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Research progress on ultrasound applied to distraction osteogenesis Huang Wu, Zeng Rongsheng. (Dept.
of Oral and Maxillofacial Surgery, Hospital of Stomatology, Guanghua School of Stomatology, Sun Yat—sen Universi—
ty, Guangzhou 510055, China)

[Abstract] Ultrasound has the features of mechanical vibration and heating effect, which can enhances osteogenesis.

Ultrasound combined application with distraction osteogenesis can repair the bone defect better. This review summa-—

rized the application of ultrasound on animal experiment and clinic research. Presented the mechanism of ultrasound

and introduced the effect of ultrasound on nitinol shape memory alloy.
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nitinol shape memory alloy
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