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 ABSTRACT 

Statement of the Problem: In recent years, regeneration of periodontal soft tissues in the 

reconstruction of periodontal defects and the finding of suitable membranes and graft mate-

rials for the placement of autogenous grafts have been of great interest in various studies. In 

this regard, the proliferation and adhesion of regenerative cells are two linchpins of the 

complete regenerative process.  

Purpose: This study aimed to evaluate the effects of low-level laser beams on the attach-

ment and the proliferation of human gingival fibroblasts in the presence of acellular dermal 

matrix (ADM).  

Materials and Method: All the experiments were conducted compared to tissue culture 

plate in four groups as follows: (1) Fibroblast+ADM+laser, (2) Fibroblast+ADM+ no laser, 

(3) Fibroblast + laser radiation, and (4) Fibroblast+ no laser. In this experimental study, the 

primary attachment was evaluated by passing 8h from seeding of 5×10
5
 gingival fibroblasts 

with or without a single dose (15.6 J/cm
2
) of laser radiation. Cell proliferation rate was also 

examined at 24, 48, and 72 hours after cell culture, following exposure to 5.2 J/cm
2
 of laser 

at each day of examination. Thereafter, fibroblasts were incubated under the normal culture 

condition (at 37
°C

, 5% CO2) in high glucose Dulbecco's Modified Eagle's medium 

(DMEM) medium supplemented with 10% fetal bovine serum, 1% glutamax, and 1% peni-

cillin/streptomycin. Subsequently, the cellular viability was assessed on each time point 

using MTS calorimetric assay. The obtained data were statistically analyzed by applying 

ANOVA and Tukey tests.  

Results: There was a significant difference among the means of these four groups in terms 

of the proliferation of fibroblasts at 24, 48 and 72 hours (p< 0.001). Moreover, there was no 

significant difference among the means of two groups in terms of fibroblastic attachment in 

8 hours (p< 0.2). The fibroblast group has shown the highest proliferation rate among all 

groups after laser radiation.  

Conclusion: It was indicated that the laser radiation increases the fibroblast cell prolifera-

tion. Accordingly, although this increase was higher in the fibroblast group alone compared 

to the fibroblasts cultured on acellular dermal matrix, the laser radiation did not significantly 

increase the attachment of fibroblast cells to acellular dermal matrix. 
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Introduction 

Autogenous gingival grafts are commonly used in perio- 

dontal surgeries. Since these grafts are prepared from 

the individual's mouth, they require an additional sur-
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gery that consequently causes tissue constraints in the 

donor area [1]. It is noteworthy that acellular dermal 

matrix (ADM) has been introduced as an alternative for 

autogenous grafts in periodontology [2]. Correspond-

ingly, it has some advantages over sub epithelial con-

nective tissue grafts, including the presence of adequate 

amounts of substance, the reduced surgical time and 

discomfort, removal of the donor area, and a reduction 

of postoperative complications [3]. Although the ab-

sence of cells and blood vessels lead to slower matura-

tion of the tissue vessels as compared to the sub epithe-

lial connective tissue graft and contrary to the autoge-

nous graft, re-establishment of blood flow mostly de-

pends on the receptor area [2]. Therefore, in order to 

solve the above-mentioned problems, the addition of 

fibroblasts to the ADM might be effective on achieving 

a faster regeneration, the improved tissue maturity, and 

the reduced tissue contraction [4-5]. Overall, fibroblasts 

play an important role during the wound healing pro-

cess. Furthermore, by considering their presence and 

rapid proliferation in the wounded area, these cells 

could accelerate the regeneration process and the ADM 

acts as a scaffold for host cells, which consequently 

causes the migration, binding, and proliferation of fi-

broblasts on its surface [6]. Notably, collagen will be 

protected due to the controlled increase in its amount 

and by considering its normal placement in the gingival 

tissue after periodontal surgeries [7]. Gingival connec-

tive tissue fibroblasts by producing macromolecules like 

collagen play a very important role in periodontal treat-

ments and implants. Therefore, considering this capacity 

of fibroblasts as well as their ability in producing elas-

tin, fibronectin, proteoglycans, enzymes, and growth 

factors, their important roles in wound healing and gin-

gival tissue protection, especially after periodontal sur-

geries or conservative periodontal treatments, are re-

garded [8-9]. Nowadays, the Low-level laser therapy is 

used in periodontal surgeries for some purposes, includ-

ing controlling inflammation of the inflamed tissue, 

accelerating the wound healing, reducing pain, and con-

trolling chronic mucosal diseases [10-11]. These lasers 

have also shown to encompass bio stimulation effects 

on cell proliferation in the medium [12]. Generally, a 

low-power diode laser can deeply penetrate into the 

periodontal tissues and finally produce some beneficial 

effects [13]. In addition, it can also control inflamma-

tion of the inflamed periodontal tissues as well as the 

regeneration of them following performing surgical and 

non-surgical treatments [14, 10]. In this regard, in a 

study conducted on the effects of the low-power diode 

laser radiation on the human gingival fibroblast prolifer-

ation rate, Kreisler et al. [15] have shown that the cells 

exposed to radiation had a significantly higher prolifera-

tion activity compared to the control group. Moreover, 

in a study by Ren et al., [16] it was shown that the low-

power diode laser had a positive effect on the increased 

proliferation of fibroblasts, osteogenic differentiation, 

and regulation and adjustment of cellular inflammation 

by changing the gene expression as well as the release 

of growth factors, bone remodeling markers, and in-

flammatory mediators. Since the use of different types 

of tissue grafts and lasers is common in periodontal 

treatments, it can be concluded that the greater the adhe-

sion and proliferation of fibroblasts on the ADM are, the 

more likely soft tissue regeneration would be. Regard-

ing the effectiveness of low-power lasers on the tissue 

regeneration and the limited studies performed on the 

adhesion and proliferation of fibroblasts on the ADM in 

case of using a low-power diode laser, the present study 

aimed to investigate the effect of the low-power diode 

laser on the fibroblasts’ proliferation and adhesion on 

the ADM under in vitro condition. 

 

Materials and Method 

Cell culture and expansion  

In this experimental study, human gingival fibroblasts, 

which were previously characterized, were obtained 

from Royan institute for biotechnology [17]. The cells 

at passage 3 were expanded under the normal culture 

condition (at 37°C and 5% CO2) in high glucose Dul-

becco's Modified Eagle's medium (DMEM) supple-

mented with 10% fetal bovine serum (FBS), 1% gluta-

max, and 1% penicillin/streptomycin (pen/str). Notably, 

all the components were purchased from Gibco (Ire-

land). The medium was also replaced three times per 

week and the cells were passaged after reaching 80-90% 

confluence. For further analyses, gingival fibroblasts 

were used at passage 5. 

Preparation of ADMs 

Before cell culturing, ADMs (SureDerm 0.6-0.99mm, 

Korea) were prepared in terms of the manufacture’s 

instruction and cut into 49mm
2
 pieces precisely. After-
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ward, the ADM slices were placed in 96-well plates to 

create the optical isolation during laser irradiation pro-

cess.  

Cell seeding on ADMs 

Next, the cells were harvested and 5 × 10
5 

of cells were 

seeded on each ADM pieces for examining the cell ad-

hesion and proliferation with/without laser irradiation. 

Moreover, the cells were cultured on tissue culture 

plates (TCPs) under the same condition as the positive 

control. Notably, the four experimental groups were 

labeled as follows (n=4): (1) Fibroblast + ADM + laser 

radiation, (2) Fibroblast + ADM + no laser radiation, (3) 

Fibroblast + laser radiation and (4) Fibroblast+ no laser 

radiation.  

Laser irradiation and Cell attachment analysis 

In order to investigate the effect of laser radiation on 

primary attachment of fibroblasts to ADMs, the cultured 

cells in this study were exposed to a single dose contin-

uous wave (CW) laser radiation (Doctor Smile Diode 

808 nm. Italy) for 30 seconds (Bean spot 0.38cm
2
) 0.2 

MW laser (totally 15.6J/cm
2
). Following the incubation 

for 8h under the normal culture condition (at 37
°C

, 5% 

CO2) MTS assay (Cell Titer 96® Aqueous One Solu-

tion, Promega, Leiden, Netherlands) was applied in 

terms of the manufacturer’s instruction. Briefly, the 

MTS solution was added to the fresh culture media 

(1:10) and then incubated for 3.5 hours under the culture 

condition. Afterward, the optical absorbance of forma-

zan dye, produced by mitochondrial dehydrogenase 

enzymes in living cells, was evaluated at the wavelength 

of 490 nm using the ELISA reader. 

Laser irradiation and Cell proliferation analysis 

To evaluate the proliferation rate of fibroblasts on the 

ADM, the cells were assessed in three time intervals du-

ring 72 hours. The CW laser with the dose of 5.2J/cm
2
 

was irradiated (Beam spot 0.38cm
2
) for three consecu-

tive days (a total dose of 15.6 J/ cm
2
) with 24-h interval. 

In order to monitor the proliferation rate of the cells 

during the treatment time, viability of the cultured cells 

was assessed using the MTS assay by passing 24, 48 

and 72 hours from seeding and after receiving the radia-

tion dose. 

Data analysis was then performed using ANOVA 

and Tukey tests in SPSS 22. In addition, p< 0.05 was 

considered as the statistical significance level. 

 

Results  

There was a significant difference among the means of 

the four groups in terms of fibroblast proliferation at 24, 

48 and 72 hours (p< 0.001) (Table 1). Pairwise-compar-

ison of these groups has also shown a significant differ-

ence among all these groups in terms of the rate of fi-

broblast cell proliferation at the 24-hour period (p< 

0.01). Moreover, there was no significant difference 

between the fibroblast+no laser radiation and fibro-

blasts+no laser+ADM groups in the same period (p= 

0.77) (Table 2). Additionally, we have found no signifi-

cant difference among these groups in terms of fibro-

blast proliferation rate at 48-hour period (p< 0.01). be-

sides, there was no statistically significant difference 

between the fibroblast + no laser radiation and fibro-

blasts+ no laser radiation + ADM groups in terms of 

fibroblast proliferation rate (p= ) (Table 3). There 

was also a statistically significant difference among 

these groups in terms of fibroblast proliferation rate at 

72-h period (p< 1) (Table 4). 

Based on the one-way analysis of variance test with-

in the fibroblast group, there was a significant difference 

between fibroblast+ no laser radiation over time from 24 

to 72 hours (p= 0.001). Furthermore, in the fibroblast 

 
Table 1: The Mean±SD of proliferation of fibroblasts after 24, 48, 72 .ADM: acellular dermal matrix 
 

 Fibroblast+no laser Fibroblast+laser Fibroblast+ADM+no laser Fibroblast+ADM+laser 
p Value 

Mean ± sd Mean ± sd Mean ± sd Mean ± sd 

24 hour 0.215±0.04 0.31±0.037 0.222±0.043 0.038±0.017 0.001 

48 hour 0.176±0.012 0.62±0.035 0.209±0.048 0.021±0.011 0.001 

72 hour 0.133±0.016 0.729±0.033 0.198±0.009 0.073±0.016 0.001 

 

Table 2: The pairwise comparison of the groups study groups fibroblast proliferation in the 24-hour, ADM: acellular dermal matrix 
 

 Fibroblast+no laser Fibroblast+laser Fibroblast+ADM+no laser Fibroblast+ADM+laser 

Fibroblast+ no laser - 0.001 0.77 0.001 

Fibroblast + laser 0.001 - 0.001 0.001 

Fibroblast+ADM+no laser 0.77 0.001 - 0.001 

Fibroblast+ADM+laser 0.001 0.001 0.001 - 
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Table 3: The pairwise comparison of the groups study groups fibroblast proliferation in the 48-hour, ADM: acellular dermal matrix 
 

 Fibroblast+no laser Fibroblast+laser Fibroblast+ADM+no laser Fibroblast+ADM+laser 

Fibroblast+ no laser - 0.001 0.14 0.001 

Fibroblast + laser 0.001 - 0.001 0.001 

Fibroblast+ADM+no laser 0.14 0.001 - 0.001 

Fibroblast + ADM + laser 0.001 0.001 0.001 - 

 

Table 4: The pairwise comparison of the groups study groups fibroblast proliferation in the 72-hour, ADM: acellular dermal matrix 
 

 Fibroblast+no laser Fibroblast+laser Fibroblast+ADM+no laser Fibroblast+ADM+laser 

Fibroblast+ no laser - 0.001 0.001 0.001 

Fibroblast+laser 0.001 - 0.001 0.001 

Fibroblast+ADM+no laser 0.001 0.001 - 0.001 

Fibroblast+ADM+laser 0.001 0.001 0.001 - 

 

group, there was a significant difference between fibro-

blast+ laser radiation over time from 24 to 72 hours (p= 

0.001), as well as a significant difference between Fi-

broblast+ADM+laser over time from 24 to 72 hours (p= 

0.001). However, in the fibroblast group, there was no 

statistically significant difference in the fibroblasts+ no 

laser radiation + ADM group between the two-time 

intervals of 24 and 72 hours (p= 610) (Table 5 Figure 

1). There was no significant difference among the four 

groups in terms of the fibroblast adhesion after 8 hours 

(p= 0.2) (Table 6). 

 

Discussion 

The results of the investigation of the fibroblast prolif-

eration rate at the first, second, and third days showed 

that the fibroblast+ laser radiation group had a higher 

proliferation rate compared to the fibroblast+ no laser 

radiation group, which is consistent with the results of 

other studies [18-23]. However, in previous studies, dif-

ferent low-power lasers have been used, and regardless 

of the type of laser, there has been an increase in the po-

pulation of gingival fibroblasts in most of them [15, 20]. 

The results of other studies performed on the fibro-

blast absorption spectrum showed that the absorption 

occurs, especially at 800 to 830 nm wavelengths [15, 

24-25]. Generally, the molecular absorption of the radi-

ated laser is a prerequisite for any biological cellular 

effect, which is mostly dependent on the laser dose and 

wavelength [26]. For example, 830-nm GaAlAs laser 

radiation can have some therapeutic effects on gingivitis 

and periodontitis associated with bacterial infections by 

the inhibition of the production as well as the expression 

of the prostaglandin E2 (PGE2) and interleukin-1 beta 

gene [26]. Accordingly, this wavelength can also inhibit 

the plasminogen activator [28]. The results of the pre-

sent study show that 808-nm diode laser radiation has a 

significant stimulatory effect on human gingival fibro-

blast proliferation rate, which is consistent with the re-

sults of the Kreisler et al.'s study [19]. Notably, the laser 

investigated in the present study was radiated at the dose 

of 5.2.J/cm
2
/a day (a total of 15.2J/cm

2
) for three con-

secutive days. The results of some studies have also 

indicated that low-level laser therapy at different energy 

densities (up to 4J/cm
2)

 has proliferation stimulatory 

effects on the gingival fibroblast proliferation. In addi-

tion, it was shown that those lasers with energy densities 

above the mentioned level would induce some inhibito-

ry properties, which were not observed in the present 

study [29-30].  

In another study, the proliferation stimulatory effects 

of the laser were reported at the energy densities of 2-

8J/cm
2
 [15]. Finally, Ren et al. [16] in their review 

study reported such stimulatory effects on the gingival 

fibroblast proliferation in case of using a laser with the 

energy density of 0.5-16J/cm
2
. The results of the inves-

tigation of the fibroblast proliferation showed that the 

laser fibroblasts+ laser radiation group had a higher 

proliferation rate compared to the fibroblasts+ no laser 

 
Table 5: Comparison the mean of fibroblastic proliferation in experimental groups over 24 to 72 hours, ADM: acellular dermal matrix 
 

 24 hour 48 hour 72 hour 
p Value 

Mean ± sd Mean ± sd Mean ± sd 

Fibroblast+no laser 0.215±0.04 0.176±0.012 0.133±0.016 0.001 

Fibroblast + laser 0.31±0.037 0.62±0.035 0.729±0.033 0.001 

Fibroblast+ADM+no laser 0.222±0.043 0.209±0.048 0.198±0.009 0.61 

Fibroblast+ADM+ laser 0.038±0.017 0.021±0.011 0.073±0.016 0.001 
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Table 6: The mean of fibroblast adhesion after 8 hours, ADM: acellular dermal matrix 
 

 
Fibroblast+no laser Fibroblast+laser Fibroblast+ADM+no laser Fibroblast+ADM+laser 

p Value 
Mean ± sd Mean ± sd Mean ± sd Mean ± sd 

8 hour 0.16 ± 0.021 0.139 ±0.024 0.172 ±0.01 0.141 ± 0.026 0.2 
 

 

radiation group every three days, which is consistent 

with the results of the Kreisler et al. [15] study. How-

ever, these effects are not persistent and the cell prolif-

eration rate has decreased after the completion of laser 

radiation. Correspondingly, this can be attributed to 

the gradual reduction of the laser effect or the fibro-

blasts reaching the proliferation saturation point after 3 

days. However, Frozanfar et al. [23] showed that cell 

proliferation started after the first day, which signifi-

cantly increased at the second and third days. The in-

creased fibroblast proliferation caused by the laser 

radiation can also be associated to the production of 

autocrine growth factors. In another study, Yu et al. 

[31] reported the increased concentration of basal fi-

broblast growth factor (bFGF), which is consistent 

with the results of the Asl et al.'s study [32], which 

showed that basic fibroblast growth factor (BFGF), is 

as an important factor for periodontal tissue regenera-

tion. Moreover, Kreisler et al. [15] reported some 

similar results using 809-nm diode laser. There was no 

significant difference between fibroblast+ no laser 

irradiation and fibroblast+ no laser+ ADM groups in 

terms of the proliferation rate at the first and second 

days. However, this difference was significant at the 

third day in such a way that fibroblast+ no laser+ 

ADM group exhibited more proliferation rate that is 

consistent with the results of some other studies [4-5]. 

In the present study, the fibroblast + laser radiation 

group had a higher proliferation rate compared to the 

other three groups, including the fibroblast+ ADM+ 

laser radiation group in all three-time intervals. Never-

theless, the fibroblast+ no laser radiation+ ADM group 

exhibited a higher proliferation rate as compared to the 

fibroblast+ laser+ ADM group, but only at the third 

day. In this regard, it was observed that the laser radia-

tion might cause some changes in the structure of 

ADM or inhibit the fibroblast proliferation by creating 

specific conditions. It is noteworthy that there was no 

significant difference among the studied groups re-

garding the fibroblast adhesion; however, there has 

been no study conducted on the effect of low-power 

diode laser on the fibroblastic adhesion on the ADM 

yet. Kreisler et al. [33] investigated the cellular effects 

of diode laser on the adhesion of periodontal ligament 

cells on dental surfaces. Finally, they reported that the 

use of diode lasers would have no significant positive 

effect on the adhesion of periodontal ligament cells 

[33], which is consistent with the results of the present 

study due to the differences in the design of these two 

studies. In another study performed on the adhesion 

and survival of gingival fibroblasts on ADM during 7, 

14 and 21-day time periods, Rodrigues et al. [34] have 

shown that fibroblast seeding on ADM for 14 days 

could create appropriate conditions for the adhesion of 

fibroblasts and their release on the matrix; however, 

their migration into the matrix is limited. 

 

Conclusion 

Laser radiations have several significant effects on in 

creasing the human gingival fibroblast proliferation rate,
 

 
 

Figure 1: The changes of proliferation at 24, 48 and 72 hours, ADM: acellular dermal matrix 



Effect of Low Level Laser on Human Gingival Fibroblasts                   Taghva O, et al.  
10.30476/DENTJODS.2021.87281.1251 

111 

which promises a new method in the field of regenera-

tion of periodontal tissues. Although the above-mentio-

ned cells showed the increased proliferation rate under 

the laser radiation, this increase was lower in the ADM 

group compared to the fibroblast group alone. On the 

other hand, in the present study, the laser radiations had 

a little effect on the adhesion of gingival fibroblast cells, 

either alone or near ADM. 

 

Conflict of Interest 

The authors report no conflicts of interest. 

 

References  

[1] Borghetti A, Louise F. Controlled clinical evaluation of 

the subpedicle connective tissue graft for the coverage of 

gingival recession. J Periodontol. 1994; 65: 1107-1112. 

[2] Wainwright DJ. Use of an acellular allograft dermal ma-

trix (AlloDerm) in the management of full-thickness 

burns. Burns. 1995; 21: 243-248. 

[3] Novaes AB Jr, Pontes CC, Souza SL, Grisi MF, Taba M 

Jr. The use of acellular dermal matrix allograft for the 

elimination of gingival melanin pigmentation: case 

presentation with 2 years of follow-up. Pract Proced Aes-

thet Dent. 2002; 14: 619-623. 

[4] Novaes AB Jr, Marchesan JT, Macedo GO, Palioto DB. 

Effect of in vitro gingival fibroblast seeding on the in vi-

vo incorporation of acellular dermal matrix allografts in 

dogs. J Periodontol. 2007; 78: 296-303.    

[5] Jhaveri HM, Chavan MS, Tomar GB, Deshmukh VL, 

Wani MR, Miller PD Jr. Acellular dermal matrix seeded 

with autologous gingival fibroblasts for the treatment of 

gingival recession-a proof of concept study. J Periodon-

tol. 2010; 81: 616-625. 

[6] Erdag G, Sheridan RL. Fibroblasts improve performance 

of cultured composite skin substitutes on athymic mice. 

Burns. 2004; 30: 322-328. 

[7] Medrado AP, Soares AP, Santos ET, Reis SR, Andrade 

ZA. Influence of laser photobiomodulation upon connec-

tive tissue remodeling during wound healing. J Photo-

chem Photobiol B. 2008; 92: 144-152. 

[8] Chavrier C, Hartmann DJ, Couble ML, Herbage D. Distri-

bution and organization of the elastic system fibres in 

healthy human gingiva. Ultrastructural and immunohisto  

chemical study. Histochemistry. 1988; 89: 47-52.  

[9] Novaes AB Jr, Grisi DC, Molina GO, Souza SL, Taba M 

Jr, GrisiMF. Comparative 6-month clinical study of a su- 

bepithelial connective tissue graft and acellular dermal 

matrix graft for the treatment of gingival recession. J Per-

iodontol. 2001; 72: 1477-1484. 

[10] Ge MK, He WL, Chen J, Wen C, Yin X, Hu ZA, et al. 

Efficacy of low-level laser therapy for accelerating tooth 

movement during orthodontic treatment: a systematic re-

view and meta-analysis. Lasers Med Sci. 2015; 30: 1609-

1618.  

[11] Ahmedbeyli C, Ipci SD, Cakar G, Kuru BE, Yılmaz S. 

Clinical evaluation of coronally advanced flap with or 

without acellular dermal matrix graft on complete defect 

coverage for the treatment of multiple gingival recessions 

with thin tissue biotype. J Clin Periodontol. 2014; 41: 

303–310. 

[12] Almeida-Lopes L, Rigau J, Zângaro RA, Guiduli-Neto J, 

Jaeger MM. Comparison of the low level therapy effects 

on cultured gingival fibroblasts proliferation using differ-

ent irradiance and fluence. Lasers Surg Med. 2001; 29: 

179-184. 

[13] Ren C, McGrath C, Yang Y. The effectiveness of low-

level diode laser therapy on orthodontic pain manage-

ment: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Lasers Med 

Sci. 2015; 30: 1881-1893. 

[14] Sun G, Tunér J. Low-level laser therapy in dentistry. 

Dent Clin North Am. 2004; 48: 1061-1076. 

[15] Kreisler M, Christoffers AB, Al-Haj H, Willershausen B, 

d’Hoedt B. Low Level 809-nm diode laser-induced in 

vitro stimulation of the proliferation of human gingival 

fibroblasts. Lasers Surg Med. 2002; 30: 365-369. 

[16] Ren C, McGrath C, Jin L, Zhang C, Yang Y. Effect of 

diode low-level lasers on fibroblasts derived from human 

periodontal tissue: a systematic review of in vitro studies. 

Lasers Med Sci. 2016; 31: 1493-1510. 

[17] Vatani M, Beigi MH, Ejeian F, Mottaghi A, Yadegari-

Naeini A, Nasr-Esfahani MH. Cytotoxicity evaluation of 

the bioresorbable and titanium plates/screws used in max-

illofacial surgery on gingival fibroblasts and human mes-

enchymal bone marrow stem cells. Cell J. 2020; 22: 310-

318. 

[18] Hrnjak M, Kuljić-Kapulica N, Budisin A, Giser A. Stim-

ulatory effect of low-power density He-Ne laser radiation 

on human fibroblasts in vitro. Vojnosanit Pregl. 1995; 52: 

539-546.  

[19] Vinck EM, Cagnie BJ, Cornelissen MJ, Declercq HA, 

Cambier DC. Increased fibroblast proliferation induced 

by light emitting diode and low power laser irradiation.  

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Ge%20MK%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24554452
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=He%20WL%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24554452
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Chen%20J%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24554452
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Wen%20C%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24554452
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Yin%20X%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24554452
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Hu%20ZA%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24554452
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Low-level+laser+therapy+in+dentistry+14.%09Sun+G


Taghva O, et al.                                J Dent Shiraz Univ Med Sci. June 2022; 23(2): 106-112. 

10.30476/DENTJODS.2021.87281.1251 

112 

Int J Dent. 2003; 18:95-9.  

[20] Basso FG, Pansani TN, Turrioni AP, Bagnato VS, 

Hebling J, de Souza Costa CA. In vitro wound healing 

improvement by low-level laser therapy application in 

cultured gingival fibroblasts. Int J Dent. 2012; 2012: 

719452.  

[21] Kreisler M, Christoffers AB, Willershausen B, d'Hoedt 

B. Effect of low-level GaAlAs laser irradiation on the 

proliferation rate of human periodontal ligament fibro-

blasts: an in vitro study. J Clin Periodontol. 2003; 30: 

353-358.  

[22] Hawkins DH, Abrahamse H. Time-dependent responses 

of wounded human skin fibroblasts following photother-

apy. J Photochem Photobiol B. 2007; 88: 147-155.  

[23] Frozanfar A, Ramezani M, Rahpeyma A, Khajehahmadi 

S, Arbab HR. The effects of low level laser therapy on 

the expression of collagen type I gene and proliferation of 

human gingival fibroblasts (Hgf3-Pi 53): in vitro study. 

Iran J Basic Med Sci. 2013; 16: 1071-1074. 

[24] van Breugel HH, Bär PR. Power density and exposure 

time of He-Ne laser irradiation are more important than 

total energy dose in photo-biomodulation of human fi-

broblasts in vitro. Lasers Surg Med. 1992; 12: 528-537. 

[25] Lubart R, Wollman Y, Friedmann H, Rochkind S, Lau-

licht I. Effects of visible and near-infrared lasers on cell 

cultures. J Photochem Photobiol B. 1992; 12: 305-310. 

[26] Karu TI. Effects of visible radiation on cultured cells. 

Photochem Photobiol. 1990; 52: 1089-1098. 

[27] Sakurai Y, Yamaguchi M, Abiko Y. Inhibitory effect of 

low level laser irradiation on LPS-stimulated prostaglan-

din E2 production and cyclooxygenase-2 in human gin-

gival fibroblasts. Eur J Oral Sci. 2000; 108: 29–34.  

[28] Takema T, Yamaguchi M, Abiko Y. Reduction of Plas-

minogen Activator Activity Stimulated by Lipopolysac-

charide from Periodontal Pathogen in Human gingival 

Fibroblasts by Low–energy Laser Irradiation. Lasers Med 

Sci. 2000; 15: 35-42. 

[29] Basford JR. Low intensity laser therapy: still not a estab-

lished clinical tool. Lasers Surg Med. 1995; 16: 331-342.  

[30] Walsh LJ. The current status of low level laser therapy in 

dentistry. Part 1. Soft tissue applications. Aust Dent J. 

1997; 42: 247-254 

[31] Yu W, Naim JO, Lanzafame RJ. The effect of laser irra-

diation on the release of bFGF from 3T3 fibroblasts. Pho-

tochem Photobiol. 1993; 59: 167-170. 

[32] Asl RM, Ghoraeian P, Monzavi A, Bahador A. Analysis 

of gene expression of basic fibroblast growth factor 

(bFGF) following photodynamic therapy in human gin-

gival fibroblasts. Photodiagnosis Photodyn Ther. 2017; 

20: 144-147. 

[33] Kreisler M, Meyer C, Stender E, Daublander M, 

Willershausen B, d’Hoedt B, et al. Effect of diode laser 

irradiation on the attachment rate of periodontal ligament 

cells: An in vitro study. J Periodontal. 2001; 72: 1312-

1317. 

[34]  Rodrigues AZ, Oliveira PT, NovaesJr AB, Maia LP, 

Souza SL, Palioto DB. Evaluation of in vitro human gin-

gival fibroblast seeding on Acellular Dermal Matrix. 

Braz Dent J. 2010; 21: 179-189. 

 

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Asl%20RM%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=28935533
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Ghoraeian%20P%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=28935533
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Monzavi%20A%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=28935533
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Bahador%20A%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=28935533
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Analysis+of+gene+expression+of+basic+fibroblast+growth+factor+(bFGF)+following+photodynamic+therapy+in+human+gingival+fibroblasts

