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ABSTRACT
AIm: One of the most common problems with transpedicular screws is screw pullout. This study was conducted to measure the pullout
strengths of newly designed transpedicular screws.
MaterIal and Methods: The design of the three group screws were conical cored standard pedicle screw (Type A), dual threaded pedicle
screw (Type B), dual core and dual threaded pedicle screw (Type C), respectively. Polyurethane (PU) blocks in 25 mm and 50 mm thickness were
used to investigate the effect of just the pedicle on pullout strength and both distal (vertebral body) and proximal (pedicle) parts of the screw.
The screws were also tested in ovine lumbar vertebrae.
Results: Type C screw exhibited 5.9% and 12.9% higher pullout strength than Type A and Type B, and 15.4% and 8.6% higher pullout strength
than Type A and Type B, respectively on 25 mm and 50 mm thick PU foam block. Type C also exhibited 74.5% and 22.5% higher pullout strength
than Type A and Type B, respectively on the ovine vertebrae.
ConclusIon: Transpedicular screws redesigned with modified helical angles exhibit higher pullout strength compared to the classical
transpedicular screws and can be inserted more rapidly with the same number of screwing rounds result with doubled insertion depth.
Keywords: Pedicle screw, Dual lead, Dual thread

ÖZ
AMAÇ: Transpediküler vidalarla ilgili olarak en sık karşılaşılan sorunlardan biri de vidaların sıyrılmasıdır. Çalışmanın amacı yeni dizayn edilmiş
transpediküler vidaların sentetik blok ve koyun vertebrası üzerindeki sıyrılma kuvvetlerinin sonuçlarını incelemektir.
YÖNTEM ve GEREÇLER: Üç farklı pedikül vidası; konik şekilde standard pedikül vidası (Tip A), çift hatveli pedikül vidası (Tip B), çift helisli ve
çift hatveli pedikül vidası (Tip C) koyun vertebrası ve sentetik poliüretan (PU) bloklar üzerinde test edildi. PU bloklar 25 mm ve 50 mm olarak;
pedikül tutunma ve ayrıca pedikülle beraber korpusun tutunma kuvvetini ölçmek amacıyla iki farklı boyda kullanıldı.
BULGULAR: C tipi vidaların 25 mm PU bloklar üzerindeki sıyrılma kuvvetleri A tipi vidalardan %5,9 ve B tipi vidalardan %12,9 daha yüksek
bulunurken, 50 mm PU bloklardaki sıyrılma kuvvetleri A tipinden %15,4 ve B tipinden %8,6 daha yüksek bulundu. Ayrıca C tipi vidaların koyun
vertebrasında yapılan sıyrılma kuvvetleri tip A’ dan %74,5 ve Tip B’den %22,5 daha kuvvetli bulundu.
SONUÇ: Helikal açıyla yeniden dizayn edilen transpediküler vidaların sıyrılma kuvveti klasik vidalara göre daha iyidir. Modifiye edilmiş helikal
açılı transpediküler vidaların diğer bir avantajı da aynı tur sayısında iki kat daha fazla yol alması nedeniyle cerrahi süreyi kısaltmasıdır.
ANAHTAR SÖZCÜKLER: Pedikül vidası, Çift helis, Çift hatveli

Introduction
Patient with scoliosis, degenerative disc disease, vertebral
fracture are widely treated by spinal fixation. Pedicle screw
is generally used for posterior fixation procedure. Screw
loosening, pullout and screw failure are some of the problems
that can be seen on spinal fixation with screw.
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Researchers have been studying on different pedicle screw
types to avoid pullout problem. The screws have different
design parameters, such as expandable pedicle screws (6,
23, 24), cylindrical cored screws (1,14), conical cored screws
(1,10), and dual core screws (11,14). Researchers are still
studying on all of these screw types, but the strongest
alternative among these screw designs is expandable screws
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when considering pullout performances. Expandable screws
have great pullout strength in bone because of their contra
conical geometry after expansion inside. After inserting the
screw through the pedicle, an inner mill is inserted through
the cannula of the screw. Then, the inner mill expands the
fins on the screw. Although, expandable screws have great
pullout strength, there is a problem, which occurs in revision
surgery. Newly grown bone tissues between the expanded
fins make impossible to unscrew the expandable screw (24).

just the pedicle on pullout strength. On the other hand, 50
mm thick blocks was used to measure the effect of both distal
(vertebral body) and proximal (pedicle) parts of the screw. The
screws were pulled out from the blocks by the aid of designed
apparatus, which was covering the head of the screws from
opposite sides as shown in Figure 4A-C.
Additionally, the screws were tested in 2-year-old healthy
ovine lumbar vertebrae as depicted in Figure 4A-C. Ovine
vertebrae were used to see the pullout strength of the

In this study, three different types of pedicle screws were
designed and tested. These are, conical cored screw (Type
A), conical cored and dual threaded screw (Type B), dual
cored and dual threaded screw (Type C). Ex-vivo tests were
applied to all three types of screws. Pullout performance
comparisons of these three types of screws were conducted
in our clinical biomechanics laboratory. The test medium was
ovine cadaveric vertebrae and polyurethane synthetic foams.
Material and Method
In this study, three different pedicle screws (Figure 1A-C),
were designed and tested in ovine vertebrae and Grade-20
synthetic polyurethane (PU) foam block as testing medium.
All pedicle screws were made of titanium alloy (Ti6Al4V) with
5.5 mm outer diameter and 45 mm length.
The first design was conical cored standard pedicle screw
(Type A) (Figure 1A). This was also assumed the base screw to
compare the results of newly designed screws. Inner diameter
of Type A was 3.1 mm on the distal side, and 3.6 mm on the
proximal side. The screw pitch was 2.6 mm, thread height was
0.9 mm, and helical angle was 12°.
The second design was dual threaded screw (Type B) (Figure
1B). Inner diameter of Type B was 2.7 mm on the distal side
and 3.4 mm on the proximal side. The screw pitch was 2.6
mm, thread height was 1.05 mm, and helical angle was 18°.
Type B was designed to increase pullout strength on the
pedicle, compared to Type A, by changing helical angle and
duplicating helix. It was also designed to increase the driving
speed of the screw.

A

B

Figure 1: Newly designed pedicle screws. a) Type A. b) Type B.
c) Type C.

The third one was a dual core and dual threaded screw (Type
C) (Figure 1C). Inner diameter of Type C was 3.4 mm on the
distal side and 4.5 mm on the proximal side. The screw pitch
was 2.6 mm at the distal side, and 1.8 mm at the proximal side.
Type C has 1.1 mm thread height on the distal side, and 0.5
mm on the proximal side. Helical angle was 23° on the distal
side, and 19° on the proximal side. Type C was designed to
increase the pullout by using the advantage of the pedicle.
When considering the coherence on trabecular bone, the
main advantage is the flat overlap area of the thread. The
relation between the screw’s distal and proximal parts and
vertebral bone is explained in Figure 3A-C.
PU foams are specified as standard test media for orthopedic
devices in ASTM F1839. PU foams were used in two different
dimensions. Blocks were in 25 mm and 50 mm thickness. 25
mm thick PU foam blocks were used investigate the effect of
Turk Neurosurg 2015, Vol: 25, No: 4, 532-538
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Figure 2:
Presentation
of insertion
speed versus
single or dual
threaded
designs. All
screws were
screwed with
same number
of tours.
a) Type A.
b) Type B.
c) Type C.
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specimens on fresh frozen soft tissue. After inserting the
screws, vertebrae were fixed to the test setup (Figure 4A-C).
An appropriate hand tool, which is compatible with designed
screws, was used to pullout the pedicle screws as seen in
Figure 4A-C. Tested samples can be seen in Figure 5A-C.
Pullout tests were completed by the aid of Instron 3300
testing machine, and load versus displacement plots were
recorded by its computer software. Axial tension was applied
with 2 mm/min constant cross head speed and yield load was
determined with 0.002 offset method.
Torsion tests were conducted to all designed samples to
determine the torsional properties according to ASTM F 543
(2). All designed screw systems were tested in accordance

with ASTM F1717 (3). Static compression tests and Fatigue
tests were applied to all three design types.
Statistical Analysis:
The t-test was applied to decide whether the differences
between compared two groups are significant or not. P-values
were calculated with this method.
Experimental Results
Pullout test results are given in Table I with mean pullout
strength and standard deviation values and comparative
exhibition is given in Figure 6.
When considering the pullout test results, Type A exhibited
874 N, 910 N and 431 N on 25 mm thick PU foam block, 50 mm
thick PU foam block and ovine vertebrae, respectively. The
pullout strength of the screw on 50 mm thick block is 4.12%
higher than on 25 mm thick block. This value shows that the
pedicle part of the vertebral bone provides 96% of the pullout
strength for Type A screws.
On the other hand, the pullout strength of Type B is 820 N on
25 mm thick PU foam block, 967 N in 50 mm PU foam block
and 614 N in the ovine vertebrae. The pullout strength of Type
B on 50 mm thick block is 17.9% higher than on 25 mm thick
block, which means 84.8% of the pullout strength is provided
by pedicle for Type B screws.
Furthermore, Type C exhibited the highest values, which are
926 N, 1050 N and 752 N on 25 mm thick PU foam block, 50
mm thick PU foam block and ovine vertebrae, respectively.
The pullout strength of Type C on 50 mm thick block is 13.4%
higher than on 25 mm thick. This shows that 88.2% of the
pullout strength is provided by pedicle for Type C screws.

Figure 3: The relation between the screw’s distal and proximal
sides and vertebral bone.

A
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Additionally, Type B exhibited 6.2% lower pullout strength
than Type A, on 25 mm thick PU foam block. Type C exhibited

C

Figure 4: Test Setup.
a) 25 mm PU foam block.
b) 50 mm PU foam block.
c) Ovine vertebrae.
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5.9% and 12.9% higher pullout strength than Type A and Type
B, respectively.

25 mm thick PU foam block, occurred due to the proximal
parts of the screws. Inner diameters of Type A and Type B
were 3.6 mm and 3.4 mm, respectively. Thus Type A exhibited
higher pullout strength.

Similarly, Type B exhibited 6.3% higher pullout strength than
Type A, on 50 mm thick PU foam block. Type C exhibited
15.4% and 8.6% higher pullout strength than Type A and Type
B, respectively.

Additionally, Fatigue tests conducted in accordance with
ASTM F1717. Endurance limit for fatigue tests were 408
N, 412N and 414N for designs Type A, Type B and Type C,
respectively and was accepted to be as safe as conventional
screw types.

As for PU blocks, Type B exhibited 42.5% higher pullout
strength than Type A, on the ovine vertebrae. Type C exhibited
74.5% and 22.5% higher pullout strength than Type A and
Type B, respectively.

Similarly, Torsion test completed in accordance with ASTM
F543. Torsional strength of tested designs were 12.05 Nm,
13,56 Nm and 12.94 Nm for Type A, Type B and Type C,
respectively. Required torsional strength was 9Nm for this
type of screws according to the ASTM F543. This provides all
designed screws are safe for use.

Type A was designed as standard conical core pedicle screw;
Type B and Type C were designed as novel screws. It was
aimed to increase the pullout strength by newly designed
screws, but the wane (6.2%), between Type A and Type B on

A

B

C

Figure 5: Tested specimens. a) 25 mm
PU foam. b) 50 mm PU foam. c) Ovine
vertebrae.

Figure 6: Comparative exhibition of
pullout test results.
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Table I: Test Results

Pullout Strength (N)
mean
std
mean
std
mean
std

25 mm PU foam block
50 mm PU foam block
Ovine vertebrae

Discussion
Transpedicular screws have been in use for many years for the
treatment of deformities, degenerative diseases, tumours and
spine fractures (15). Pedicle screws ensure a three dimensional
control over the vertebral motion segment in addition to a
rigid stabilization.
Screws inserted in the bone may get loose in time and
even end up broken, which leads to pseudoarthrosis before
fusion takes place in the fixated sections. And eventually,
pseudoarthrosis causes instrument failure. Some series
reported transpedicular screw associated instrument failure
rate as 0.8%, while others reported higher rates amounting
up to 11% (10). Screw pullout is one of the most common
problems encountered by surgeons in the clinical follow-up
of patients (8, 16, 18).
Classical transpedicular screws are cylinder shaped. Pullout
strength is associated with the shape of the screw, and its
internal and external diameter, thread profile and pitches.
Conical screws are designed for a better adaptation to the
pedicle anatomy and improved pullout strength (1). Conical
screws tighten the surrounding bone in each insertion round.
The pullout strength is improved through such tightening.
Studies revealed that conical screws yield better pullout
strength compared to the cylinder shaped screws (1, 21). Main
factors improving the screw pullout strength are the surface
area of instrument bone contact, number of threads and the
external diameter of the screw. In their biomechanical study,
Kwok et al. (13) found out that compared to 5 mm screws, 6.0
mm screws yielded 47% higher pullout strength.
Researchers keep changing design parameters to find the
most suitable screw type. Brasiliense et al. (5) studied on
dual-threaded pedicle screw, and compared it with standard
pedicle screws. It was known that 80% of craniocaudal
stiffness and 60% of pullout strength were provided by
cortical bone in the pedicle (5). Brasiliense et al. (5) designed
and tested dual-threaded pedicle screw and compared the
test results with single-threaded pedicle screw. According to
the test results of this study, screw insertion torque was 183%
greater with dual-threaded than with single-threaded screws
when tests are conducted on human cadavers (5). Singlethreaded screws pulled out at 93% of the force needed to pull
out dual-threaded screws (5).
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Type A
874
66
910
96
431
79

Type B
820
33
967
68
614
70

Type C
926
116
1050
31
752
43

A new type of screw was designed, and tested by researchers
in a recent study. It was designed to improve the pullout
strength by a natural process. The design included holes,
which were drilled normal to the longitudinal axis of core
to provide bone fusion through. This study only covered in
vitro tests since the aim of the study was to see the change
of mechanical properties between the drilled screws and the
solid cored screws (9).
Some techniques for avoiding screw pullout include the use
of thicker and/or longer screws (20, 21, 22). Polly et al. (17)
recommended to use 2 mm wider screws in order to re-ensure
stability once the screw is out.
However, 1 mm wider and 5-10 mm longer screws can be
used since it is difficult to insert a 2 mm wider screw at the
same distance while avoiding pedicle fracture (19, 21).
In our study Type B was designed to increase pullout strength
on the pedicle, compared to Type A by changing the helical
angle and duplicating helix. Type C was customized to
increase pullout strength both through the pedicle and in
the vertebral body by changing helical angle, screw pitch and
thread height.
Blocks that imitated normal human bone were used in our
study. With a view to measure pedicle and corpus and the
effect of pedicle structure on pullout strength, PU foams were
used in two different dimensions. Blocks were in 25 mm and
50 mm thickness. 25 mm thick PU foam blocks were used to
investigate the effect of just the pedicle on pullout strength.
On the other hand, 50 mm thick blocks was used to measure
the effect of both distal (vertebral body) and proximal
(pedicle) parts of the screw. The highest pullout strength
values were seen on dual core and dual threaded pedicle
screw on both PU foams and ovine vertebra. Type C screw
exhibited 5.9% and 12.9% higher pullout strength than Type
A and Type B, respectively on 25 mm thick PU foam block
and 15.4% and 8.6% higher pullout strength than Type A and
Type B, respectively on 50 mm thick PU foam block. And also
Type C exhibited 74.5% and 22.5% higher pullout strength
than Type A and Type B, respectively on the ovine vertebrae.
Type B exhibited 6.3% higher pullout strength than Type A,
on 50 mm thick PU foam block and 42.5% higher pullout
strength than Type A, on the ovine vertebrae but exhibited
6.2% lower pullout strength than Type A, on 25 mm thick PU
Turk Neurosurg 2015, Vol: 25, No: 4, 532-538
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foam block. The difference between two groups was due to
inner diameters of Type A and Type B was 3.6 mm and 3.4 mm,
respectively. Thus Type A exhibited higher pullout strength.
The size of the screw, bone structure, pedicle structure and
the surgery technique are the factors having an influence
on the pullout strength. Surgeons usually take out the screw
intraoperatively to check the screw depth. However, as
screws are taken out and re-inserted, the pullout strength
decreases (7). On the other hand, Abshire et al. (1) reported
that partial or complete removal of screws did not influence
pullout strength. One method of screw insertion employed
by surgeons is the insertion of small screws without tapping
once access is provided to the corpus by using a pedicle finder,
and subsequent insertion of a screw with a larger diameter.
For surgeons using this technique, it is the speed that matters
during the insertion and taking out of the screw. Type B and
Type C were designed to raise driving speed of the screw, by
changing helical angle and duplicating helix. The advantage
of double helix, namely dual thread is the insertion speed. On
fixing a screw through a block, turning screwdriver for a full
round corresponds to specific insertion depth. Employing a
dual thread on such a screw results with doubled insertion
depth with same screwing round.
Conclusion
Transpedicular screws redesigned with modified helical
angles exhibit higher pullout strength compared to the
classical transpedicular screws. Modified helical angles are an
advantage during surgery, since the transpedicular screw can
be inserted more rapidly with the same number of screwing
rounds result with doubled insertion depth.
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