/PLCL + ES) and autograft group (group III). The animals were anesthetized by intraperitoneal injection of 50 mg/kg pentobarbital sodium and a 3-cm incision was made on the right thigh to expose the sciatic nerve under sterile conditions. A 15 mm segment of sciatic nerve was resected and removed at the mid-thigh level, causing a defect gap between two nerve stumps. Subsequently, PPY/PLCL conduit was sutured to bridge the nerve defects of animals in group I and group II. For group III, the resected nerve was reversed 180° and implanted across the defect. The 8–0 nylon sutures were used to suture the proximal and distal nerve stumps. In all groups a nickel-titanium alloy wire was placed into the proximal and distal segments with a 1/4 circle electrode and buried in neck through the subcutaneous tunnel (Figure 5F[image: image]). Then, the muscle and skin incision were closed with 4–0 silk sutures. ES was applied by a 100 mV potential through the wires for 1 h on 1, 3, 5 and 7 days post-implantation under anesthesia for group II. Group I and III underwent anesthesia at the same time without ES. All groups underwent a second surgical procedure to remove the wire and electrode when the ES program was finished at day 7. All rats after surgery were housed under standardized laboratory conditions and monitored to observe changes in ordinary conditions and activities. Animal care and use were in accordance with the guidelines established by the Animal Ethics Committee for Shanghai JiaoTong University.

Electrophysiological and Functional Evaluation

Sciatic function index (SFI) was calculated to assess the recovery of nerve function by the walking track analysis at 4 and 8 weeks post-implantation (de Medinaceli et al., 1982). Meanwhile, digital MYTO electromyograph machine (Esaote, Genoa, Italy) was used to evaluate the nerve conduction velocity (NCV) and distal compound motor action potential (DCMAP) at 4 and 8 weeks post-implantation. Animals were anesthetized with intraperitoneal pentobarbital sodium (same doses used for the surgical procedure) and the NGC in groups I and II were removed to expose the sciatic nerve. Bipolar stimulating electrodes were applied to the sciatic nerve trunk at its proximal portion and a monopolar recording electrode in the gastrocnemius muscle to record the NCV and DCMAP. Moreover, triceps surae muscles of the left (contralateral unoperated) and right (operated) sides from the anesthesia-killed rats were carefully resected and weighed at 4 and 8 weeks post-implantation. The recovery rate of triceps surae muscles was presented as a ratio of right side muscle weight compared to that of the left side (Yu et al., 2012).

Histological Analysis and Immunofluorescence Staining

Immediately after electrophysiological assessment, the right regenerated nerve (1 cm) was rapidly removed (n = 5 for each group) at 4 and 8 weeks post-implantation. Transverse sections (5 μm thick) in the middle segment of the regenerated nerve were prepared for histological analysis by 1% toluidine blue staining and transmission electron microscopy (TEM). Axonal regeneration was investigated by Image-Pro Plus 6.0 (Media Cybernetics, Rockville, MD, USA) to calculate the diameter of axons and nerve fibers, count the number of nerve fibers and obtain the thickness of the myelin sheaths in each section of the nerve. The procedure has been introduced in our study previously (Wang et al., 2011).

Triple immunofluorescence staining was used to analyze the regenerated nerves at the middle of the conduit. Specimens of nerves were fixed with 2.5 v/v % glutaraldehyde in 0.1 M PBS (PH 7.4) at 4°C for 48 h. Then the nerve segments were fixed with 1% osmium tetroxide fixed, dehydrated and embedded in Epon 812 (Electron Microscopy Sciences, Hatifield, PA, USA) resin. The cross sections were cut at 5 μm thick (Leica EM UC6 ultramicrotome) and mounted on gelatin pre-coated slides. Then the sections were incubated with primary antibody (S100, 1:200, rabbit, Abcam, UK; neurofilament 160 (NF160), 1:1000, mouse, Abcam, UK) overnight at 4°C followed by two washes with 0.03% Triton-X 100. Then samples were incubated with Alexa Fluoro 555 red goat anti-rabbit IgG secondary antibody and FITC green goat anti-mouse IgG secondary antibody (1:200, Beyotime, USA) for 1 h at room temperature. Cell nuclei were counter stained with 0.1% of 4,6-diamidino-2-phenylindole (DAPI) for 5 min (1:100). Finally, the stained sections were viewed on a fluorescence microscope (Olympus, Tokyo, Japan). The percentage of positive area was analyzed by Image-Pro Plus software for quantitative results.

Statistical Analysis

All data were expressed as mean ± standard deviation (SD) and all tests were repeated more than three times in each group. For comparisons among three groups, statistical analysis was performed using one-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) followed by Tukey’s post hoc test using SPSS 11.0 software for Windows student version. P < 0.05 was considered statistically significant.

RESULTS

Morphologies of the Nanofibrous Scaffolds

The micrographs of nanofibrous tubular scaffolds of PLCL, PPY/PLCL-1 and PPY/PLCL-2 showed relatively uniform fiber morphologies without beads (Figure 1). PLCL nanofibers were smooth because of the main chain of P(LLA-CL) molecules as single C–C bond and the molecular chain segments moved in a flexible way (Figure 1A). However, the PPY/PLCL-1 (Figure 1B) and PPY/PLCL-2 (Figure 1C) nanofibers had rough surface since there were many PPY nanoparticles coated on PLCL nanofibers. Moreover, the surface of PPY/PLCL-2 nanofibers was much rougher than PPY/PLCL-1 due to the oxidative polymerization time of PPY/PLCL-2 conduits which was much higher than that of PPY/PLCL-1 conduits. The PPY/PLCL-2 consisted of many nanoscale fibers with a mean diameter of 805.6 ± 152.1 nm from randomly selected six visual fields (Figure 1D).


[image: image]

FIGURE 1. The scanning electron microscope images of electrospun nanofibers. (A) Poly (l-lactic acid-co-ε-caprolactone) (PLCL) nanofibers; (B) Polypyrrole (PPY)/PLCL-1 nanofibers; (C) PPY/PLCL-2 nanofibers; (D) diameter distribution of PLCL/PPY-2 nanofibers (AD: average diameter).



Characterization of PPY/PLCL Conduits

The FTIR spectra (4000–500 cm−1) of raw PPY, PLCL nanofibers, PPY/PLCL-1 and PPY/PLCL-2 nanofibers are shown in the Figure 2. There is an absorption peak in PLCL, PPY/PLCL-1 and PPY/PLCL-2 nanofibers spectra at 2952 cm−1 corresponding to -CH3 or -CH2 stretching vibration in PLCL molecular skeleton. Three representative adsorption peaks at 1760, 1183 and 1092 cm−1, respectively correspond to—COOR and C–O stretching vibration in PLCL, PPY/PLCL-1 and PPY/PLCL-2 nanofibers. For raw PPY, one characteristic absorption peak at 1540 cm−1 corresponding to the C = C stretching vibration can also be found in PPY/PLCL-1 and PLCL/PPY-2 nanofibers. There were two absorption peaks at 3421 cm−1 and 2917 cm−1 in raw PPY, which correspond to N-H and -CH2. However, the absorption peak at 2917 cm−1 of PPY was overlapped with PLCL and the absorption peak at 3421 cm−1 was not obvious in PLCL/PPY-1 and PPY/PLCL-2 nanofibers because the N-H of PPY reacted with PLCL and coated on the surface of PLCL nanofibers. Together, these results indicated the existence of PPY in PPY/PLCL-1 and PLCL/PPY-2 nanofibers. The conductivity of PPY/PLCL-2 was 6.72 × 10−5 S/cm, higher than that of PPY/PLCL-1 (2.41 × 10−5 S/cm). PPY/PLCL-2 nanofibers was chosen for further in vivo and in vitro study because of its rougher surface and better conductivity.
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FIGURE 2. The attenuated total reflection fourier transform infrared (ATR-FTIR) spectroscopy of PLCL nanofibers, PPY, PPY/PLCL-1 nanofibers (6 h) and PPY/PLCL-2 nanofibers (12 h).



In Vitro Assessment of PPY/PLCL Scaffolds

Compared with the conductive PPY/PLCL film without ES, the PPY/PLCL film combined with ES significantly elevated the median neurite length on days 1, 3, 5 and 7 (p < 0.05; Figure 3A). Neurite outgrowth was significantly increased by ES and the effect was more obvious over time (Figures 3C1–C4). Meanwhile, the quantity of PC12 cells was gradually increased along with the culture time in all three groups and the cell viability of PC12 cells on PPY/PLCL film combined with ES showed no significant difference compared with the conductive PPY/PLCL film without ES and the TCP control group (p > 0.05; Figure 3B).
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FIGURE 3. In vitro study of pheochromocytoma (PC12) cells. (A) Median neurite length. (B) Cell viability by cell counting Kit-8 (CCK-8). All data from the tissue culture plates (TCP; control group), conductive PPY/PLCL film without electric stimulation (ES; PPY/PLCL group) and with ES (PPY/PLCL + ES group) on Day 1, 3, 5 and 7 (n = 6, #p < 0.05, ##p < 0.01 the PPY/PLCL + ES group vs. TCP control group; *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01 the PPY/PLCL + ES group vs. PPY/PLCL group). (C) Fluorescence images of PC12 cells cultured on PPY/PLCL film with ES (E1: Day1, E2: day3, E3: Day 5, E4: Day 7; scale bar: 40 μm).



The concentration of GDNF, BDNF and NT-3 in the DRG cell supernatant in all three groups was detected by ELISA measurement 24 h after ES. As shown in Figure 4A, the concentration of BDNF secretion was about 260 pg/ml in the PPY/PLCL + ES group, which was approximately increased 4-fold compared with the PPY/PLCL group (p < 0.01, n = 6). There was a significant difference in the concentration of BDNF secretion between the conductive PPY/PLCL film group and the TCP control group (p < 0.05, n = 6). The concentration tendency of GDNF and NT-3 in three groups was in accordance with that of BDNF. Similar results were found by Western blot assay (Figure 4B). The messenger RNA (mRNA) expression of GDNF, BDNF and NT-3 was analyzed by RT-PCR and the results were shown in Figure 4C. The expression of GDNF mRNA in DRG cells on the conductive PPY/PLCL film (with and without ES) was significantly upregulated compared with the TCP control group (p < 0.05, n = 6). Meanwhile, ES was applied on the conductive PPY/PLCL film and the GDNF mRNA expression was significantly higher than that without ES group (p < 0.01, n = 6). The results of RT-PCR were correlated with ELISA measurement and Western blot assay.
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FIGURE 4. Glial cell derived neurotrophic factor (GDNF), brain-derived neurotrophic factor (BDNF) and neurotrophin-3 (NT-3) expression in dorsal root ganglia (DRG) cells 24 h after ES. (A) ELISA measurement. (B) Protein levels by Western blot assay. (C) Relative mRNA expression by RT-PCR (n = 6, ##p < 0.01, ###p < 0.001 the PPY/PLCL + ES group vs. TCP control group; *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01 the PPY/PLCL + ES group vs. PPY/PLCL group; δp < 0.05, the PPY/PLCL group vs. TCP control group).



Animal Operation Procedure

For the in vivo study, we used a 15 mm defect in the sciatic nerve of adult SD rats as a model. PPY/PLCL conductive conduits were used to repair the defects in group I and II. In group II, the nickel-titanium alloy wire was placed into the proximal and distal segments with a 1/4 circle electrode and buried in neck through the subcutaneous tunnel. All 30 animals in this experiment showed no severe complications during and post operation. Neither inflammatory reactions nor complications typically associated with the operation were observed, indicating good tissue response of the synthetic conduit. At 4 and 8 weeks post-implantation, five animals of each group were harvested for further study. At 8 weeks post-implantation, the conduits showed obvious degradation and no severe compression by the electrode was observed (Figures 5A–F).
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FIGURE 5. The animal operation procedure. (A) Immediately after 15 mm conduit implantation. (B) 1/4 circle electrode implantation. (C) Eight weeks post-implantation. (D) Harvested regenerated nerve at 8 weeks post-implantation. (E) Histological section of the electrode contact site stained with hematoxylin and eosin 8 weeks post-implantation (White arrows: the electrode contact site). (F) Schematic illustration for animal procedure: a 15 mm sciatic nerve defect was bridged by PPY/PLCL conduits (right thigh, black), nickel-titanium alloy wire was placed into the proximal and distal segments with a 1/4 circle electrode and buried behind the neck through the sub cutaneous tunnel ([image: image] Electronic Stimulator [image: image] special made cell culture dish [image: image] tact site of the electrodes to the conduit).



Electrophysiological and Functional Evaluation

The NCV of the PPY/PLCL group was significantly slower than that of the PPY/PLCL + ES group (n = 5, p < 0.05). Moreover, there was no significant difference between the PPY/PLCL + ES group and the autograft group at 4 and 8 weeks post-implantation (Figure 6A). At 8 weeks post-implantation, the NCV for the PPY/PLCL group, PPY/PLCL + ES group and the autograft group was 41.23 ± 1.54 m/s, 61.34 ± 4.21 m/s and 63.32 ± 2.54 m/s, respectively. At 4 weeks post-implantation, the DCMAP of the PPY/PLCL + ES group (3.21 ± 0.14 mV) and the autograft group (3.87 ± 0.23 mV) were significantly higher than that of the PPY/PLCL group (2.67 ± 0.27 mV; n = 5, p < 0.05). The DCMAP of the PPY/PLCL group (6.27 ± 0.14 mV) was lower than those of the PPY/PLCL + ES group (8.07 ± 0.24 mV) and the autograft group (9.34 ± 0.12 mV) at 8 weeks post-implantation (n = 6, p < 0.05; Figure 6B).
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FIGURE 6. Electrophysiological and functional evaluation 4 and 8 weeks post-implantation. (A) Nerve conduction velocity (NCV). (B) Distal compound motor action potential (DCMAP). (C) Sciatic function index (SFI). (D) Recovery rate of triceps weight (n = 5, #p < 0.05, ##p < 0.01 the PPY/PLCL + ES group vs. PPY/PLCL group; *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01 the autograft group vs. PPY/PLCL group).



At 4 weeks post-implantation, the SFI of the PPY/PLCL group (−52.5 ± 2.1) was significantly lower than that of the PPY/PLCL + ES group (−44.7 ± 2.7) and the autograft group (−42.1 ± 1.8; n = 5, p < 0.05), while there was no significant difference between the PPY/PLCL + ES group and the autograft group (n = 5, p > 0.05; Figure 6C). At 8 weeks post-implantation, the SFI of the PPY/PLCL group, the PPY/PLCL + ES group and the autograft group came to −34.1 ± 2.1, −23.5 ± 1.2 and −21.4 ± 1.1, which showed the similar changes as 4 weeks post-implantation. The recovery rates of triceps surae muscles of PPY/PLCL + ES group and the autograft group were significantly higher than that of the PPY/PLCL group (n = 5, p < 0.05; Figure 6D). There was no significant difference between the PPY/PLCL + ES group and the autograft group (n = 5, p > 0.05).

Histological and Immunofluorescence Analysis

The total myelinated fiber counts, the myelinated fiber diameter and the average axon diameter of the PPY/PLCL + ES group were significantly larger compared with the PPY/PLCL group (p < 0.05, Figures 7J–M). However, there was no significant difference between the PPY/PLCL + ES group and the autograft group (p > 0.05). The results of toluidine blue staining showed that there were more nerve fibers in the PPY/PLCL + ES group than that of the PPY/PLCL group at 8 weeks post-implantation (Figures 7A–C). TEM showed that the myelin sheath thickness was significantly greater in the PPY/PLCL + ES group compared with the PPY/PLCL group at 4 weeks post-implantation (0.51 ± 0.08 μm vs. 0.36 ± 0.11 μm; p < 0.05). Meanwhile, no significant difference was observed in the thickness of the myelin sheath between the PPY/PLCL + ES group and the autograft group (p > 0.05, Figures 7D–I).
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FIGURE 7. Histology images stained with toluidine blue and transmission electron microscopy (TEM) micrographs. Images represent cross sections of regenerated nerves taken from different conduits in rats at 8 weeks post-implantation. (A,D,G) From the PPY/PLCL group, (B,E,H) from the PPY/PLCL + ES group and (C,F,I) from the autograft group. Histology scale bar: 50 μm (A–C). TEM scale bar: 5 μm (D–F), 500 nm (G–I). (J) Average axon diameter. (K) Nerve fiber diameter. (L) Number of nerve fibers. (M) Thickness of myelin sheath (n = 5, #p < 0.05 the PPY/PLCL + ES group vs. PPY/PLCL group; *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01 the autograft group vs. PPY/PLCL group; δp < 0.05, the autograft group vs. PPY/PLCL + ES group).



NF160-positive axons and S100-positive Schwann cells (SCs) were found in the middle of the conduit in all these three groups at 4 and 8 weeks post-operation (Figure 8). Both the number of NF160-positive axons and S100-positive SCs were obviously larger at 8 weeks post-operation than those at 4 weeks post-operation. Interestingly, more host-derived SC entered the middle of the conduit when ES was applied where more NF160 positive axons were observed. The percentages of positive area of PPY/PLCL + ES group and the autograft group were significantly higher at 8 weeks after surgery, comparing with the PPY/PLCL group (p < 0.01). There was no significant difference in percentages of positive area between the PPY/PLCL + ES group and the autograft group (p > 0.05; Figures 8A,B).


[image: image]

FIGURE 8. Immunofluorescence analysis of neurofilament 160 (NF160) and S100 in the middle of the sciatic nerve at 4 and 8 weeks post-implantation. The percentages of S100 and NF160 positive area for each group are shown in (A,B) (n = 5, #p < 0.05, ##p < 0.01 the PPY/PLCL + ES group vs. PPY/PLCL group; *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01 the autograft group vs. PPY/PLCL group; δp < 0.05, the autograft group vs. PPY/PLCL + ES group).



DISCUSSION

It would be beneficial for peripheral nerve regeneration to develop NGCs that match the effectiveness of autologous nerve graft since autologous nerve graft is associated with a variety of clinical complications (Nectow et al., 2012). A superior NGC is crucial for direction of cells towards a targeted functional outcome by providing appropriate chemical, morphological and structural cues (Wang et al., 2011). In this study, we explored the application of ES through a conductive PPY/PLCL composite conduit synthesized by polymerization of PPY coated electrospun PLCL nanofibrous scaffolds for peripheral nerve regeneration.

Electrospinning using synthetic polymers is an effective fabrication technique to make nanofibrous scaffolds (Jiang et al., 2010). PPY/PLCL scaffolds consisted of relatively uniform nanoscale fibers of 805.6 ± 152.1 nm in diameter which were produced by electrospinning in our study. In vitro study, no significant architecture change of the film in the 100 mV/cm electric field was observed at day 7, indicating that the PPY/PLCL conductive fibers are electrically stable, at least for 1 week. PPY/PLCL fibers were biodegradable over time and the complete conduit structure was undetectable at 8 weeks post-implantation. Importantly, the rough surface of PPY/PLCL scaffolds due to PPY particles coated over PLCL film makes it proper for cell adhesion and proliferation (Ibrahim et al., 2016). Conductive materials along with ES can promote PC12 cell proliferation, migration and neurite extension (Kang et al., 2011; Pires et al., 2015; Su and Shih, 2015). The greatest disadvantage of conductive materials is its marginal biodegradation. So we chose PPY/PLCL-2 for further study because of its satisfactory conductivity at a relative low PPY concentration. In vitro culture, electrical stimulation of PC12 cells cultured on PPY/PLCL film with a voltage of 100 mV/cm for 4 h resulted in significantly extended neurite outgrowth and increased proliferation of cells compared to the cells grown on non-stimulated PPY/PLCL film, demonstrating its differentiation promotion effect on PC12 cells. Meanwhile, both the conductive PPY/PLCL film and the application of ES didn’t affect the cell viability, showing their property of non-toxic and good biocompatibility on PC12 cells. Both conductive materials and ES play positive roles in promoting nerve regeneration (Xu et al., 2014). In DRG cells, PPY/PLCL film with ES significantly promoted the expression of GDNF, BDNF and NT-3, which was important for nerve regeneration. Our in vitro study results demonstrated that ES was good for nerve regeneration and the increased NT expression might make a contribution. Thus, PPY/PLCL scaffolds with electrical stimulation were nontoxic and biocompatible and promoted neurotrophic factor expression, suggesting its promising potential for peripheral nerve regeneration.

It has been reported that applying ES after surgical repair can accelerate axon regeneration and muscle reinnervation (Gordon et al., 2008). Sciatic nerve model with adequate length and space at the mid-thigh is the most commonly used nerve regeneration studies (Rodríguez et al., 2004). In our animal experiment, ES through conductive conduits was applied in the in vivo study for the first time and got a similar outcome to the autograft group. Sciatic nerve model was established to test the efficacy of ES through PPY/PLCL conduits in bridging a 15 mm sciatic nerve defect gap. In our study, NCV of PPY/PLCL with ES group and the autograft group was respectively 61.34 ± 4.21 m/s and 63.32 ± 2.54 m/s at 8 weeks post-implantation. Nerve conduction velocities in healthy subjects can range from 50 m/s to 70 m/s (Kasius et al., 2014). DCMAP is a commonly used parameter reflecting the number of regenerated motor nerve fibers and the extent of muscle reinnervation (Wolthers et al., 2005). No significant difference was observed in the NCV and DCMAP between the PPY/PLCL + ES group and the autograft group. Triceps surae muscle weight ratio can be used to assess the efficacy of reinnervation since balance between protein synthesis and degradation is destroyed by nerve injury leading to muscle weight loss (Vleggeert-Lankamp, 2007). Besides, there was no statistical difference in the SFI and recovery rate of triceps surae muscles between the PPY/PLCL with ES group and the autograft group. Therefore, these data suggested that PPY/PLCL + ES group achieved a rapid functional recovery similar to autograft group. It has been reported that NCV and mean fiber diameter were the most reliable indices of functional recovery during sciatic nerve regeneration (Ikeda and Oka, 2012). Moreover, NCVs critically depend on the diameter of the axons, myelin sheath thickness and internode length (Simpson et al., 2013). In our histological examination, regenerated nerves from PPY/PLCL + ES and autograft showed comparable total myelinated fiber counts, myelinated fiber diameter, average axon diameter and myelin sheath thickness. SCs can produce various neurotrophic factors which are very important for axonal regeneration and neuronal repair after peripheral nerve injury (Martini et al., 2008). Electric field has a large effect on SCs migration and neurite outgrowth (Koppes et al., 2011; Forciniti et al., 2014). Triple immunofluorescence staining analyses showed that there was no significant difference in the number of NF160-positive axons and S100-positive SCs between the PPY/PLCL + ES group and the autograft group. ES attracted more SCs into the conduit and a better regeneration outcome was achieved. In short, the application of ES had a significant positive effect on the axon regeneration and myelination.

In conclusion, we successfully synthesized PPY/PLCL composite conduits by polymerizing pyrrole on PLCL scaffolds fabricated by electrospinning. Our in vitro and in vivo studies suggested that passing an electrical current through PPY/PLCL conduits is promising for stimulating and guiding peripheral nerve functional regeneration, representing similar efficiencies with autologous graft. Thus, PPY/PLCL NGCs with ES might have potential applications in nerve regeneration.

CONCLUSION

In this study, electrospinning and ES were used for nerve regeneration both in vivo and in vitro studies, got the results of satisfying functional recovery and equivalent morphological recovery to nerve autografts. Our study was a preliminary research on conductive conduits combined with ES for nerve regeneration, while more work about ES mode selection and device improvement should be done. PPY/PLCL conductive conduit’s combined use with ES seems to improve nerve regeneration and functional recovery, which offers a promising approach to repair long-segment nerve defect.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

JS, BS, SL, WC, YZ, CW, XM, JC, YO, WY and CF conceived and participated in its design, did tests, searched databases, extracted and assessed studies and helped to draft the manuscript. YO, WY and CF participated in the conceptualization and design of the experiment, data extraction and analysis. JS and BS wrote the manuscript. YO, WY and CF revised the manuscript. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This study was funded by the Industry-University-Institute-Medicine Cooperation Foundation of Shanghai (12DZ1940303), the Interdisciplinary Projects of Medicine and Engineering of Shanghai JiaoTong University (YG2013MS52, YG2015MS06), SUMHS seed foundation project (No. HMSF-16-21-010), Natural Science Foundation of Shanghai, China (15ZR1432500) and the Nanotech Foundation of Shanghai (12nm0501700).

REFERENCES

Chen, M. B., Zhang, F., and Lineaweaver, W. C. (2006). Luminal fillers in nerve conduits for peripheral nerve repair. Ann. Plast. Surg. 57, 462–471. doi: 10.1097/01.sap.0000237577.07219.b6

de Medinaceli, L., Freed, W. J., and Wyatt, R. J. (1982). An index of the functional condition of rat sciatic nerve based on measurements made from walking tracks. Exp. Neurol. 77, 634–643. doi: 10.1016/0014-4886(82)90234-5

Forciniti, L., Ybarra, J. III., Zaman, M. H., and Schmidt, C. E. (2014). Schwann cell response on polypyrrole substrates upon electrical stimulation. Acta Biomater. 10, 2423–2433. doi: 10.1016/j.actbio.2014.01.030

George, P. M., Saigal, R., Lawlor, M. W., Moore, M. J., LaVan, D. A., Marini, R. P., et al. (2009). Three-dimensional conductive constructs for nerve regeneration. J. Biomed. Mater. Res. 91, 519–527. doi: 10.1002/jbm.a.32226

Gordon, T., Brushart, T. M., and Chan, K. M. (2008). Augmenting nerve regeneration with electrical stimulation. Neurol. Res. 30, 1012–1022. doi: 10.1179/174313208X362488

He, X., Fu, W., Feng, B., Liu, Z., Yin, M., Wang, W., et al. (2013). Electrospun collagen-poly(L-lactic acid-co-ε-caprolactone) membranes for cartilage tissue engineering. Regen. Med. 8, 425–436. doi: 10.2217/rme.13.29

Ibrahim, S., Sabudin, S., Sahid, S., Marzuke, M. A., Hussin, Z. H., Kader Bashah, N. S., et al. (2016). Bioactivity studies and adhesion of human osteoblast (hFOB) on silicon-biphasic calcium phosphate material. Saudi J. Biol. Sci. 23, S56–S63. doi: 10.1016/j.sjbs.2015.10.024

Ikeda, M., and Oka, Y. (2012). The relationship between nerve conduction velocity and fiber morphology during peripheral nerve regeneration. Brain Behav. 2, 382–390. doi: 10.1002/brb3.61

Jiang, X., Lim, S. H., Mao, H. Q., and Chew, S. Y. (2010). Current applications and future perspectives of artificial nerve conduits. Exp. Neurol. 223, 86–101. doi: 10.1016/j.expneurol.2009.09.009

Jin, J., Jeong, S. I., Shin, Y. M., Lim, K. S., Shin, H., Lee, Y. M., et al. (2009). Transplantation of mesenchymal stem cells within a poly(lactide-co-epsilon-caprolactone) scaffold improves cardiac function in a rat myocardial infarction model. Eur. J. Heart Fail. 11, 147–153. doi: 10.1093/eurjhf/hfn017

Jin, G., Prabhakaran, M. P., and Ramakrishna, S. (2011). Stem cell differentiation to epidermal lineages on electrospun nanofibrous substrates for skin tissue engineering. Acta Biomater. 7, 3113–3122. doi: 10.1016/j.actbio.2011.04.017

Kang, G., Borgens, R. B., and Cho, Y. (2011). Well-ordered porous conductive polypyrrole as a new platform for neural interfaces. Langmuir 27, 6179–6184. doi: 10.1021/la104194m

Kasius, K. M., Riphagen, J. H., Verhagen, W. I., and Meulstee, J. (2014). An easily applicable alternative method for warming cold limbs in nerve conduction studies. Neurophysiol. Clin. 44, 219–226. doi: 10.1016/j.neucli.2014.03.001

Kerns, J. M., Fakhouri, A. J., Weinrib, H. P., and Freeman, J. A. (1991). Electrical stimulation of nerve regeneration in the rat: the early effects evaluated by a vibrating probe and electron microscopy. Neuroscience 40, 93–107. doi: 10.1016/0306-4522(91)90177-p

Kingham, P. J., Kolar, M. K., Novikova, L. N., Novikov, L. N., and Wiberg, M. (2013). Stimulating the neurotrophic and angiogenic properties of human adipose-derived stem cells enhances nerve repair. Stem Cells Dev. 23, 741–754. doi: 10.1089/scd.2013.0396

Koppes, A. N., Seggio, A. M., and Thompson, D. M. (2011). Neurite outgrowth is significantly increased by the simultaneous presentation of Schwann cells and moderate exogenous electric fields. J. Neural Eng. 8:046023. doi: 10.1088/1741-2560/8/4/046023

Lannutti, J., Reneker, D., Ma, T., Tomasko, D., and Farson, D. (2007). Electrospinning for tissue engineering scaffolds. Mater. Sci. Eng. C 27, 504–509. doi: 10.1016/j.msec.2006.05.019

Leach, J. B., Brown, X. Q., Jacot, J. G., Dimilla, P. A., and Wong, J. Y. (2007). Neurite outgrowth and branching of PC12 cells on very soft substrates sharply decreases below a threshold of substrate rigidity. J. Neural Eng. 4, 26–34. doi: 10.1088/1741-2560/4/2/003

Li, B., Qiu, T., Iyer, K. S., Yan, Q., Yin, Y., Xie, L., et al. (2015). PRGD/PDLLA conduit potentiates rat sciatic nerve regeneration and the underlying molecular mechanism. Biomaterials 55, 44–53. doi: 10.1016/j.biomaterials.2015.03.028

Martini, R., Fischer, S., López-Vales, R., and David, S. (2008). Interactions between Schwann cells and macrophages in injury and inherited demyelinating disease. Glia 56, 1566–1577. doi: 10.1002/glia.20766

Meek, M. F., and Coert, J. H. (2002). Clinical use of nerve conduits in peripheral-nerve repair: review of the literature. J. Reconstr. Microsurg. 18, 97–109. doi: 10.1055/s-2002-19889

Mu, Y., Wu, F., Lu, Y., Wei, L., and Yuan, W. (2014). Progress of electrospun fibers as nerve conduits for neural tissue repair. Nanomedicine (Lond.) 9, 1869–1883. doi: 10.2217/nnm.14.70

Nectow, A. R., Marra, K. G., and Kaplan, D. L. (2012). Biomaterials for the development of peripheral nerve guidance conduits. Tissue Eng. Part B Rev. 18, 40–50. doi: 10.1089/ten.TEB.2011.0240

Nguyen, H. T., Sapp, S., Wei, C., Chow, J. K., Nguyen, A., Coursen, J., et al. (2014). Electric field stimulation through a biodegradable polypyrrole-co-polycaprolactone substrate enhances neural cell growth. J. Biomed. Mater. Res. A 102, 2554–2564. doi: 10.1002/jbm.a.34925

Ouyang, Y., Huang, C., Zhu, Y., Fan, C., and Ke, Q. (2013). Fabrication of seamless electrospun collagen/PLGA conduits whose walls comprise highly longitudinal aligned nanofibers for nerve regeneration. J. Biomed. Nanotechnol. 9, 931–943. doi: 10.1166/jbn.2013.1605

Park, J. S., Park, K., Moon, H. T., Woo, D. G., Yang, H. N., and Park, K. H. (2009). Electrical pulsed stimulation of surfaces homogeneously coated with gold nanoparticles to induce neurite outgrowth of PC12 cells. Langmuir 25, 451–457. doi: 10.1021/la8025683

Pateman, C. J., Harding, A. J., Glen, A., Taylor, C. S., Christmas, C. R., Robinson, P. P., et al. (2015). Nerve guides manufactured from photocurable polymers to aid peripheral nerve repair. Biomaterials 49, 77–89. doi: 10.1016/j.biomaterials.2015.01.055

Pires, F., Ferreira, Q., Rodrigues, C. A., Morgado, J., and Ferreira, F. C. (2015). Neural stem cell differentiation by electrical stimulation using a cross-linked PEDOT substrate: expanding the use of biocompatible conjugated conductive polymers for neural tissue engineering. Biochim. Biophys. Acta 1850, 1158–1168. doi: 10.1016/j.bbagen.2015.01.020

Prabhakaran, M. P., Ghasemi-Mobarakeh, L., and Ramakrishna, S. (2011). Electrospun composite nanofibers for tissue regeneration. J. Nanosci. Nanotechnol. 11, 3039–3057. doi: 10.1166/jnn.2011.3753

Prabhakaran, M. P., Venugopal, J. R., and Ramakrishna, S. (2009). Mesenchymal stem cell differentiation to neuronal cells on electrospun nanofibrous substrates for nerve tissue engineering. Biomaterials 30, 4996–5003. doi: 10.1016/j.biomaterials.2009.05.057

Ravichandran, R., Sundarrajan, S., Venugopal, J. R., Mukherjee, S., and Ramakrishna, S. (2010). Applications of conducting polymers and their issues in biomedical engineering. J. R. Soc. Interface 7, S559–S579. doi: 10.1098/rsif.2010.0120.focus

Ravni, A., Bourgault, S., Lebon, A., Chan, P., Galas, L., Fournier, A., et al. (2006). The neurotrophic effects of PACAP in PC12 cells: control by multiple transduction pathways. J. Neurochem. 98, 321–329. doi: 10.1111/j.1471-4159.2006.03884.x

Rodríguez, F. J., Valero-Cabré, A., and Navarro, X. (2004). Regeneration and functional recovery following peripheral nerve injury. Drug Discov. Today Dis. Models 1, 177–185. doi: 10.1016/j.ddmod.2004.09.008

Runge, M. B., Dadsetan, M., Baltrusaitis, J., Knight, A. M., Ruesink, T., Lazcano, E. A., et al. (2010). The development of electrically conductive polycaprolactone fumarate-polypyrrole composite materials for nerve regeneration. Biomaterials 31, 5916–5926. doi: 10.1016/j.biomaterials.2010.04.012

Sankaran, K. K., Krishnan, U. M., and Sethuraman, S. (2014). Axially aligned 3D nanofibrous grafts of PLA-PCL for small diameter cardiovascular applications. J. Biomater. Sci. Polym. Ed. 25, 1791–1812. doi: 10.1080/09205063.2014.950505

Schlosshauer, B., Dreesmann, L., Schaller, H. E., and Sinis, N. (2006). Synthetic nerve guide implants in humans: a comprehensive survey. Neurosurgery 59, 740–747; discussion 747–748. doi: 10.1227/01.neu.0000235197.36789.42

Simpson, A. H., Gillingwater, T. H., Heather, A., Cottrell, D., Sherman, D. L., Ribchester, R. R., et al. (2013). Effect of limb lengthening on internodal length and conduction velocity of peripheral nerve. J. Neurosci. 33, 4536–4539. doi: 10.1523/JNEUROSCI.4176-12.2013

Su, W. T., and Shih, Y. A. (2015). Nanofiber containing carbon nanotubes enhanced PC12 cell proliferation and neuritogenesis by electrical stimulation. Biomed. Mater. Eng. 26, S189–S195. doi: 10.3233/BME-151305

Vleggeert-Lankamp, C. L. A. M. (2007). The role of evaluation methods in the assessment of peripheral nerve regeneration through synthetic conduits: a systematic review. Laboratory investigation. J. Neurosurg. 107, 1168–1189. doi: 10.3171/jns.2007.107.6.1168

Wang, C. Y., Zhang, K. H., Fan, C. Y., Mo, X. M., Ruan, H. J., and Li, F. F. (2011). Aligned natural-synthetic polyblend nanofibers for peripheral nerve regeneration. Acta Biomater. 7, 634–643. doi: 10.1016/j.actbio.2010.09.011

Weightman, A., Jenkins, S., Pickard, M., Chari, D., and Yang, Y. (2014). Alignment of multiple glial cell populations in 3D nanofiber scaffolds: toward the development of multicellular implantable scaffolds for repair of neural injury. Nanomedicine 10, 291–295. doi: 10.1016/j.nano.2013.09.001

Wolthers, M., Moldovan, M., Binderup, T., Schmalbruch, H., and Krarup, C. (2005). Comparative electrophysiological, functional and histological studies of nerve lesions in rats. Microsurgery 25, 508–519. doi: 10.1002/micr.20156

Xu, W., Atala, A., Yoo, J. J., and Lee, S. J. (2013). Controllable dual protein delivery through electrospun fibrous scaffolds with different hydrophilicities. Biomedical Materials 8:14104. doi: 10.1088/1748-6041/8/1/014104

Xu, H., Holzwarth, J. M., Yan, Y., Xu, P., Zheng, H., Yin, Y., et al. (2014). Conductive PPY/PDLLA conduit for peripheral nerve regeneration. Biomaterials 35, 225–235. doi: 10.1016/j.biomaterials.2013.10.002

Yamaguchi, T., Fujiwara, T., Tsai, Y. A., Tang, S. C., Kawakami, M., Mizuno, K., et al. (2016). The effects of anodal transcranial direct current stimulation and patterned electrical stimulation on spinal inhibitory interneurons and motor function in patients with spinal cord injury. Exp. Brain Res. 234, 1469–1478. doi: 10.1007/s00221-016-4561-4

Yu, H., Xiang, L., Xu, W., Zhao, B., Wang, Y., Peng, J., et al. (2012). Chondroitinase ABC improves recovery of long sciatic nerve defects. Neural Regen. Res. 7, 61–65. doi: 10.3969/j.issn.1673-5374.2012.01.010

Zhang, K., Jinglei, W., Huang, C., and Mo, X. (2013). Fabrication of silk fibroin/P(LLA-CL) aligned nanofibrous scaffolds for nerve tissue engineering. Macromol. Mater. Eng. 298, 565–574. doi: 10.1002/mame.201200038

Conflict of Interest Statement: The authors declare that the research was conducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

The reviewer NB and handling Editor declared their shared affiliation, and the handling Editor states that the process nevertheless met the standards of a fair and objective review.

Copyright © 2016 Song, Sun, Liu, Chen, Zhang, Wang, Mo, Che, Ouyang, Yuan and Fan. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY). The use, distribution and reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the original author(s) or licensor are credited and that the original publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.

OPS/images/fnmol-09-00117-g004.gif
neurotrophic factor (pg/ml)

PPY/PLCL
[ TCP control
Bl PPY/PLCL+ES

—— —  w— NT-3
W M ww— BDNF

——— — . —— (DN

. st s
TCP PPY/PLCL+ES PPY/PLCL

TCP  PPY/PLCL+ES PPY/PLCL





OPS/images/fnmol-09-00117-g005.gif





OPS/images/fnmol-09-00117-g002.gif
| PPY/PLCL-2

—\/\/———VWN PPY/PLCL-1

PPY
C
2917 1540
2421 — PLCL
2952 7
1760 1183 1092
v v T r T
3500 3000 2500 2000 1 5'00 1000 5\;0

Wavenumber/cm’






OPS/images/fnmol-09-00117-g003.gif
EJ pryPLCL PPY/PLCL
[ TCP control [ TCP control
Il PPYPLCL4ES - Il PPYPLCL+ES

PO OS BB RS

H
&
s
<
§
£
H
b






OPS/images/fnmol-09-00117-g008.gif
Autograft

A mmmos
=L
E=pen






OPS/images/fnmol-09-00117-g006.gif
NCV (ms)

SFI

80

Il PPY/PLCL+ES
PPY/PLCL
[ Autograft

_

Post-implantation time (weeks)

~
©

Il PPY/PLCL+ES
PPY/PLCL
[ Autograft # %

4 8
Post-implantation time (weeks)

DCMAP (mV)

o

Recovery rate of triceps weight(%)

Il PPY/PLCL+ES
PPY/PLCL
127 [ Autograft

Post-implantation time (weeks)

Il PPY/PLCL+ES
PPY/PLCL

100 9 ] Autograft

80

60

40

20

Post-implantation time (weeks)





OPS/images/fnmol-09-00117-g007.gif
v ascncamtr .

[————

[or——

[ ———

. evricLess
B eereic

P =Py

[ r—

v
Pastinpinaioniire (nooks)

- rrrcLes
3 revpict
06 O Autograt

Postimplercton mo fwooa)

7 ¥
Postimplantaton tme weclo)





OPS/images/inline_3.gif





OPS/images/crossmark.jpg





OPS/images/fnmol-09-00117-g001.gif
AD=805.6
sD=152.1






OPS/images/inline_2.gif





OPS/images/inline_1.gif





OPS/images/cover.jpg
’ frontiers _
1N Molecular Neuroscience

Polymerizing Pyrrole Coated Poly
(I-lactic acid-co-<-caprolactone)
(PLCL) Conductive Nanofibrous
Conduit Combined with Electric

Stimulation for Long-Range
Peripheral Nerve Regeneration









OPS/images/logo.jpg
’ frontiers
in Molecular Neuroscience





