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Abstract: Neural electrodes used for bidirectional communication between the nervous system and
external devices like prosthetic limbs have advanced in neuroprosthetic applications. However,
their effectiveness is hindered by the foreign body reaction, a natural immune response causing
inflammation and fibrosis around the implanted device. This process involves protein adsorption,
immune cell recruitment, cytokine release, and fibroblast activation, leading to a fibrous capsule
formation and a decrease in electrode functionality. Anti-inflammatory and antifibrotic strategies
have the potential to diminish the impact of the foreign body response. In this work, we have
evaluated long-term metformin administration and short-term dexamethasone administration as a
combined therapy to modulate the foreign body reaction induced by a polyimide intraneural implant
in the sciatic nerve of rats. After a 12-week implant, the foreign body reaction was significantly
reduced only in the group administered both drugs.

Keywords: foreign body reaction; neuroprostheses; metformin; dexamethasone; macrophages;
fibroblasts

1. Introduction

Neuroprostheses have increasing interest in the field of neuroscience, as they provide
potential to restore the lost neural functions after a nerve injury or loss of a limb. Neural
electrodes are used to create a bidirectional communication interface between the peripheral
nervous system and an external device, such as a prosthetic limb [1]. However, the use
of these implants is limited by the foreign body reaction (FBR), leading to inflammation
and fibrosis around the implanted device, that increases tissue resistance and reduces the
functionality of the electrode.

The FBR is a complex biological process that occurs when a foreign object is introduced
into the body, as a natural response of the immune system to protect the body from potential
harm caused by the foreign element. This reaction involves a series of events, beginning
with the adsorption of proteins onto the surface of the implant and the recruitment and
activation of immune cells. Immune cells then release cytokines and chemokines that pro-
mote inflammation and recruit fibroblasts, which deposit collagen around the implant site.
Over time, this process concludes with the formation of a dense fibrous capsule around the
implant, leading to increased impedance, increased currents needed to stimulate the axons,
signal recording attenuation, and in some cases, implant failure [2-6]. Tissue—electrode
mismatch and the micro-motion of the intraneural device also contribute to the formation
of the fibrotic capsule. Despite that the materials may be well tolerated, the relative me-
chanical motion appears to increase the thickness of connective tissue around implanted
cuff electrodes [7]. Chronic studies with intraneural TIME electrodes have proved that
electrical stimulation does not contribute to enhance the FBR, whereas insertion trauma
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and chemical /mechanical mismatch may play a major role in the process [8]. In this sense,
it is worth noting that motion and tethering forces affect electrode implants more in the
peripheral nerves than in the brain.

Several strategies have been proposed to reduce the FBR and improve the biocompat-
ibility and long-lasting functionality of neural implants. These strategies include using
more flexible materials as the electrode substrate, introducing surface modifications of the
implant material, coatings with biomimetic hydrogels, and the local release or most often
systemic administration of anti-inflammatory or antifibrotic drugs, among others [3,6,9].
Dexamethasone is a corticosteroid that has been used to reduce the FBR to neural implants.
Dexamethasone can be administered systemically or locally, such as using coatings or hydro-
gels, to reduce inflammation and fibrosis around the implant. The systemic administration
of dexamethasone has been proven to reduce the capsule around intraneural devices [10]
and significantly improve chronic functionality [4]. However, there are concerns about
the side effects of long-term use of systemic corticosteroids, including osteoporosis and
metabolic and cardiovascular disease [11]. On the other hand, metformin is a widely used
drug for type Il diabetes that has been shown to prevent fibrosis in different tissues. This an-
tifibrotic effect is attributed to adenosine monophosphate-activated protein kinase (AMPK)
activation, which interferes with transforming growth factor-g1 (TGF-f31) signaling, a key
pathway involved in fibrosis [12]. While the effects of metformin on fibrosis in peripheral
nerves have not been previously studied, the results seen in other tissues suggest that it
may be a promising candidate for reducing the formation of the fibrotic capsule around
intraneural implants. To test this hypothesis, we used intrafascicular polyimide devices
longitudinally implanted in the sciatic nerve of rats, and treated them systemically with
metformin and with dexamethasone for comparison.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Surgical Procedure

Surgeries were conducted on female Sprague-Dawley (SD) rats weighing 300-350 g,
using ketamine /xylazine (90/10 mg/kg i.p.) as anesthesia. The sciatic nerve was exposed
at the mid-thigh level and freed from surrounding tissues. A thin-film device of poly-
imide (PI) was longitudinally implanted in the tibial branch of the sciatic nerve with a
straight needle attached to a 10-0 loop thread (STC—6, Ethicon, San Lorenzo, PR, USA), as
described for the longitudinal intrafascicular electrodes (LIFEs) [13,14]. The insertion was
performed under a dissection microscope to verify correct placement of the device. After
surgery, all animals were housed under standard conditions and periodically subjected
to functional and electrophysiological evaluations. The incision wounds healed without
inflammatory signs and no postoperative complications were observed in any of the rats
with the intraneural implant.

At predesigned intervals of 2, 8, and 12 weeks, subgroups of 5-7 animals were eutha-
nized, and the sciatic nerve was harvested for histological studies. Animal experiments
were performed following protocols approved by the Ethical Committee of the Universitat
Autonoma de Barcelona in accordance with the European Communities Council Directive
2010/63/EU.

2.2. Drug Administration

Treatments for modulating the FBR against intraneural PI devices started 2 days prior
to the surgery to ensure adequate systemic levels. We assayed three therapies, metformin
to reduce fibroblast activation, dexamethasone to reduce macrophage activation, and the
combined administration of both. The distribution of animals in groups, doses, and admin-
istration pathways are summarized in Table 1. Metformin (MET) (Qualigen, Neuraxpharm,
Barcelona, Spain) was administered in the drinking water (p.o.) (125 mg/kg/day) up to
12 weeks. The dosage was selected according to human use and considering the amount of
water that SD rats drink per day. Dexamethasone (DEXA) (Kern Pharma, Terrassa, Spain)
was administered subcutaneously (s.c.) once a day for 2 weeks at 0.2 mg/kg/day according
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to a previous report [10]. One group received metformin alone. A second group was treated
with both metformin and dexamethasone (DEXA + MET). A third group was given only
dexamethasone. This last group was conceived in a previous work in our laboratory [10]
but histological quantifications were performed again. The control (CTL) group did not
receive any treatment.

Table 1. Groups and treatments given in this study.

Drug Group Treatment Duration Implant Duration Dose Administration n
2w 7

CTL - 8w - - 6
12w 5

2w 2w 5

MET 8w 8w 125 mg/kg/day p-o. 7
12w 12w 5

2w 7

DEXA 2w 8w 0.2 mg/kg/s.id. s.C. 7
12w 6

2w (D) +2w (M) 2w 6

DEXA + MET 2w (D) +8w (M) 8w ?%r;gg/ /igg/ /s('ii:;' (ﬁ; ;_'f)" 8\3/[)) 5
2w (D) + 12w (M) 12w 5

p-o.: oral; s.c.: subcutaneous; s.i.d.: once a day; DEXA, D: dexamethasone; MET, M: metformin.

2.3. Electrophysiological and Functional Evaluation

The functional properties of the implanted nerves were assessed through nerve con-
duction studies, algesimetry, and locomotion tests performed at 2, 8, and 12 weeks post-
implantation. The contralateral side served as control. For nerve conduction tests, the sciatic
nerve was stimulated proximally with single electrical pulses and the compound muscle
action potential (CMAP) was recorded from gastrocnemius (GM) and plantar interossei
(PL) muscles as previously described [14,15]. The nociceptive threshold to mechanical
stimuli was assessed using an electronic Von Frey algesimeter (Bioseb, Chaville, France)
following a published protocol [16]. The rats were positioned on a wire mesh platform
within plastic chambers, and a metal tip was applied to the sole of the hindpaw until a
withdrawal response was elicited. The applied force at the time of withdrawal was noted.
To evaluate locomotor function, the walking track test was conducted. The plantar surface
of the hindpaws was painted with blue ink, and the rats were allowed to walk through a
corridor lined with white paper, leaving imprints for the analysis. The print length and the
distance between the 1st and 5th toes and between the 2nd and 4th toes were measured to
calculate the sciatic functional index (SFI) [17].

2.4. Histological Evaluation

At 2, 8, and 12 weeks, subgroups of animals were injected with an overdose of
pentobarbital and perfused transcardially with 4% paraformaldehyde (PFA) in a phosphate
buffer (PB). The sciatic nerve, along with the implanted device, was carefully extracted,
and postfixed in 4% PFA for one hour, and then a segment was immersed in 30% sucrose in
PB for cryoprotection.

To evaluate macrophage infiltration and capsule thickness around the implant, im-
munohistochemical labeling was performed. Nerve segments containing the PI device
were cryosectioned into 15 um thick slices using a cryostat (Leica CM190; Deer Park, IL,
USA). After thawing and blocking with normal donkey serum, the sections were incubated
overnight at 4 °C with the following primary antibodies: rabbit anti-Ibal (1:500; Wako,
Osaka, Japan) to label macrophages, RT97 (1:200; Developmental Studies Hybridoma Banlk,
Iowa City, IA, USA) for axons, and cluster of differentiation 90 (CD90) (1:150; BD Pharmin-
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gen, Franklin Lakes, NJ, USA) to identify fibroblasts. The sections were washed with PBS
containing 0.1% Tween 20 and then incubated for 1 h at room temperature with secondary
antibodies AlexaFluor 488 donkey anti-mouse and AlexaFluor 555 donkey anti-rabbit
(Invitrogen, Thermo Fisher, Waltham, MA, USA). The slides were mounted with Mowiol
containing DAPI (Sigma, Merck KGaA, Darmstadt, Germany) for nuclear staining.

The number of Ibal-positive macrophages in the tibial nerve was semiautomatically
quantified using a custom-made macro for Image J software (v1.8, National Institutes of
Health). The workflow begins with image preprocessing, including brightness and contrast
adjustment for consistency across image sets. Thresholding is then applied automatically
to segment Ibal+ regions, followed by the creation of a binary mask and application of the
watershed function to separate overlapping cells. The macro integrates pre-saved regions
of interest (ROISs) to focus the analysis exclusively on the tibial fascicle, excluding the
area corresponding to the implanted device. Using the “Analyze Particles” function, cells
are identified and counted with constraints on size (>90 pixels) and circularity (0.4-1.0).
The mean capsule thickness was analyzed by dividing the area of the capsule around the
implant by the length of the implant in the transversal section. The area was quantified as
the non-labeled space between the implant and the first axons labeled with 200 kDa clone
RT97. The delineated ROI excluded any tissue-empty areas due to the sectioning process.
As each PI implant has two arms, the capsule thickness of an implant was calculated as
the mean of both arms. Images were taken with an epifluorescence microscope (Eclipse Ni,
Nikon, Amstelveen, The Netherlands) and a digital camera (DS-Ri2, Nikon).

Masson trichome staining was also performed in other nerve cross-sections according
to standard protocols to label the deposited collagen.

Another segment of the implanted nerves was processed for a light microscopy anal-
ysis by embedding in epon resin. These samples were fixed in a solution containing 3%
glutaraldehyde and 3% paraformaldehyde, then postfixed in 2% OsOy for 2 h. Following
dehydration through a graded ethanol series, the samples were embedded in epon resin.
Thin sections (0.5 pm) were cut with an ultramicrotome, stained with toluidine blue, and
viewed under light microscopy. Images were captured and transformed to greyscale. For
each animal, a section was selected, and the capsule thickness was measured as the distance
from the implant to the nearest myelinated axon using ImageJ software.

2.5. Data Analysis

The results are shown as the mean + standard error of the mean (SEM). The normality
of the data was tested with the Shapiro-Wilk test. Statistical comparisons between groups
were made by two-way ANOVA followed by Tukey’s multiple comparison test. Differences
were considered significant when p < 0.05. In the correlation graphs, the linear regression
is represented as a solid line, and the shaded area represents the 95% CIL. The Pearson
correlation coefficient was used to evaluate the strength of the correlation. GraphPad Prism
8 software was used for statistical analyses.

3. Results
3.1. Functional Evaluation

The algesimetry tests yielded a pain withdrawal threshold close to the preoperative
test in the implanted and contralateral hindlimbs in all the groups along the follow-up
(Figure 1A), with no evidence of hyperalgesia that could suggest nerve injury. Similarly,
the walking track analysis (Figure 1B) showed no differences between the three groups
at any time point. The SFI values remained close to zero, which is considered normal,
throughout the study. In conclusion, there was no evidence of alterations in sensory and
motor functions conveyed by the sciatic nerve after the PI device was implanted, and the
administered drugs did not affect this outcome.

No significant changes in the electrophysiological results of the three groups of rats
(CTL, MET, and DEXA + MET) were detected in the nerve conduction tests after the
implantation of the device. The amplitude of the CMAPs (Figure 2A,B) of the implanted
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animals did not show significant variations in comparison with the contralateral paw and
with the untreated CTL group at any time point, thus indicating that there was no functional
damage to the nerve. In some animals, there was a slight decrease in CMAP amplitude at
2 weeks, which can be attributed to the surgical procedure alone and not to the implant
since it recovered a few weeks later, as reported in other studies using similar longitudinal
implants [10,14]. The latency of the CMAPs did not show significant differences between
groups during the follow-up (Figure 2C,D), indicating that there was not demyelination or
focal compression affecting the impulse conduction velocity.
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Figure 1. Results of the functional tests in rats with a PI device implanted in the tibial nerve.
(A) Algesimetry test results expressed as percentages of force thresholds for withdrawal (vs. contralateral
control paw) of animals before the implantation and after the implantation and treatments for 12 weeks.
(B) The plot of the SFI obtained in the walking track test. No significant differences were found.
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Figure 2. Results of the functional tests in rats with a PI intraneural device implanted in the tibial
nerve. Motor nerve conduction parameters of animals before implantation (Pre) and after the
implantation of PI devices for 12 weeks and drug administration. (A,B) CMAP amplitudes of GM
(A) and PL (B) muscles. (C,D) CMAP onset latencies of GM (C) and PL (D) muscles. No significant
differences were found in electrophysiological test results.
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3.2. Inflammatory Response

During the initial phase of the FBR, macrophages are the predominant reactive cells. In
the case of intraneural longitudinal implants, a peak of infiltrating macrophages was ob-
served around 2 weeks after implantation [14]. We also found a high number of macrophages
in the tibial nerve fascicle at 2 weeks of the PI device implantation (Figures 3A and 4). The
groups administered dexamethasone (alone or combined with metformin) exhibited sig-
nificantly fewer macrophages at 2 weeks, but not the group receiving only metformin. As
the FBR resolves, the number of macrophages decreases around the implant and in the
nerve regardless of treatment. Notably, at 8 weeks, the number of macrophages in the
groups administered dexamethasone for 2 weeks remained lower, although not significantly,
compared to the groups not receiving dexamethasone. Therefore, while metformin did not
affect the number of macrophages present in the tibial nerve, 2-week daily treatment of
dexamethasone significantly reduced the infiltration of hematogenous macrophages, even
at late times of 8 and 12 weeks. Figure 4 shows representative immunofluorescence images
of labeled macrophages for all treatments and studied time points.
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Figure 3. The effect of drug administration on the FBR to intraneural implants. (A) The number of
inflammatory Ibal+ cells in the tibial nerve of animals implanted with PI devices and administered
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metformin, dexamethasone, or both. (B,C) Tissue capsule thickness around the devices in the tib-
ial nerve of animals implanted with PI receiving the different treatments. Measurements were
made using immunofluorescence sections (B) and thin sections of epon-embedded nerves (C).
(D-F) Correlation between the number of Ibal+ cells and capsule thickness (IF) at 2, 8, and 12 weeks
after implantation. The solid lines represent the linear regression, while the shaded area represents
the 95% CIL. * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, ** p < 0.001, **** p < 0.0001, and ### p < 0.01 time variable, two-way
ANOVA followed by Tukey’s multiple comparison test.
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Figure 4. Representative images of inflammatory cells (red, Iba 1+ cell) infiltrating the tibial nerve after
2,8, and 12 weeks of the PI intraneural device implantation in the different groups studied. Note the
intense fluorescence emitted by the PI. The area limited by the dotted line corresponds to the tibial
fascicle of the sciatic nerve that was used to analyze the number of labeled cells. Scale bar: 100 pum.

3.3. Capsule Formation

In the early phases of FBR, the capsule surrounding the device is made up mainly
of macrophages that adhere to the implant trying to engulf it, whereas fibroblasts appear
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later, covering the implanted device with a fibrotic capsule [14]. Consequently, a positive
correlation (r = 0.683) was found at 2 weeks (Figure 3D) between the capsule thickness
(IF) and the number of macrophages, which declined at 8 and 12 weeks (Figure 3E,F).
Thus, the groups administered dexamethasone had reduced thickness of the capsule
at 2 weeks (Figure 3B,C), because of the decreased number of infiltrating macrophages
(Figure 3A). On the contrary, the group receiving only metformin did not show such a
reduction in capsule thickness at this time point. At the 8- and 12-week time points, as
the macrophages leave the implant surface, the capsule becomes less cellular and more
fibrous and compact (Figures 5 and 6) due to the increased presence of fibroblasts (Figure 7),
and the deposition of collagen fibers appears in the capsule (Figure 8). At 8 weeks, the
capsule thickness was significantly lower in the two metformin-administered groups, but
not in the dexamethasone-alone group, compared to the control group. In contrast, the
quantification performed in epon resin showed that at 8 weeks, only the group treated with
both dexamethasone and metformin had a significantly thinner capsule compared to the
control group. At 12 weeks, only the group with both dexamethasone and metformin had
a significantly thinner capsule than the control group.

2 week 8 week 12 week

CTL

MET

DEXA

Polyimide device

DEXA + MET

Figure 5. Representative images of nerve cross-sections around the PI intraneural implant after 2, 8,
and 12 weeks of the implantation in the different groups studied. Nerve fibers are labeled with
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antibody RT97. Note the intense fluorescence emitted by the PI. The measured capsule surrounding
the PI device is the area delimited by the dotted line, which separates the PI from the nerve fibers,
excluding tissue-empty regions. Scale bar: 50 um.

2 week 8 week 12 week

CTL

MET

DEXA

DEXA + MET

Figure 6. Representative images of cross-sections of the nerves embedded in epon resin and stained
with toluidine blue, corresponding to samples taken at 2, 8, and 12 weeks for the different study
groups. The images show the PI implants (pointed to by a red arrow in the top-right panel) within
the nerve, surrounded by the capsule and axons. The thickness of the capsule from the implant to the
first axons is marked with a red bar in the top-right panel. Images were acquired and transformed to
greyscale. Scale bar: 50 um for all the panels.
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2 week 8 week 12 week

CTL

MET

DEXA

Polyimide
device

DEXA + MET

-_—
10um|

Iba1 CD90 DAPI

Figure 7. Representative images of the capsule composition around the PI intraneural implant.
Immunohistochemical labeling for macrophages (red, Iba 1+), fibroblasts (green, CD90, arrowheads),
and nuclei (blue, DAPI) of tibial nerves of animals of the different groups implanted with a PI device
after 2, 8, and 12 weeks. Scale bar: 10 um. Images with the individual channels are presented as
Supplementary Materials Figures S1-S3.
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Figure 8. Representative images of nerve sections stained with Masson’s trichrome stain, showing the
deposition of collagen in the capsule around the PI intraneural implant. At 2 weeks, the pink-stained
area, outlined by the dotted line, corresponds to macrophages around the implant. At 8 and 12 weeks,
the pink areas around the devices decreased, while the blue-stained areas (dotted line), composed of
collagen fibers, were more preeminent surrounding the implant. Scale bar: 50 and 20 um.

Although the absolute values were slightly different on histological sections taken
under immunofluorescence and under light microscopy due to differences in processing,
the comparative results along time and among the groups were similar for the two methods
of quantification.

4. Discussion

The results of this study corroborate that the systemic administration of dexametha-
sone decreased macrophage infiltration around the PI intraneural implant, as it has been
described previously [10,18]. Therefore, the thickness of the capsule was reduced during
the initial phase. The action of metformin targets fibroblast and myofibroblast actions,
which become noticeable at the late phase of the FBR. Consequently, the capsule thickness
decreased from 8 weeks with metformin administration while dexamethasone alone lost its
initial preventing effect. Conversely, the reduction in capsule thickness at 12 weeks was
mostly evident with the combined treatment of dexamethasone and metformin, suggesting
a summatory effect of both drugs.

The reduction in functionality associated with the FBR is a relevant problem for
the chronic application of neural interfaces [2,4,6]. Strategies aimed at mitigating the
FBR have focused on two main approaches: the first involves the use of biocompatible
materials or the optimization of physicochemical properties of materials to enhance their
biocompatibility. This can include altering the shape, size, rigidity, and wettability of the
materials. The second approach involves the administration of drugs, either systemically or
locally, to modulate the FBR [19]. Local administration systems have significantly advanced
in recent years, allowing control of drug release by certain stimuli (electrical, pH, light
irradiation, etc.) [20,21], or the sequential delivery of multiple drugs [22]. Local delivery
systems have been used in implants in the CNS [23,24], but less in the PNS using cuff or
regenerative electrodes [19,25-27]. In contrast, drug coatings for intraneural PNS electrodes
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have not been explored in vivo [28,29]. The increase in size and thickness of the electrode
substrate resulting from the addition of coatings or microfluidic systems should be taken
into account, because of the volume constraints and the increase in endoneurial pressure of
peripheral nerves.

We selected systemic administration since it allows the combination of various FBR-
modulating drugs at different stages following implantation, according to the expected time
window of effectiveness. We found that metformin reduces the thickness of the capsule
deposited around the implant at the midterm. Furthermore, a combination treatment with
dexamethasone and metformin reduces the inflammatory infiltration during the first phase
and maintains a thinner capsule over the long term.

Dexamethasone has been demonstrated to reduce the FBR against different neu-
ral implants [4,10,18,19,30]. It acts through the glucocorticoid receptor, decreasing the
expression of inflammatory mediators and reducing the recruitment and activation of
macrophages [31,32]. Therefore, its maximum effect is expected to occur during the initial
phase of the FBR when macrophages are the predominant cells, and the environment is pro-
inflammatory. However, a long administration of dexamethasone causes several metabolic
disturbances [11]. Therefore, the selected doses for our study are within the low range
administered to humans [33], which are associated with fewer side effects. Additionally,
efforts are made to limit the duration of administration. In this regard, an administration
period of 2—4 weeks is sufficient to achieve a reduction in the inflammatory reaction and
the capsule around the implant; however, a loss of effect is expected compared to long-term
administration [10], as also observed in the present study.

Metformin, commonly prescribed for lowering blood glucose in patients with type II
diabetes, has gained attention in recent years for its potential as an antifibrotic agent in sev-
eral in vitro and in vivo models [12,34,35]. The antifibrotic effect of metformin is attributed
to its impact on the TGF-f signaling pathway, and on reducing oxidative stress [36,37].
Of particular importance is the disruption of the TGF-1 pathway resulting from the
activation of AMPK, leading to the downregulation of fibrosis-associated genes, which
reduce the production of collagen and fibronectin [38,39]. Additionally, AMPK activation
and the decrease in reactive oxygen species (ROS) production by metformin reduce the
migration and activation of fibroblasts and deactivate activated myofibroblasts [40,41].

This is the first work investigating the effect of metformin on the FBR elicited by an
intraneural device. The daily administration of metformin for 12 weeks did not show
any noticeable effects on health status of the rats (weight and behavior), indicating that
metformin can be given in chronic systemic regimes. The antifibrotic effect exerted by
metformin was noticeable at 8 weeks, but at 12 weeks, the capsule thickness enlarged
and was not different to that of the control group. Most studies with metformin showing
an antifibrotic effect in vivo involved sub-chronic administrations lasting 1 week [42,43],
2-3 weeks [12,35,40,44-47], 4 weeks [48-51], and 8 weeks [52,53]. It is important to men-
tion that in our model, we did not observe a reduction in fibrosis at 2 weeks because
fibroblasts and collagen production are not appreciable surrounding the implant until
8 weeks [15]. Moreover, the role of myofibroblasts in the fibrosis associated with periph-
eral nerve injuries appears to be focused on collagen contraction rather than production.
Myofibroblasts are the main producers of collagen in other tissues, but their presence in
the nerve is very scarce [54]. Therefore, metformin may not be exerting its full antifibrotic
potential in the peripheral nerve, or higher doses may be needed along the duration of
the implant. Regarding the anti-inflammatory action of metformin, we did not find a
reduction in the number of infiltrated macrophages in the nerve. However, other studies
have demonstrated anti-inflammatory effects, including the reduction in macrophage acti-
vation and recruitment, promotion of their differentiation into M2-like macrophages, or
the reduction in cytokine production [43,53,55-57]. Recently, a study showed that the daily
intraperitoneal administration of metformin, together with two other compounds acting
as a metabolic inhibitor cocktail, significantly reduced the connective capsule thickness
surrounding subcutaneously implanted cellulose disks at 2 weeks and more so at 4 weeks
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of the implant [58]. Interestingly, they found that the cocktail induced a general state of
quiescence in the capsule-associated transcriptome, with the most relevant changes being
the upregulation of pathways of TGF-f3 signaling and biosynthesis of unsaturated fatty
acids, and gene changes that contribute to wound healing and reduced scar formation.
Indeed, similar to macrophages, dermal profibrotic fibroblasts are metabolically dependent
on glycolysis, and antifibrotic cells are dependent on fatty acid oxidation, suggesting a
positive action of metformin treatment [59].

We have also assessed a combined treatment to modulate the two different stages of
the FBR. During the early phase of the FBR, the pro-inflammatory environment primarily
generated by macrophages initiates a feedback process in which pro-inflammatory media-
tors recruit more macrophages that surround the implant site. Since the implant material
cannot be eliminated, macrophages transition from a pro-inflammatory phenotype to an
anti-inflammatory one and lay the groundwork for the deposition of foreign body giant cells
and the predominant action of fibroblasts during the late phase of the FBR [14]. These cells
secrete extracellular matrix (ECM) components such as fibronectin and collagen, leading
to the formation of a capsule that isolates the implant from the tissue [6]. Dexametha-
sone reduces the number and activation of macrophages, promoting an anti-inflammatory
environment. Simultaneously, metformin reduces the action of fibroblasts, resulting in a
smaller capsule around the implant. As hypothesized, this combined treatment was the
most effective compared to separate metformin and dexamethasone administration.

The benefits of the combined treatment reported in this study must be proven in
further studies, assessing if this reduction in the FBR is reflected in reduction in tissue
impedance and improvement of stimulation and recording properties of the electrodes [4].
However, to reach this evaluation, the model of a passive device implantation, mimicking
physically a “real” electrode as in our model, is very useful for initial screening and for
finding the adequate dosage [10].

Whereas the phenotyping of macrophages differentiating the pro- and the anti-
inflammatory states is possible with cell labeling, the distinction of the activated state of fi-
broblasts is more complicated; indeed, the fibroblasts that penetrate the nerve and surround
the intraneural device are not marked with common antibodies against vimentin, smooth
muscle actin, and others [14]. Our combined treatment showed synergic effects of the two
compounds used, and paves the way to search for other more complex combinations, and
also to develop focal administration paths to reduce potential secondary complications of
the drugs given systemically [58].

5. Conclusions

Metformin is a promising antifibrotic treatment that can be safely administered chroni-
cally. The fibrotic capsule around the intraneural implant decreased over the medium term,
although the effect declined over the long term. A combined therapy of dexamethasone
and metformin appears to be an effective strategy to modulate the complex process of the
FBR in the peripheral nerves.

Supplementary Materials: The following supporting information can be downloaded at: https:
/ /www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/ cells13242112 /51, Figure S1: Representative images of the capsule
composition around the PI intraneural implant. Immunohistochemical labeling for nuclei (blue,
DAPI) of tibial nerves of animals of the different groups implanted with a PI device after 2, 8 and
12 weeks. Scale bar: 10 um; Figure S2: Representative images of the capsule composition around
the PI intraneural implant. Immunohistochemical labeling for fibroblasts (green, CD90) of tibial
nerves of animals of the different groups implanted with a PI device after 2, 8 and 12 weeks. Scale
bar: 10 um; Figure S3: Representative images of the capsule composition around the PI intraneural
implant. Immunohistochemical labeling for macrophages (red, Iba 1) of tibial nerves of animals of
the different groups implanted with a PI device after 2, 8 and 12 weeks. Scale bar: 10 um.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, X.N. and J.d.V.; methodology, X.N.; validation, X.N. and
J.d.V,; formal analysis, B.R.-M.; investigation, B.R.-M.; resources, X.N.; data curation, B.R.-M.; writing—
original draft preparation, B.R.-M.; writing—review and editing, X.N. and ].d.V,; visualization, B.R.-M.


https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/cells13242112/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/cells13242112/s1

Cells 2024, 13,2112 14 of 16

and J.d.V,; supervision, X.N. and J.d.V.; project administration, X.N.; funding acquisition, X.N. All
authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was supported by the FLAG-ERA JTC2021 project RESCUEGRAPH PCI2021-
122075, funded by MCIN/ AEI/10.13039/501100011033 and NextGenerationEU /PRTR; the HORIZON-
EIC-2022-PATHFINDEROPEN-01 BioFINE project (contract 101099366); and TERAV and CIBERNED
funds from the Instituto de Salud Carlos III of Spain.

Institutional Review Board Statement: All the in vivo experimental procedures performed complied
with the ARRIVE guidelines and were approved by the Ethics Committee of the UAB in accordance
with the European Communities Council Directive 2010/63/EU.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.
Data Availability Statement: Data will be made available from the authors under reasonable request.

Acknowledgments: The authors thank Steven Walston, Eduard Masvidal, and Jose A. Garrido,
from the Catalan Institute of Nanoscience and Nanotechnology (ICN2), for providing the polyimide
devices used in the study. The valuable technical assistance of Monica Espejo, Jessica Jaramillo, and
Neus Hernandez at the UAB laboratory is greatly appreciated. The RT97 antibody was obtained
from the Developmental Studies Hybridoma Bank developed under the auspices of the NICHD and
maintained by the University of lowa, Department of Biology.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflicts of interest. The funders had no role in the design
of the study; in the collection, analyses, or interpretation of data; in the writing of the manuscript; or
in the decision to publish the results.

References

1. del Valle, J.; Navarro, X. Interfaces with the Peripheral Nerve for the Control of Neuroprostheses, 1st ed.; Elsevier Inc.: Amsterdam,
The Netherlands, 2013; Volume 109, ISBN 9780124200456.

2. Grill, W.M.; Thomas Mortimer, J. Electrical Properties of Implant Encapsulation Tissue. Ann. Biomed. Eng. 1994, 22, 23-33.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

3. Lotti, F; Ranieri, F; Vadala, G.; Zollo, L.; Di Pino, G. Invasive Intraneural Interfaces: Foreign Body Reaction Issues. Front. Neurosci.
2017, 11, 497. [CrossRef]

4. dela Oliva, N.; del Valle, ]J.; Delgado-Martinez, I.; Mueller, M.; Stieglitz, T.; Navarro, X.; Delgado-Martinez, I.; Mueller, M.;
Stieglitz, T.; Navarro, X.; et al. Long-Term Functionality of Transversal Intraneural Electrodes Is Improved By Dexamethasone
Treatment. IEEE Trans. Neural Syst. Rehabil. Eng. 2019, 27, 457-464. [CrossRef]

5. Gulino, M,; Kim, D.; Pané, S.; Santos, S.D.; Pégo, A.P. Tissue Response to Neural Implants: The Use of Model Systems toward
New Design Solutions of Implantable Microelectrodes. Front. Neurosci. 2019, 13, 689. [CrossRef]

6. Carnicer-Lombarte, A.; Chen, S.T.; Malliaras, G.G.; Barone, D.G. Foreign Body Reaction to Implanted Biomaterials and Its Impact
in Nerve Neuroprosthetics. Front. Bioeng. Biotechnol. 2021, 9, 622524. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

7. Grill, WM.; Mortimer, J.T. Neural and Connective Tissue Response to Long-Term Implantation of Multiple Contact Nerve Cuff
Electrodes. J. Biomed. Mater. Res. 2000, 50, 215-226. [CrossRef]

8. Waurth, S.; Capogrosso, M.; Raspopovic, S.; Gandar, J.; Federici, G.; Kinany, N.; Cutrone, A.; Piersigilli, A.; Pavlova, N.; Guiet, R,;
et al. Long-Term Usability and Bio-Integration of Polyimide-Based Intra-Neural Stimulating Electrodes. Biomaterials 2017, 122,
114-129. [CrossRef]

9. Song, E,;Li,J.; Won, SM.; Bai, W.; Rogers, J.A. Materials for Flexible Bioelectronic Systems as Chronic Neural Interfaces. Nat.
Mater. 2020, 19, 590-603. [CrossRef]

10. De la Oliva, N.; Navarro, X.; del Valle, J. Dexamethasone Reduces the Foreign Body Reaction to Intraneural Electrode Implants in
the Peripheral Nerve of the Rat. Anat. Rec. 2018, 301, 1722-1733. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

11.  Desgeorges, T.; Caratti, G.; Mounier, R.; Tuckermann, J.; Chazaud, B. Glucocorticoids Shape Macrophage Phenotype for Tissue
Repair. Front. Immunol. 2019, 10, 1591. [CrossRef]

12.  Rangarajan, S.; Bone, N.B.; Zmijewska, A.A ; Jiang, S.; Park, D.W.; Bernard, K.; Locy, M.L.; Ravi, S.; Deshane, J.; Mannon, R.B.;
et al. Metformin Reverses Established Lung Fibrosis in a Bleomycin Model. Nat. Med. 2018, 24, 1121-1131. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Lago, N.; Yoshida, K.; Koch, K.P.; Navarro, X. Assessment of Biocompatibility of Chronically Implanted Polyimide and Platinum
Intrafascicular Electrodes. IEEE Trans. Biomed. Eng. 2007, 54, 281-290. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. dela Oliva, N.; Navarro, X.; Del Valle, J. Time Course Study of Long-Term Biocompatibility and Foreign Body Reaction to
Intraneural Polyimide-Based Implants. J. Biomed. Mater. Res. Part A 2018, 106, 746-757. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

15. Dela Oliva, N.; Mueller, M; Stieglitz, T.; Navarro, X.; Del Valle, J. On the Use of Parylene C Polymer as Substrate for Peripheral

Nerve Electrodes. Sci. Rep. 2018, 8, 5965. [CrossRef] [PubMed]


https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02368219
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8060024
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnins.2017.00497
https://doi.org/10.1109/TNSRE.2019.2897256
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnins.2019.00689
https://doi.org/10.3389/fbioe.2021.622524
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33937212
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1097-4636(200005)50:2%3C215::AID-JBM17%3E3.0.CO;2-A
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2017.01.014
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41563-020-0679-7
https://doi.org/10.1002/ar.23920
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30353712
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2019.01591
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41591-018-0087-6
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29967351
https://doi.org/10.1109/TBME.2006.886617
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17278585
https://doi.org/10.1002/jbm.a.36274
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29052368
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-24502-z
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29654317

Cells 2024, 13, 2112 150f 16

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

del Valle, J.; Santos, D.; Delgado-Martinez, I.; de la Oliva, N.; Giudetti, G.; Micera, S.; Navarro, X.; Delgado-Martinez, I. Segregation
of Motor and Sensory Axons Regenerating through Bicompartmental Tubes by Combining Extracellular Matrix Components
with Neurotrophic Factors. J. Tissue Eng. Regen. Med. 2018, 12, 1991-2000. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

de Medinaceli, L.; Freed, W.J.; Wyatt, R.J. An Index of the Functional Condition of Rat Sciatic Nerve Based on Measurements
Made from Walking Tracks. Exp. Neurol. 1982, 77, 634—643. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Zhong, Y.; Bellamkonda, R.V. Dexamethasone-Coated Neural Probes Elicit Attenuated Inflammatory Response and Neuronal
Loss Compared to Uncoated Neural Probes. Brain Res. 2007, 1148, 15-27. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Barone, D.G.; Carnicer-Lombarte, A.; Tourlomousis, P.; Hamilton, R.S.; Prater, M.; Rutz, A.L.; Dimov, I.B.; Malliaras, G.G.; Lacour,
S.P.; Robertson, A.A.B.; et al. Prevention of the Foreign Body Response to Implantable Medical Devices by Inflammasome
Inhibition. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2022, 119, €2115857119. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Ahmadi, S.; Rabiee, N.; Bagherzadeh, M.; Elmi, F; Fatahi, Y.; Farjadian, F; Baheiraei, N.; Nasseri, B.; Rabiee, M.; Dastjerd, N.T.;
et al. Stimulus-Responsive Sequential Release Systems for Drug and Gene Delivery. Nano Today 2020, 34, 100914. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Sun, H.; Zhang, L.; Xia, W.; Chen, L.; Xu, Z.; Zhang, W. Fabrication of Graphene Oxide-Modified Chitosan for Controlled Release
of Dexamethasone Phosphate. Appl. Phys. A 2016, 122, 632. [CrossRef]

Yin, WH.; Zhou, C.H,; Ju, X.J.; Deng, Y.; Zhang, L.; Xie, R.; Wang, W.; Liu, Z.; Chu, L.Y. Dual-Functional Polyetheretherketone
Surface with Programmed Sequential Drug Release Coating. Colloids Surf. B Biointerfaces 2022, 219, 112806. [CrossRef]
Rennaker, R.L.; Miller, J.; Tang, H.; Wilson, D.A. Minocycline Increases Quality and Longevity of Chronic Neural Recordings. J.
Neural Eng. 2007, 4, L1-L5. [CrossRef]

Mercanzini, A.; Reddy, S.T.; Velluto, D.; Colin, P; Maillard, A.; Bensadoun, J.C.; Hubbell, J.A.; Renaud, P. Controlled Release
Nanoparticle-Embedded Coatings Reduce the Tissue Reaction to Neuroprostheses. J. Control. Release 2010, 145, 196-202. [PubMed]
Park, S.J.; Lee, Y.J.; Heo, D.N.; Kwon, LK.; Yun, K.-S.S.; Kang, ].Y.; Lee, S.H. Functional Nerve Cuff Electrode with Controllable
Anti-Inflammatory Drug Loading and Release by Biodegradable Nanofibers and Hydrogel Deposition. Sens. Actuators B Chem.
2015, 215, 133-141.

Heo, D.N.; Song, S.J.; Kim, H.J.; Lee, Y.J.; Ko, WK.; Lee, S H.S.].5.H.S.].5.H.; Lee, D.; Park, S.J.; Zhang, L.G.; Kang, ].Y,; et al.
Multifunctional Hydrogel Coatings on the Surface of Neural Cuff Electrode for Improving Electrode-Nerve Tissue Interfaces.
Acta Biomater. 2016, 39, 25-33. [CrossRef]

Fitzgerald, J.J. Suppression of Scarring in Peripheral Nerve Implants by Drug Elution. . Neural Eng. 2016, 13, 026006. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Gori, M,; Giannitelli, S.M.; Vadala, G.; Papalia, R.; Zollo, L.; Sanchez, M.; Trombetta, M.; Rainer, A.; Di Pino, G.; Denaro, V. A Soft
Zwitterionic Hydrogel as Potential Coating on a Polyimide Surface to Reduce Foreign Body Reaction to Intraneural Electrodes.
Molecules 2022, 27, 3126. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Gori, M.; Vadala, G.; Giannitelli, S.M.; Denaro, V.; Di Pino, G. Biomedical and Tissue Engineering Strategies to Control Foreign
Body Reaction to Invasive Neural Electrodes. Front. Bioeng. Biotechnol. 2021, 9, 659033. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Spataro, L.; Dilgen, J.; Retterer, S.; Spence, A.].; Isaacson, M.; Turner, ].N.; Shain, W. Dexamethasone Treatment Reduces Astroglia
Responses to Inserted Neuroprosthetic Devices in Rat Neocortex. Exp. Neurol. 2005, 194, 289-300. [CrossRef]

Ehrchen, ].M.; Roth, J.; Barczyk-Kahlert, K. More than Suppression: Glucocorticoid Action on Monocytes and Macrophages. Front.
Immunol. 2019, 10, 2028. [CrossRef]

Coutinho, A.E.; Chapman, K.E. The Anti-Inflammatory and Immunosuppressive Effects of Glucocorticoids, Recent Developments
and Mechanistic Insights. Mol. Cell. Endocrinol. 2011, 335, 2-13. [CrossRef]

Normansell, R.; Kew, K.M.; Mansour, G. Different Oral Corticosteroid Regimens for Acute Asthma. Cochrane Database Syst. Rev.
2016, 2016, CD011801. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Lee, M.; Katerelos, M.; Gleich, K.; Galic, S.; Kemp, B.E.; Mount, P.E; Power, D.A. Phosphorylation of Acetyl-CoA Carboxylase by
AMPK Reduces Renal Fibrosis and Is Essential for the Anti-Fibrotic Effect of Metformin. J. Am. Soc. Nephrol. 2018, 29, 2326-2336.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Biondo, L.A.; Batatinha, H.A.; Souza, C.O.; Teixeira, A.A.S,; Silveira, L.S.; Alonso-Vale, M.I.; Oyama, L.M.; Alves, M.].; Seelaender,
M.; Neto, J.C.R. Metformin Mitigates Fibrosis and Glucose Intolerance Induced by Doxorubicin in Subcutaneous Adipose Tissue.
Front. Pharmacol. 2018, 9, 452. [CrossRef]

Wu, M; Xu, H,; Liu, J.; Tan, X.; Wan, S.; Guo, M.; Long, Y.; Xu, Y. Metformin and Fibrosis: A Review of Existing Evidence and
Mechanisms. . Diabetes Res. 2021, 2021, 6673525. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Yang, Y,; Lu, X,; Liu, N.; Ma, S.; Zhang, H.; Zhang, Z.; Yang, K,; Jiang, M.; Zheng, Z.; Qiao, Y.; et al. Metformin Decelerates Aging
Clock in Male Monkeys. Cell 2024, 187, 6358-6378.€29. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Lu, J.; Shi, J; Li, M.; Gui, B;; Fu, R;; Yao, G.; Duan, Z.; Lv, Z.; Yang, Y.; Chen, Z_; et al. Activation of AMPK by Metformin Inhibits
TGEF-p-Induced Collagen Production in Mouse Renal Fibroblasts. Life Sci. 2015, 127, 59-65. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Yi, H.,; Huang, C.; Shi, Y.; Cao, Q.; Chen, J.; Chen, X.M.; Pollock, C.A. Metformin Attenuates Renal Fibrosis in a Mouse Model of
Adenine-Induced Renal Injury Through Inhibiting TGF-B1 Signaling Pathways. Front. Cell Dev. Biol. 2021, 9, 603802. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Sato, N.; Takasaka, N.; Yoshida, M.; Tsubouchi, K.; Minagawa, S.; Araya, J.; Saito, N.; Fujita, Y.; Kurita, Y.; Kobayashi, K.; et al.
Metformin Attenuates Lung Fibrosis Development via NOX4 Suppression. Respir. Res. 2016, 17, 107. [CrossRef] [PubMed]


https://doi.org/10.1002/term.2629
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29266822
https://doi.org/10.1016/0014-4886(82)90234-5
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7117467
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brainres.2007.02.024
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17376408
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2115857119
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35298334
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nantod.2020.100914
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32788923
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00339-016-0029-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.colsurfb.2022.112806
https://doi.org/10.1088/1741-2560/4/2/L01
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20447428
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actbio.2016.05.009
https://doi.org/10.1088/1741-2560/13/2/026006
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26824180
https://doi.org/10.3390/molecules27103126
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35630604
https://doi.org/10.3389/fbioe.2021.659033
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34113605
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.expneurol.2004.08.037
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2019.02028
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mce.2010.04.005
https://doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD011801.pub2
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27176676
https://doi.org/10.1681/ASN.2018010050
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29976587
https://doi.org/10.3389/fphar.2018.00452
https://doi.org/10.1155/2021/6673525
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34007848
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2024.08.021
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/39270656
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lfs.2015.01.042
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25744403
https://doi.org/10.3389/fcell.2021.603802
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33614642
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12931-016-0420-x
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27576730

Cells 2024, 13, 2112 16 of 16

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

Thakur, S.; Viswanadhapalli, S.; Kopp, J.B.; Shi, Q.; Barnes, ].L.; Block, K.; Gorin, Y.; Abboud, H.E. Activation of AMP-Activated
Protein Kinase Prevents TGF-B1-Induced Epithelial-Mesenchymal Transition and Myofibroblast Activation. Am. J. Pathol. 2015,
185, 2168-2180. [CrossRef]

Shen, Y.; Miao, N.; Xu, J.; Gan, X.; Xu, D.; Zhou, L.; Xue, H.; Zhang, W.; Lu, L. Metformin Prevents Renal Fibrosis in Mice with
Unilateral Ureteral Obstruction and Inhibits Ang II-Induced ECM Production in Renal Fibroblasts. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2016, 17, 146.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Xavier, D.O.; Amaral, L.S.; Gomes, M.A.; Rocha, M.A.; Campos, PR.; Cota, B.D.C.V,; Tafuri, L.S.A.; Paiva, AM.R; Silva, ].H,;
Andrade, S.P; et al. Metformin Inhibits Inflammatory Angiogenesis in a Murine Sponge Model. Biomed. Pharmacother. 2010, 64,
220-225. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Kheirollahi, V.; Wasnick, R.M.; Biasin, V.; Vazquez-Armendariz, A.IL,; Chu, X.; Moiseenko, A.; Weiss, A.; Wilhelm, J.; Zhang, ].S.;
Kwapiszewska, G.; et al. Metformin Induces Lipogenic Differentiation in Myofibroblasts to Reverse Lung Fibrosis. Nat. Commun.
2019, 10, 2987. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Sisson, T.H.; Christensen, P.J.; Muraki, Y.; Dils, A.J.; Chibucos, L.; Subbotina, N.; Tohyama, K.; Horowitz, J.C.; Matsuo, T.; Bailie,
M.; et al. Phosphodiesterase 4 Inhibition Reduces Lung Fibrosis Following Targeted Type II Alveolar Epithelial Cell Injury. Physiol.
Rep. 2018, 6, €13753. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Ursini, F; Grembiale, R.D.; D’Antona, L.; Gallo, E.; D’Angelo, S.; Citraro, R.; Visca, P,; Olivieri, I.; De Sarro, G.; Perrotti, N.; et al.
Oral Metformin Ameliorates Bleomycin-Induced Skin Fibrosis. J. Investig. Dermatol. 2016, 136, 1892-1894. [CrossRef]

Zheng, W.; Song, J.; Zhang, Y.; Chen, S.; Ruan, H.; Fan, C. Metformin Prevents Peritendinous Fibrosis by Inhibiting Transforming
Growth Factor-3 Signaling. Oncotarget 2017, 8, 101784-101794. [CrossRef]

Zhang, L.; Cao, Z.; Bai, T.; Carr, L.; Ella-Menye, J.R.; Irvin, C.; Ratner, B.D,; Jiang, S. Zwitterionic Hydrogels Implanted in Mice
Resist the Foreign-Body Reaction. Nat. Biotechnol. 2013, 31, 553-556. [CrossRef]

Luo, T.; Nocon, A,; Fry, J.; Sherban, A.; Rui, X,; Jiang, B.; Xu, X.J.; Han, J.; Yan, Y.; Yang, Q.; et al. AMPK Activation by Metformin
Suppresses Abnormal Extracellular Matrix Remodeling in Adipose Tissue and Ameliorates Insulin Resistance in Obesity. Diabetes
2016, 65, 2295-2310. [CrossRef]

Li, 5.X,; Li, C,; Pang, X.R.; Zhang, ].; Yu, G.C.; Yeo, A.].; Lavin, M.E; Shao, H,; Jia, Q.; Peng, C. Metformin Attenuates Silica-Induced
Pulmonary Fibrosis by Activating Autophagy via the AMPK-MTOR Signaling Pathway. Front. Pharmacol. 2021, 12, 719589.
[CrossRef]

Karatas, A.; Oz, B; Celik, C.; Akar, Z.A.; Akkoc, R.F; Etem, E.O.; Dagli, A.F,; Koca, S.S. Tofacitinib and Metformin Reduce the
Dermal Thickness and Fibrosis in Mouse Model of Systemic Sclerosis. Sci. Rep. 2022, 12, 2553. [CrossRef]

Tikoo, K.; Sharma, E.; Amara, V.R.,; Pamulapati, H.; Dhawale, V.S. Metformin Improves Metabolic Memory in High Fat Diet
(HFD)- Induced Renal Dysfunction. J. Biol. Chem. 2016, 291, 21848-21856. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Shin, H.S.; Ko, J.; Kim, D.A.; Ryu, E.S.; Ryu, HM.; Park, S.H.; Kim, Y.L.; Oh, E.S.; Kang, D.H. Metformin Ameliorates the
Phenotype Transition of Peritoneal Mesothelial Cells and Peritoneal Fibrosis via a Modulation of Oxidative Stress. Sci. Rep. 2017,
7,5690. [CrossRef]

Fertala, J.; Rivlin, M.; Wang, M.L.; Beredjiklian, P.K.; Steplewski, A.; Fertala, A. Collagen-rich Deposit Formation in the Sciatic
Nerve after Injury and Surgical Repair: A Study of Collagen-producing Cells in a Rabbit Model. Brain Behav. 2020, 10, e01802.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Nassif, R.M.; Chalhoub, E.; Chedid, P.; Hurtado-Nedelec, M.; Raya, E.; Dang, PM.C.; Marie, ].C.; El-Benna, J. Metformin Inhibits
ROS Production by Human M2 Macrophages via the Activation of AMPK. Biomedicines 2022, 10, 319. [CrossRef]

Jing, Y.; Wu, E; Li, D,; Yang, L.; Li, Q.; Li, R. Metformin Improves Obesity-Associated Inflammation by Altering Macrophages
Polarization. Mol. Cell. Endocrinol. 2018, 461, 256-264. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Zhang, X.; Shang, F.; Hui, L.; Zang, K.; Sun, G. The Alleviative Effects of Metformin for Lipopolysaccharide-Induced Acute Lung
Injury Rat Model and Its Underlying Mechanism. Saudi Pharm. ]. 2017, 25, 666—670. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Macias, S.L.; Palmer, O.; Simonovich, J.A.; Clark, R.A.; Hudalla, G.A.; Keselowsky, B.G. Inmunometabolic Approaches Mitigating
Foreign Body Response and Transcriptome Characterization of the Foreign Body Capsule. Adv. Healthc. Mater. 2024, e2400602.
[CrossRef]

Zhao, X.; Psarianos, P.; Ghoraie, L.S.; Yip, K.; Goldstein, D.; Gilbert, R.; Witterick, I.; Pang, H.; Hussain, A.; Lee, ].H.; et al.
Metabolic Regulation of Dermal Fibroblasts Contributes to Skin Extracellular Matrix Homeostasis and Fibrosis. Nat. Metab. 2019,
1, 147-157. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajpath.2015.04.014
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms17020146
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26805826
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopha.2009.08.004
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20053525
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-10839-0
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31278260
https://doi.org/10.14814/phy2.13753
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29952109
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jid.2016.05.097
https://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.21695
https://doi.org/10.1038/nbt.2580
https://doi.org/10.2337/db15-1122
https://doi.org/10.3389/fphar.2021.719589
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-06581-1
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.C116.732990
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27551045
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-05836-6
https://doi.org/10.1002/brb3.1802
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32924288
https://doi.org/10.3390/biomedicines10020319
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mce.2017.09.025
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28935544
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsps.2017.05.001
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28579909
https://doi.org/10.1002/adhm.202400602
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42255-018-0008-5
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32694814

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Surgical Procedure 
	Drug Administration 
	Electrophysiological and Functional Evaluation 
	Histological Evaluation 
	Data Analysis 

	Results 
	Functional Evaluation 
	Inflammatory Response 
	Capsule Formation 

	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

