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Abstract
Background
The primary cause of adult tooth loss is commonly attributed to periodontal disease, a condition that
weakens the supportive structures around the teeth. In addressing periodontal diseases, surgeons often
employ the guided tissue regeneration (GTR) technique, which involves the use of a barrier membrane.

Aim
The aim of the present study is to assess the composition and mechanical strength of chitosan and eggshell
membrane. This research was conducted to provide insights into their potential application in facilitating
tissue regeneration.

Materials and procedures
Chitosan and eggshell membrane were combined to create the membrane. Scanning electron microscopy
(SEM) using FEI Quanta FEG 650 SEM (JSM IT-800, JEOL Ltd., Akishima, Tokyo, Japan) was carried out, and
mechanical properties were used to measure the parameters of membrane characterization. 

Results
In the dry condition, the membrane's tensile strength was 0.30 MPa and its elongation at break was 8.2%. In
the wet condition, the membrane's tensile strength was 0.13 MPa and its elongation at break was 22.6%. The
SEM results depicted membrane surface with pore sizes ranging from 16 to 100 meters, and the result
obtained from membrane porosity test was 31.2%. 

Conclusion
The chitosan-eggshell membrane exhibited a fibrous surface with a desirable pore size for use as a GTR
membrane, but it has low mechanical strength.
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Introduction
Globally, a significant portion, ranging from 20% to 50%, of the population grapples with the prevalence of
periodontal disease, a consequential challenge that adversely impacts oral health. This condition stands as
the predominant factor contributing to the loss of adult teeth. However, a substantial challenge persists in
the realm of rectifying the damage inflicted upon periodontal tissue and the accompanying bone support. In
contemporary dental medicine, the concept of "restitutio ad integrum", a Latin term meaning restoration to
original condition, takes the forefront, representing a modern approach, particularly within the sphere of
dental implantology. In the current landscape, the emphasis has shifted toward prioritizing prevention over
treatment. This shift underscores a significant change in perception and approach toward medical practices
[1]. An increasing number of patients are seeking comprehensive dental rehabilitation that encompasses
fixed solutions, eliminating the need for pink veneering porcelain or other synthetic prosthetics. The
presence of substantial alveolar bone resorption can pose a barrier to the successful placement of dental
implants, thereby complicating the recuperation process considerably. Consequently, the necessity for
alveolar bone augmentation procedures arises frequently, albeit these interventions carry inherent risks and
the potential for adverse effects.

The field of biomaterials is undergoing rapid expansion in relation to regeneration, with a heightened focus
on research endeavors aimed at pinpointing the optimal process for regeneration [2]. An ideal material must
satisfy specific prerequisites such as biocompatibility and user-friendliness as well as possess bone-
inductive and bone-conductive properties [3]. In addition to the aforementioned criteria, antibacterial

1 1

 
Open Access Original
Article  DOI: 10.7759/cureus.48930

How to cite this article
Chatterjee, G K (November 16, 2023) A Novel Candidate for Guided Tissue Regeneration: Chitosan and Eggshell Membrane. Cureus 15(11):
e48930. DOI 10.7759/cureus.48930

https://www.cureus.com/users/565741--shubhangini-chatterjee
https://www.cureus.com/users/323252-g-kaarthikeyan
javascript:void(0)
javascript:void(0)
javascript:void(0)


attributes, affordability, and the presence of viable cells capable of bone regeneration may also be essential
attributes for the biomaterial [4].

The guided tissue regeneration (GTR) technique employs a space-preserving barrier membrane to facilitate
the adequate migration, proliferation, and maturation of periodontal ligament and bone cells. This approach
effectively hinders the swift migration of connective tissues and gingival epithelial cells, known for their
rapid growth, into the affected region, enabling the intended regenerative process [5]. Over the last few
decades, a diverse array of GTR membranes have been developed, encompassing both non-resorbable and
bioresorbable options. Non-resorbable membranes, like expanded polytetrafluoroethylene (e-PTFE), exhibit
superior mechanical strength and are capable of encompassing larger areas. However, acquiring these
materials requires a distinct surgical procedure due to their non-degradable nature [6]. As a result, there has
been a noticeable rise in the utilization of bioresorbable GTR membranes. These membranes are
predominantly composed of synthetic polymers such as polylactic acid (PLA) and natural biopolymers like
collagen. While collagen membranes are often subject to criticism due to their compromised mechanical
attributes, unpredictable degradation rates, and relatively higher manufacturing costs and the intricate
nature of their manufacturing processes, they excel in terms of superior biocompatibility and affinity for
cells [7]. Two significant drawbacks associated with synthetic bioresorbable membranes are their limited
biocompatibility and their potential to induce inflammation [8]. Considering the existing challenges posed
by the membranes available in the market, there remains a crucial need to develop an ideal barrier
membrane that effectively addresses the requirements for biocompatibility and the ability to create space.
This development is essential to ensure the consistent and predictable regeneration of periodontal tissues in
clinical settings.

The natural eggshell membrane (ESM) constitutes a dual-layered, non-calcifying structure situated between
the egg albumin and its inner shell surface. Comprising interwoven protein fibers that resist water solubility,
ESM exhibits an intricate network, predominantly bound together by numerous disulfide bridges [9,10]. It
also serves a pivotal function in the subsequent process of eggshell biomineralization [11,12], and the
complete process of eggshell biomineralization transpires in less than 24 hours.

Chitosan (poly-1,4-D-glucosamine) is a common alkaline polysaccharide distinguished by its positive
charge. Derived from deacetylated chitin, it is notable for its remarkable biodegradability, biocompatibility,
and minimal toxicity [13]. Furthermore, chitosan has received considerable recognition in recent years due
to its ease of use in creating nanofibers, gels, scaffolds, membranes, and nanoparticles [14].

The aim of this study is to create a GTR membrane utilizing chitosan and ESM and subsequently assess the
membrane's characteristics, including its elongation at break, morphology, and tensile strength. 

Materials And Methods
Materials and tools used for the fabrication of membrane were as follows: ground eggshells, chitosan,
distilled water, 1% acetic acid, a cross-linker, tripolyphosphate (TPP) solution, sodium hydroxide, Petri
dishes, a universal testing machine, and a scanning electron microscope.

Eggshell and chitosan membrane fabrication
In the experimental process, 0.2 g of chitosan was dissolved in 20 ml of distilled water. To this solution, 400
μL of 1% acetic acid was added, and the mixture was stirred for a period of 30 minutes. Subsequently, a
cross-linker called N-(3-dimethylaminopropyl)-N-ethylcarbodiimide hydrochloride was introduced.
Following this, 1 g of finely ground eggshell powder was incorporated into the solution at two distinct
concentrations: 5% and 10%. The resulting chitosan-eggshell solution was subjected to vigorous stirring,
while a 2% (w/v) aqueous TPP solution was gradually added drop by drop. Following 10 minutes of stirring,
the resulting mixture was subjected to centrifugation at 1,500 revolutions per minute (rpm) for 30 minutes.
Post centrifugation, the mixture was poured into Petri dishes, and the resultant material was thoroughly
rinsed with distilled water multiple times and then subjected to the process of freeze-drying. The chitosan-
ESM obtained was then immersed in a solution of sodium hydroxide (NaOH), followed by multiple distilled
water washes until the pH of the membrane reached neutrality. The mixture was then lyophilized and frozen
to yield the chitosan-ESM. In parallel, the same methodology was applied to produce pure eggshell and
chitosan membranes. The morphology of these membranes was examined using scanning electron
microscopy (SEM). This assessment encompassed observing the cross-section for both the 5% and 10%
concentration variations.

Eggshell and Chitosan Membrane Characterization

SEM was employed for analysis. The samples were placed and assessed using the FEI Quanta FEG 650 SEM
(JSM IT-800, JEOL Ltd., Akishima, Tokyo, Japan), operating at an accelerating voltage of 2,000 kV.
Photographs were captured of both the membrane's surface and cross-sections, at magnifications of 100×
and 500×. It can be employed for imaging samples with a resolution of up to 0.5 nm. Additionally, it comes
equipped with an assortment of detectors suitable for tasks such as elemental mapping, crystallographic
analysis, and more.
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Tensile strength measurement: In order to assess the mechanical properties, the membrane was cut into
small pieces, and then the cut ends were affixed to the testing apparatus. The tensile load was expressed in
newtons (N). Subsequently, the chitosan-ESM was subjected to gradual tension at a specified rate until it
fractured. The recorded data consisted of the tensile load at the moment of fracture. This testing procedure
was carried out using a universal testing machine.

Results
Characterization of chitosan-ESM
Chitosan was combined with eggshell to fabricate a membrane; the fabrication was performed at the White
Lab, Saveetha Dental College and Hospitals, Chennai. The produced membranes were sliced into pieces
measuring 1 × 1 cm and underwent sterilization. Subsequently, various assessments, including elongation at
break, membrane porosity, tensile strength, and SEM analysis, were carried out.

Tensile strength is the maximum stress a material can endure when stretching or pulling forces are
applied before it fractures. Assessment of the elongation at break and tensile strength of the membrane was
done. In the dry state, the chitosan-ESM exhibited a tensile strength of 0.30 MPa, and the elongation at
break was recorded at 8.2%, whereas in the wet state, the tensile strength measured 0.13 MPa, and the
elongation at break was recorded at 22.6% (as depicted in Table 1).

Membrane condition Tensile strength (MPa) Elongation at break (%)

Dry 0.30 8.2

Wet 0.13 22.6

TABLE 1: Tensile strength and elongation at break
The tensile strength and elongation at break of the prepared chitosan-eggshell membrane

Porosity testing quantifies the spaces within a material, which is a fraction of the volume of voids to the
total volume, and range is 0-100%. In this study, the chitosan-ESM had a porosity result of 31.2%, indicating
that approximately 31.2% of the membrane's total volume consisted of voids or spaces.

SEM is designed for direct surface observation of solid objects. The SEM analysis of the chitosan-ESM
revealed that eggshell elements effectively integrated with chitosan, resulting in a homogeneous mixture.
Additionally, the membrane's surface displayed pores of varying sizes, ranging from approximately 16 μm to
100 μm (as depicted in Figure 1 and Figure 2).
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FIGURE 1: SEM analysis of the chitosan-eggshell membrane
The SEM analysis of the chitosan-eggshell membrane revealed distinct characteristics at different magnifications.
At 250× magnification, the membrane exhibited a porous surface.

SEM: scanning electron microscopy
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FIGURE 2: SEM analysis of the chitosan-eggshell membrane
When observed at 500× magnification in a cross-sectional cut, the fibrous and interconnected porous structure
was clearly discernible.

SEM: scanning electron microscopy

Discussion
Based on the results obtained in this study, it can be concluded that the chitosan-ESM displays a surface
distinguished by its fibrous texture. The membrane also demonstrates interconnected porosity, coupled with
an optimal pore size suitable for its intended purpose as a GTR membrane. However, it's worth noting that
the mechanical strength of the membrane is comparatively lower. 

Chitosan is recognized as one of the most extensively studied natural biomaterials and has garnered
significant interest for its potential as a material for GTR membranes. Nevertheless, certain reports have
raised apprehensions regarding the mechanical and biological attributes of chitosan. These concerns include
its limited bioactivity and insufficient rigidity, especially when it comes to its resorbable properties,
particularly in wet conditions. Numerous studies have been conducted with the objective of enhancing
chitosan's characteristics by blending it with other organic or inorganic materials to create composite or
hybrid materials.

The effectiveness of combining two polymer components depends on the interactions taking place at the
molecular level. These interactions culminate in the enhancement of mechanical properties within the alloy.
Parameters such as elongation at break and tensile strength measure the strength of the membrane and its
flexibility. These physical attributes are of paramount significance, exerting a pivotal role in validating the
membrane's viability for clinical applications. On the basis of our findings depicted in Table 1, it was
revealed that the fabricated membrane exhibited a tensile strength of 0.30 MPa in dry conditions, whereas it
was 0.13 MPa in wet conditions. The relatively low tensile strength observed can be attributed to the fact
that the primary composition of this membrane consists solely of natural materials, without the
incorporation of synthetic chemicals aimed at augmenting its mechanical attributes. Compared to certain
membranes on the market, our membrane exhibits a lower tensile strength. For instance, the Bio-Gide
membrane (Geistlich Pharma AG, Wolhusen, Central Switzerland) boasts a maximum tensile stress of 4.8
MPa and a maximum tensile strain of 46.8%. Likewise, the collprotect membrane (botiss biomaterials
GmbH, Zossen, Brandenburg, Germany) demonstrates a maximum tensile stress of 13.1 MPa and a
maximum tensile strain of 13.1% [15].

Studies using animal models showed that bioceramic scaffolds are useful in bone regeneration procedures.
The material's architecture holds the key to ensuring proper bone healing. It should have a networked,
porous structure resembling natural cancellous bone to promote cell ingrowth, proliferation, and
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differentiation. In functionally loaded regions like the alveolar bone, the biomaterial must possess the
requisite mechanical properties [16]. The biomaterial's rate of resorption needs to match the rate of
osteogenesis developing in the new bone [17]. Utilizing composite materials in conjunction with
biodegradable polymers is one method of altering these rates [18].

In a study, it was indicated that bone marrow stromal cells (BMSCs) demonstrated robust growth and
proliferation when cultured on natural ESM [19]. As a result, it was inferred that ESM could serve as a viable
scaffold material for bone tissue engineering [19]. These studies found that ESM has good biocompatibility,
a fibrous topology, and the ability to improve tissue healing, implying that it could potentially be a good
candidate for GTR membrane. ESM is also widely available as a byproduct of the food processing industry. In
2007, global egg production was 62.5 million tonnes, and egg consumption in the United States was 6.53
billion pieces [20]. The reuse of these discarded eggshells would obviously be both environmentally and
economically beneficial. Some researchers have attempted to discover this potential in animal studies by
using natural ESM as a GTR membrane [21,22]. However, the results were not satisfactory due to the poor
space-maintaining ability and early collapse of the membranes, suggesting that further studies were
essential to improving these functions.

The physical attributes of a scaffold hold paramount importance in the realm of tissue engineering. It's
imperative for this scaffold structure to exhibit elevated porosity and interconnected porous configurations.
These features are integral in facilitating essential cellular functions such as attachment, proliferation, and
differentiation [23]. In previous researches, non-chitosan-coated membrane exhibited a larger porous size
spanning 30-100 µm, while the chitosan-coated membrane demonstrated relatively smaller pores spanning
30-70 µm. This variation in porous size and distribution underscores the impact of chitosan coating on the
resulting membrane structure. Both collagen- and chitosan-based membrane or scaffold possessed
interconnected porous structures, exhibiting an average diameter spanning 75-150 µm [24]. Notably, a
minimum pore size of 100 µm has been cited as the recommended threshold for scaffold structures to
achieve sufficient vascularization for tissue or organ repair and regeneration, as previously reported [25].

In line with this, the SEM analysis depicted in Figure 1 and Figure 2 reveals a homogeneous blending of
chitosan and ESM elements. Furthermore, it's worth noting that the membrane's surface porosity exhibits a
range of sizes, typically spanning from around 16 µm to 100 µm. This configuration aligns with the
prerequisites for optimal cell interactions and tissue regeneration. The creation of a porous scaffold
structure is intricately influenced by the freeze-drying technique employed. In the course of freezing, ice
grains come into being. The membrane, featuring an interconnected porous surface, serves to enhance
crucial cellular processes such as attachment, proliferation, and differentiation, which are pivotal for both
wound healing and tissue regeneration. Due to their varied roles in cell attachment, growth, and tissue
regeneration, chitosan is gaining prominence in clinical applications. 

Periodontal treatment is aimed at effectively resolving inflammation and achieving the regeneration
of tissues [26]. An effective barrier membrane must adhere to critical design criteria, with biocompatibility
being a primary consideration. It is imperative that the membrane does not trigger an immune response or
induce sensitization, which could be detrimental to wound healing. In order to prevent undesirable cells
from moving toward the material, the membrane should function as a barrier for these cells. Nonetheless, it
should be able to allow the nutrients and gases to pass through in order to support the regenerative process.
Tissue integration is another pivotal characteristic of a barrier material. The characteristic of being able to
establish a space adjacent to the root surface is important and enables cells from the periodontal ligament to
occupy this space, thus promoting the regrowth of tissues. Furthermore, the membrane's design should
facilitate easy trimming and adjustment at the intended site, ensuring practicality and precision during
application.

Low mechanical strength in a GTR membrane can compromise its effectiveness in several ways. Handling
and placement difficulties during surgery, inadequate conformability to tissue contours, premature
degradation, compromised barrier function, and instability at the implantation site are key concerns. A weak
membrane may fail to protect regenerating tissue from unwanted cell ingrowth, impacting its ability to
guide proper tissue regeneration. Additionally, low mechanical strength can hinder cell adhesion and
migration, essential processes for successful tissue healing. Ultimately, addressing these issues through
material optimization and design considerations is crucial for ensuring the membrane's structural integrity
and overall effectiveness in facilitating GTR.

To enhance the mechanical strength of the novel chitosan-ESM for GTR, employing strategies such as cross-
linking with agents like glutaraldehyde, blending with polymers like polyvinyl alcohol, incorporating
reinforcing materials such as nanoparticles or natural fibers, utilizing electrospinning for nanofibrous
structures, optimizing processing parameters, and applying heat treatment cautiously can be of advantage.
Additionally, layering or coating the membrane and experimenting with different chitosan characteristics
further refine mechanical performance. Comprehensive biocompatibility testing is crucial to ensure these
modifications do not compromise the safety and effectiveness of the membrane in GTR applications. These
methods aim to improve the overall structural integrity and performance of the membrane. However, it's
also crucial to validate the biocompatibility of the modified membrane and collaborate with experts in
biomaterials for further insights and guidance.
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Conclusions
Taking into account the constraints of this study, the findings lead to the conclusion that chitosan-ESM
exhibit a fibrous surface characteristic and possess the recommended pore size suitable for GTR membrane
applications. Despite its observed lower mechanical strength, this novel membrane stands out as a
promising and environmentally conscious option, and it holds promise as a potential alternative for GTR
barrier membranes. It is clear that future studies are necessary to improve the strength of chitosan-ESM,
thus facilitating their ongoing development and utilization.

Additional Information
Author Contributions
All authors have reviewed the final version to be published and agreed to be accountable for all aspects of the
work.

Concept and design:  Shubhangini Chatterjee, Kaarthikeyan G

Acquisition, analysis, or interpretation of data:  Shubhangini Chatterjee, Kaarthikeyan G

Drafting of the manuscript:  Shubhangini Chatterjee

Critical review of the manuscript for important intellectual content:  Shubhangini Chatterjee,
Kaarthikeyan G

Supervision:  Kaarthikeyan G

Disclosures
Human subjects: All authors have confirmed that this study did not involve human participants or tissue.
Animal subjects: All authors have confirmed that this study did not involve animal subjects or tissue.
Conflicts of interest: In compliance with the ICMJE uniform disclosure form, all authors declare the
following: Payment/services info: All authors have declared that no financial support was received from
any organization for the submitted work. Financial relationships: All authors have declared that they have
no financial relationships at present or within the previous three years with any organizations that might
have an interest in the submitted work. Other relationships: All authors have declared that there are no
other relationships or activities that could appear to have influenced the submitted work.

References
1. Buser D, Dahlin C, Schenk RK: Guided Bone Regeneration in Implant Dentistry . Quintessence Publishing,

Batavia, Illinois; 1994.
2. Urban IA, Monje A: Guided bone regeneration in alveolar bone reconstruction . Oral Maxillofac Surg Clin

North Am. 2019, 31:331-8. 10.1016/j.coms.2019.01.003
3. Stevens B, Yang Y, Mohandas A, Stucker B, Nguyen KT: A review of materials, fabrication methods, and

strategies used to enhance bone regeneration in engineered bone tissues. J Biomed Mater Res B Appl
Biomater. 2008, 85:573-82. 10.1002/jbm.b.30962

4. Hoexter DL: Bone regeneration graft materials . J Oral Implantol. 2002, 28:290-4. 10.1563/1548-
1336(2002)028<0290:BRGM>2.3.CO;2

5. Gottlow J: Guided tissue regeneration using bioresorbable and non-resorbable devices: initial healing and
long-term results. J Periodontol. 1993, 64:1157-65. 10.1902/jop.1993.64.11s.1157

6. AlGhamdi AS, Ciancio SG: Guided tissue regeneration membranes for periodontal regeneration--a literature
review. J Int Acad Periodontol. 2009, 11:226-31.

7. Behring J, Junker R, Walboomers XF, Chessnut B, Jansen JA: Toward guided tissue and bone regeneration:
morphology, attachment, proliferation, and migration of cells cultured on collagen barrier membranes. A
systematic review. Odontology. 2008, 96:1-11. 10.1007/s10266-008-0087-y

8. Liao S, Wang W, Uo M, et al.: A three-layered nano-carbonated hydroxyapatite/collagen/PLGA composite
membrane for guided tissue regeneration. Biomaterials. 2005, 26:7564-71.
10.1016/j.biomaterials.2005.05.050

9. Tsai WT, Yang JM, Lai CW, Cheng YH, Lin CC, Yeh CW: Characterization and adsorption properties of
eggshells and eggshell membrane. Bioresour Technol. 2006, 97:488-93. 10.1016/j.biortech.2005.02.050

10. Nakano T, Ikawa NI, Ozimek L: Chemical composition of chicken eggshell and shell membranes . Poult Sci.
2003, 82:510-4. 10.1093/ps/82.3.510

11. Fernandez MS, Passalacqua K, Arias JI, Arias JL: Partial biomimetic reconstitution of avian eggshell
formation. J Struct Biol. 2004, 148:1-10. 10.1016/j.jsb.2004.05.003

12. Fernandez MS, Escobar C, Lavelin I, Pines M, Arias JL: Localization of osteopontin in oviduct tissue and
eggshell during different stages of the avian egg laying cycle. J Struct Biol. 2003, 143:171-80.
10.1016/j.jsb.2003.08.007

13. Shan L, Tao EX, Meng QH, et al.: Formulation, optimization, and pharmacodynamic evaluation of
chitosan/phospholipid/β-cyclodextrin microspheres. Drug Des Devel Ther. 2016, 10:417-29.
10.2147/DDDT.S97982

14. Jayakumar R, Prabaharan M, Nair SV, Tamura H: Novel chitin and chitosan nanofibers in biomedical

2023 Chatterjee et al. Cureus 15(11): e48930. DOI 10.7759/cureus.48930 7 of 8

https://search.worldcat.org/title/29848201
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.coms.2019.01.003
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.coms.2019.01.003
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jbm.b.30962
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jbm.b.30962
https://dx.doi.org/10.1563/1548-1336(2002)028<0290:BRGM>2.3.CO;2
https://dx.doi.org/10.1563/1548-1336(2002)028<0290:BRGM>2.3.CO;2
https://dx.doi.org/10.1902/jop.1993.64.11s.1157
https://dx.doi.org/10.1902/jop.1993.64.11s.1157
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19753801/
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10266-008-0087-y
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10266-008-0087-y
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2005.05.050
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2005.05.050
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2005.02.050
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2005.02.050
https://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ps/82.3.510
https://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ps/82.3.510
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jsb.2004.05.003
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jsb.2004.05.003
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jsb.2003.08.007
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jsb.2003.08.007
https://dx.doi.org/10.2147/DDDT.S97982
https://dx.doi.org/10.2147/DDDT.S97982
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biotechadv.2009.11.001


applications. Biotechnol Adv. 2010, 28:142-50. 10.1016/j.biotechadv.2009.11.001
15. Ferreira AM, Gentile P, Chiono V, Ciardelli G: Collagen for bone tissue regeneration . Acta Biomater. 2012,

8:3191-200. 10.1016/j.actbio.2012.06.014
16. Ortolani E, Quadrini F, Bellisario D, Santo L, Polimeni A, Santarsiero A: Mechanical qualification of collagen

membranes used in dentistry. Ann Ist Super Sanita. 2015, 51:229-35. 10.4415/ANN_15_03_11
17. Zhang L, Yang G, Johnson BN, Jia X: Three-dimensional (3D) printed scaffold and material selection for

bone repair. Acta Biomater. 2019, 84:16-33. 10.1016/j.actbio.2018.11.039
18. Li S, Li H, Lv G, Duan H, Jiang D, Yan Y: Influences of degradability, bioactivity, and biocompatibility of the

calcium sulfate content on a calcium sulfate/poly(amino acid) biocomposite for orthopedic reconstruction.
Polym Compos. 2016, 37:1886-94. 10.1002/pc.23365

19. Takayama T, Todo M, Takano A: The effect of bimodal distribution on the mechanical properties of
hydroxyapatite particle filled poly(L-lactide) composites. J Mech Behav Biomed Mater. 2009, 2:105-12.
10.1016/j.jmbbm.2008.06.001

20. Zhang F, Peng WX, Wang L, et al.: Role of FGF-2 transfected bone marrow mesenchymal stem cells in
engineered bone tissue for repair of avascular necrosis of femoral head in rabbits. Cell Physiol Biochem.
2018, 48:773-84. 10.1159/000491906

21. Ricke SC, Van Loo EJ, Johnson MG, O'Bryan CA: Organic Meat Production and Processing . John Wiley &
Sons, Hoboken, New Jersey; 2012.

22. Dupoirieux L, Pourquier D, Picot MC, Neves M: Comparative study of three different membranes for guided
bone regeneration of rat cranial defects. Int J Oral Maxillofac Surg. 2001, 30:58-62. 10.1054/ijom.2000.0011

23. Durmuş E, Celik I, Ozturk A, Ozkan Y, Aydin MF: Evaluation of the potential beneficial effects of ostrich
eggshell combined with eggshell membranes in healing of cranial defects in rabbits. J Int Med Res. 2003,
31:223-30. 10.1177/147323000303100309

24. Saroia J, Yanen W, Wei Q, Zhang K, Lu T, Zhang B: A review on biocompatibility nature of hydrogels with
3D printing techniques, tissue engineering application and its future prospective. Bio-Des Manuf. 2018,
1:265-79. 10.1007/S42242-018-0029-7

25. Rajam AM, Jithendral P, Mandal AB, Rose C: Evaluation of in vitro macrophage response and in vivo host
response to growth factors incorporated chitosan nanoparticle impregnated collagen-chitosan scaffold. J
Biomed Nanotechnol. 2014, 10:508-18. 10.1166/jbn.2014.1714

26. Peter M, Binulal NS, Nair SV, Selvamurugan N, Tamura H, Jayakumar R: Novel biodegradable chitosan-
gelatin/nano-bioactive glass ceramic composite scaffolds for alveolar bone tissue engineering. Chem Eng J.
2010, 158:353-61. 10.1016/j.cej.2010.02.003

2023 Chatterjee et al. Cureus 15(11): e48930. DOI 10.7759/cureus.48930 8 of 8

https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biotechadv.2009.11.001
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.actbio.2012.06.014
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.actbio.2012.06.014
https://dx.doi.org/10.4415/ANN_15_03_11
https://dx.doi.org/10.4415/ANN_15_03_11
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.actbio.2018.11.039
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.actbio.2018.11.039
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/pc.23365
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/pc.23365
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jmbbm.2008.06.001
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jmbbm.2008.06.001
https://dx.doi.org/10.1159/000491906
https://dx.doi.org/10.1159/000491906
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/book/10.1002/9781118229088
https://dx.doi.org/10.1054/ijom.2000.0011
https://dx.doi.org/10.1054/ijom.2000.0011
https://dx.doi.org/10.1177/147323000303100309
https://dx.doi.org/10.1177/147323000303100309
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/S42242-018-0029-7
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/S42242-018-0029-7
https://dx.doi.org/10.1166/jbn.2014.1714
https://dx.doi.org/10.1166/jbn.2014.1714
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2010.02.003
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2010.02.003

	A Novel Candidate for Guided Tissue Regeneration: Chitosan and Eggshell Membrane
	Abstract
	Background
	Aim
	Materials and procedures
	Results
	Conclusion

	Introduction
	Materials And Methods
	Eggshell and chitosan membrane fabrication

	Results
	Characterization of chitosan-ESM
	TABLE 1: Tensile strength and elongation at break
	FIGURE 1: SEM analysis of the chitosan-eggshell membrane
	FIGURE 2: SEM analysis of the chitosan-eggshell membrane


	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Additional Information
	Author Contributions
	Disclosures

	References


