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ABSTRACT

Introduction: Polymethylmethacrylate (PMMA) is an alloplastic compound used for body and facial filling, commercialized in microsphere format diluted
in purified vehicles, and used as polymer applied to bioplasty. In Brazil, infiltrative PMMA implants are being used in order to restore the volume lost
during the aging process and the formation of wrinkles and other types of facial depressions or body asymmetries. PMMA is a polymer that stimulates
neocollagenesis, causing a controlled inflammatory reaction, which stabilizes the material and defines the implant site. However, there is still a lack of
documentation and research on possible adverse reactions to this material.

Methods: This is a restrospective study of bioplasty patients attended at a private clinic from 2005 to 2019. Demographic profile of the patients was registered,
as well as the PMMA commercial brand used in them, concentration, site of implantation among other aspects related to the procedure. 506 charts were

included; all patients were women, 49.4% were middle aged.

Results: The main complaint was aesthetic (94.3%). The most performed diagnostics were nasal alteration (33.6%). The most implanted site was the nose
(84.4%) and the most used brand was Linnea Safe, at 30%. Only one patient (0.2%) presented complication which was infection.

Conclusion: PMMA implantation was mainly performed in the nose of middle-aged women and with low incidence of adverse reactions. More studies

regarding incidence and epidemiology of PMMA implantation are needed.
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Introduction

Polymethylmethacrylate (PMMA) is a thermoplastic polymer,
rigid, colorless, malleable, non-absorbable and permanent filler
used as dermal filler, bone cement and dental filler. PMMA
as a dermal filler is considered biocompatible, stable on the
implantation site, does not induce protrusion of skin, is not
removed by phagocytosis, does not present migration potential to
distant locations and does not induce the formation of foreign body
granuloma, resulting in minimal immunogenic response [1-3].

The intramuscular implantation of PMMA in mice generated
inflammation with collagen deposition and was considered
biocompatible in spite of the use of a commercial brand that
presented irregularities in the beads size which prevented the
better stability of the used biomaterial. The knowledge regarding
PMMA side effects, migration potential and the phagocytosis
of the microspheres have grown in time and resulted in better
manufacturing, quality control regarding microspheres size and
biocompatibility [4-7].

PMMA Artefill™ (former Artecoll and current Bellafill) presents
as vehicle bovine collagen which facilitates a better distribution of

the 40 um sized microspheres and is replaced by the body's own
collagen fibers. The microspheres are not digested by enzymes
due to the methyl group which stabilizes the molecules. This
product presents predictable results, but its implantation allows no
mistakes as it results in permanent presence of the microspheres
and collagen in the site requiring practice and experience

for the professionals who will apply its implantation. Other
commercial brands have been introduced in the market and its
use as dermal filler and bone cement has been widely expanded
[3,5,6,8,9].

PMMA is used as a filler for soft tissues augmentation with
immediate and long-term results. The choice of material,
depth of implantation, application technique and quantity to be
injected must be suitable for each patient and anatomical site
and will directly influence the result. It has been used in several
different applications such as in HIV/AIDS related lipodystrophy;
infraorbital rhytids, facial rejuvenation and atrophic acne scars.
However, there are some complications related to the implantation
procedures such as hypersensitivity, toxicity, embolism and
thermal necrosis [2,8,10-15].

Since the PMMA indications are varied and related to medical
and dermatological needs, this study aimed to determine the
performance of PMMA implantations and the occurrence of
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adverse reactions in a private clinic in Manaus, AM, North region
of Brazil, in the period from 2000 to 2019.

Materials and Methods

This is a retrospective study performed with secondary data
retrieved from patients’ charts attended in a private clinic, Bioplastia
Brasil, by Dr. Eduardo Luiz da Costa in Manaus, Amazonas,
Brazil. The analyses were performed in the Tropical Pathology and
Public Health Institute, Federal University of Goias, Goias, Brazil.
The inclusion criteria were: complete charts from patients that had
a PMMA implantation, the procedure was performed from 2005
to 2019. The exclusion criteria were: incomplete chart and/or not
attend the inclusion criteria. All patients’ personal identification
data were kept in confidentiality.

The analyzed variables were: gender, housing, age, main complaint
that originated the PMMA implantation, previous diseases,
current disease, previous surgeries, obstetric history, use of
medications, allergies to medications, body mass index, diagnosis
or methodological indication, site of implantation, concentration
of PMMA used, quantity of PMMA implanted, PMMA brand used
in the procedure, presence of complications, type of complication,
affected region, outcome or treatment of the complication and
medical conduct.

This study was approved by the Ethics in Research Committee
from the Federal University of Goias (CEP/UFG), protocol
number 3.611.775. The data were organized and described using
the IBM SPSS Statistics 22 software. Correlations and associations
between the main complaint of the patient with the outcome after
PMMA implantation; the concentration of the product, volume
and anatomical site of implantation, PMMA brand used and the
presence of adverse reactions and complications; between the type
of adverse reactions. Also, the correlations analyzed enabled to
enlarge the knowledge regarding the bioplasty using biomaterials,
its usefulness and applicability.

The correlations and associations were performed using the STATA
software, version 15.0. The descriptive analyzes were performed
regarding all variables related to the epidemiological profile of the
patients submitted to PMMA implantation. Quantitative variables
were presented as median and interquartile range (IQR) and
qualitative variables were presented as absolute (n) and relative
(%) frequencies. In order to verify the variables related adverse
effects (dependent variables) due to PMMA implantation, bivariate
and multiple Poisson analyses were performed with robust
variance. In the Poisson multiple regression only the variables
that presented with p-value < 0.20 in the bivariate analysis were
included. The magnitude of the association in the regression
model was presented as the Adjusted Prevalence Ratio (PR) and
respective 95% confidence interval (95% CI). The standard error
(SE) of the estimates was also presented. Variables with p-value
< 0.05 were considered statistically significant.

Results

A total of 506 patients were submitted to PMMA implantation
in a private clinic in Manaus, Amazonas, Brazil, in the period of
2005 to 2019. All patients submitted to this procedure were women
(100%). The demographic and clinical characteristics added to the
obstetric data of the patients submitted to PMMA implantation
are described in Table 1. The majority of them (49.4%) were in
the age brackets of 31 to 50 and resident in Manaus (96.8%),
Amazonas, Brazil. The BMI showed that 63.4% of them were
eutrophic. The most frequent morbidities reported were arterial

hypertension (5.5%) and hormonal disbalance (4.5%). The
most used medication reported was oral contraceptive (23.5%).
Regarding previous surgeries the patients reported Caesarean
section (38.3%), breast implant (25.15), liposuction (19.2%) and
abdominoplasty (10.5%) (Table 1).

Table 1: Demographic, clinic and obstetric characteristics from
women submitted to PMMA implantantion in the period from
2000 to 2016 in a private clinic from Manaus, AM, Brazil.

Variables (N=500) %

Age brackets (years)

18-30 170 339
31-50 248 494
> 50 84 16.7
Not informed 4 0.7
Residency

Manaus 490 96.8
Others 16 32
Body Mass Index

Low body weight 23 4.7
Eutrophic 323 63.4
Over weight 137 27.7
Obesity 21 4.3

Not informed 12 2.37
Previous Morbidities*

Arterial hypertension 28 5.5

Autoimmune disease 3 0.6
Cardiovascular 3 0.6
disease

Chronic neurologic 5 1.0
disease

Dermatologic disease 2 0.4
Diabetes 9 1.8
Gastrointestinal 3 0.6
disease

Genital tract disease 4 0.8
Hepatic disease 2 0.4
Hormonal disbalance 23 4.5

Hypercholesterolemia 2 0.4
Muscle skeletal 5 1.0
disease

Ophtalmologic 2 0.4
disease

Psiquiatric disease 4 0.8
Respiratory tract 7 1.4
disease

Other 4 0.8
Alergies

Acetylsalicylic acid 17 34
(ASA)

Penicilin 11 2.2
Sulpha 14 2.8
Other 84 16.6
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Medications currently in use Calf disproportion 2 0.4
ASA 2 0.4 Cartilage sinking 0.2
Isotretinoin 6 1.2 Dark under-eye 29 5.7
Oral contraceptive 119 23.5 circles
Other 218 431 Expression wrinkles 144 28.5
Previous surgeries Facial assimetry 5 1.0
Appendectomy 16 32 Facial fat 3 1.0
s 6 1.2 Facial ptosis 72 14.2
Breast fibroadenoma 8 1.6 Fat pads 30 5.9
removal Gluteal depression 0.8
Cardiac 3 0.6 Tear trough 9 1.8
Cesarian section 194 38.3 Lip disproportion 13 2.6
Cholecystectomy 31 6.1 Lipodistrophy 1 0.2
Dilation and 4 0.8 Malar depression 1 0.2
curettage Micrognathia 38 7.5
Lafern SUgELy 10 20 Mini liposuction 1 0.2
Ly s o 23 45 Nasal alteration 170 33.6
L sl [ I Nasolabial fold 9 1.8
Ustinioge . 145 Rhinolasty sequelae 13 2.6
Oophorectomy 8 L6 Cicatricial 3 0.6
Ophtalmologic 7 1.4 deformities
Orthognathic 2 0.4 Trochanteric 8 1.6
Ortopedic 15 3.0 depression
Thyroidectomy 8 1.6 Site of implantation
Tonsillectomy 5 1.0 Bichatt balls 10 2.0
Tubal sterilization 25 49 (Callt 10 24
Obstetric history 314 62.8 Gl 2 O
Previous plastic 227 44.9 Chin 195 38.5
procedure ** Cranial fossa 166 32.8
. Ear 2 0.4
* Multiple responses; ** Includes: rhynoplasty; mamoplasty; Evelid o 00
blepharoplasty, abdominoplasty, liposuction, perineoplasty, facial yeu :
plastic surgery, falcelift (rhytidectomy) and lipograft. Forehead 1 0.2
Genitalia 1 0.2
The motives and main complaints regarding the PMMA
. . . . . Glabella 1 0.2
implantation procedures are described in Table 2. The main
complaint was aesthetic (94.3%). The most performed diagnostics | Gluteus 36 7.1
were nasal alteration (33.6%) and expression wrinkles (28.5%). | Goteira lacrimal 3 0.2
The most frequent sites of PMMA implantation were nose (84.4%) | 1, 14¢ 3 0.6
and eyelid (40.9%). The most used PMMA brand was Linnea .
Safe (75.3%) and the percentage of PMMA most implanted was | Interline 18 3.6
30% (96.4%) Lip 139 27.5
Malar 174 344
Table 2: Characteristics of the PMMA Implantation in Patients .
. PP . Mandible 142 28.1
from a Private Clinic in Manaus, Amazonas, Brazil :
Variables ‘ N % Nasojugal sulcus 57 11.3
Mai . Nasolabial sulcus 153 30.2
ain complaint
Aesthetic 477 94.3 Nose 427 84.4
Acquired deficiency 1 0.2 T%ngh - 2 e
Genetic deficiency 1 0.2 ZgomEie > L0
Post-procedure 11 2.2 BRI branduved
deformity Art Safe 56 11.1
Diagnostics Biossimetric 28 5.5
Bone loss 1 0.2 Linnea Safe 281 75.3
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New Plastic 71 14.0
Quantity applied, 0.48 (0.32-0.68)

median (IQR)

Quantity of 6.0 (4.0-9.0)

anatomical sites

implanted, median

(IQR)

Percentage of PMMA implanted

2 232 45.8
10 286 56.5
30 488 96.4
50 13 2.6

IQR: Interquartile Range

The most common adverse effects were considered acute ones
such as erythema (3.4%) and edema (2.8%). Granuloma which
is considered a chronic adverse effect was observed in one
patient (0.2%). While complications were less frequent such as
infection (0.6%) and nodules (0.6%). Ischemia and necrosis were
not observed in the analyzed patients. The most frequent site of
adverse reaction was the nose which was also the most common
site of application (Table 3).

Table 3: Adverse Effects Observed after the PMMA

Implantation
Variable ‘ N %
Acute adverse effect
Edema 14 2.8
Erythema 17 34
Hematoma 3 0.6
Chronic adverse effect
Granuloma 1 0.2
Complication
Infection 1 0.2
Ischemia 0
Necrosis 0
Nodules 3 0.6
Site
Calf 1 0.2
Chin 7 1.4
Eyelid 1 0.2
Gluteus 1 0.2
Jaw line 3 0.6
Lip 8 1.6
Malar 4 0.8
Nose 28 55
Zigomatic 1 0.2
Total 42 83

The multiple regression model of Poisson performed regarding
the association between adverse effects and independent variables
showed that the implantation site in Bichat balls (PR=4.21;
CI95%=1.12-15.89; p-value = 0.034), in the nose (PR=7.40;
CI95%=1.0452.80; p-value = 0.046) and the quantity of anatomical
sites implanted (PR=1.14; CI95%=1.05-1.23; p-value = 0.001)

were associated to an increase in PMMA implantation adverse
effects. This analysis indicates that the prevalence of complications
was 4.21 times higher in patients with PMMA implantation in
the Bichat balls, 7.4 times when the PMMA implantation site
was the nose and 1.4 times higher at each increase in number of
anatomical sites implanted.

Discussion

Soft tissue augmentation fillers have been used in aesthetics for
several years and there is a worldwide trend for less invasive
procedures that present rapid results. The use of injectable fillers
can lead to the replacement of more traditional surgical approaches
which are invasive techniques. Also, the use of injectable fillers
tends to significantly decrease the cost of procedure making it
more accessible to the population. PMMA has shown to be a good
filler substance used both in aesthetics and other non-aesthetic
indications such as correction of deep static folds, acne scars,
bone cement and others.

All the patients submitted to PMMA implantation, in our study,
were women. This fact reflects the major interest of women in
cosmetic procedures in comparison to men’s interest. This is in
accordance to the report of Milothridis et al. who detected in a
systematic review that most women (48%) were interested in
one or more of these procedures. A survey performed by Rini
et al. regarding cosmetic surgeries performed in a private clinic
from a developing country detected that 93.4% of the patients
were female, which is in accordance to our finding. These data
show the greater dissatisfaction of women regarding their body
image. Slevec and Tiggemann described that body dissatisfaction,
age anxiety and media exposure were directly correlated to the
performance of such procedures. Also, the age of women who
most sought cosmetic procedures are middle aged (40-55) which
is in accordance to our findings. Most patients in our study were
eutrophic which reflects that body mass index is not a predictive
indicator of interest in cosmetic procedures [16-24].

Regarding the history of previous surgery, 38.3% of the patients
had undergone cesarean section. This datum shows the preference
of Brazilian women in submitting to cesarean section in detriment
of natural labor. Also, the prevalence of cesarean section in private
clinics is related to the access to health care systems which are
greater in a population of higher income25. Additionally, Brazil
presents a high rate of elective cesarean delivery performed in
maternities due to several socioeconomic, obstetric and hospital
characteristics [25-27].

Another interesting finding is that 44.9% of the patients had
been submitted to previous plastic procedure. This reflects the
great presence of body dissatisfaction amongst women and the
role of cosmetic procedures such as PMMA implantation which
contributes to alter the self-perception of image. This is also
reinforced by the fact that 94.3% of the patients in our study
presented aesthetic as the main complaint [28,29].

According to Lin et al. the most common sites of soft tissue fillers
implantation are face and hands, which is in accordance to our
findings, in which the face was the most implanted site, especially
the nose. This also influences the percentage of PMMA used in the
implantations as the recommendation from the Brazilian consensus
on the use of PMMA for nose implantation is 30% concentration
and is in accordance to our findings. The use of higher PMMA
concentrations such as 30% in indicated in deeper planes, i.e. nose,
mentum, malar and zygomatic, as long as there is the respect for
the application planes in order to avoid complications. This fact
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is explained due to higher concentrations reflects higher density
of PMMA which are able to induce more connective tissue on
Site [2,18,16,30].

Regarding the complications, vascular occlusion leading to skin
necrosis is the most reported complication linked to soft tissue
fillers. However, in our study we reported no ischemia neither
necrosis in the patients implanted with PMMA. Other adverse
reactions reported in soft tissue fillers implantation in the first
few days after the procedure are erythema, edema, hematoma
and infection. Late complications related to these procedures are
granuloma formation, compound migration, skin discoloration,
nodules and ulcers. In an experimental essay comparing the
incidence of vascular complications after the use of different
dermal fillers, it was shown that PMMA presented less risk of
embolism and necrosis in comparison to hyaluronic acid showing
the safety of PMMA use [15,18,21,31].

Immediate complications such as hematomas and ecchymosis
may happen when the patient ingests antiplatelet-aggregating or
anti-inflammatory drugs. In our study only 0.4% of the patients
reported the use of drugs that interfere in blood coagulation, such
as acetylsalicylic acid, and only 2.8% presented edema, 3.4%
erythema and 0.6% hematoma. Later adverse effects were observed
in only 4 patients, from which, 1 reported granuloma (0.2%) and
3 presented nodules (0.6%). It is considered that these rates of
complications are lower than the reported by the literature and
indicate the quality of the implantation technique performed in
this study. The occurrence of high rates of adverse effects after
PMMA implantation are directly related to poor surgical technique,
therefore, the adequate training of the professionals who are
performing PMMA implantations is crucial for the prevention
of such complications. The occurrence of adverse effects is not
related to the composition of the filler as it is rather related to the
implantation technique and ability of the professional [7,8,10,32].

Regarding the most used brand of PMMA, Linnea Safe™, it
has been shown previously that it induces a localized chronic
inflammation without the formation of granulomas due to the
size of the microspheres which prevent phagocytosis. There
was no migration of the microspheres into lymphatic nodules or
other locations. In comparison to other brands, Linnea Safe™,
is considered safe and with lower adverse reactions registered.
In conclusion, it was possible to observe that in a private clinic
from Manaus, Amazonas, Brazil, there was the predominance of
PMMA implantation in middle aged women who had already been
through a previous plastic procedure and presented aesthetic as
main complaint. The occurrence of adverse reactions was very
low and in the nose which was the most implanted site. More
studies regarding the prevalence and epidemiology of PMMA
implantation are needed to show the populations preferences and
the incidence of adverse effects [33,34].

Ethical considerations

All procedures followed were in accordance with the ethical
standards of the responsible committee on human experimentation
(institutional and national) and with the Helsinki Declaration of
1975, as revised in 2008.

IRB Approval Statement
This study was approved by Ethics in Research Committee (CEP)
from Federal University of Goias (UFQ), protocol n. 3.611.775

Declaration of Conflicting Interests
The authors have nothing to disclose.

Funding Acknowledgements
No funding was received for this article.

Description of Individual Author Contributions

ELC, ACM, ACS and IMSJ - Made a substantial contribution
to the concept or design of the work; or acquisition, analysis or
interpretation of data.

ACM, MCYV and RSLJ - Drafted the article or revised it critically
for important intellectual content.

ELC, MCYV and RSLJ - Approved the version to be published.

Level of Evidence

Level I1I: Evidence obtained from well-designed cohort or case-
control analytic studies, preferably from more than one center or
research group.

References

1. Becker LC, Bergfeld WF, Belsito DV, Hill RA, Klaassen CD,
et al. (2011) Final report of the Cosmetic Ingredient Review
Expert Panel safety assessment of polymethyl methacrylate
(PMMA), methyl methacrylate crosspolymer, and methyl
methacrylate/glycol dimethacrylate crosspolymer. Int J
Toxicol 30: 54S65S.

2. Blanco Souza TA, Colomé LM, Bender EA, Lemperle G
(2018) Brazilian Consensus Recommendation on the Use
of Polymethylmethacrylate Filler in Facial and Corporal
Aesthetics. Aesthetic Plast Surg 42: 1244-1251.

3. Lemperle G, Morhenn VB, Charrier U (2003) Human histology
and persistence of various injectable filler substances for soft
tissue augmentation. Aesth Plast Surg 27: 354-366.

4. Sousa EM, Costa EL, Silva EB, Filho JAA, Lino-Junior RS,
et al. (2008) Resposta inflamatoria e deposi¢ao de colageno
apods implante intramuscular com polimetilmetacrilato em
camundongos BALB/c. Acta Sci Vet 36: 13-19.

5. Limongi RM, Tao J, Borba A, Pereira F, Pimentel
AR, et al. (2016) Complications and Management of
Polymethylmethacrylate (PMMA) Injections to the Midface.
Aesthet Surg J 36:132-135.

6. Ledo RS, Maior JRS, Lemos CAA, Vasconcelos BCDE,
Montes MAIJR, et al. (2018) Complications with PMMA
compared with other materials used in cranioplasty: a
systematic review and meta-analysis. Braz Oral Res 32: e31.

7. Paulucci BP (2020) PMMA Safety for Facial Filling: Review
of Rates of Granuloma Occurrence and Treatment Methods.
Aesth Plast Surg 44: 148-159.

8. Gold MH, Sadick NS (2018) Optimizing outcomes with
polymethylmethacrylate fillers. J Cosmet Dermatol 17: 298-
304.

9. Milhomem AC, Alves LM, Jorge IMS, Costa EL, Vinaud MC,
et al. (2018) Facial trauma reconstruction with polymethyl
methacrylate - A case report. J] Cosmet Dermatol 17: 1037-
1040.

10. Rivkin A (2022) PMMA-collagen Gel in Nonsurgical
Rhinoplasty Defects: A Methodological Overview and 15-
year Experience. Plast Reconstr Surg Glob Open 10: e4477.

11. Dornelas MT, Correa MPD, Neto GM, Barra FML, Alves
SGS, et al. (2012) Bioplasty for lipodystrophy in patients
with HIV/AIDS. Rev Bras Cir Plast 27: 387-391.

12. Mani N, McLeod J, Sauder MB, Sauder DN, Bothwell MR
(2013) Novel use of polymethyl methacrylate (PMMA)
microspheres in the treatment of infraorbital rhytids. J Cosmet
Dermatol 12: 275-280.

13. Lee JC, Lorenc ZP (2016) Synthetic Fillers for Facial
Rejuvenation. Clin Plast Surg 43: 497-503.

14. Kithn KD, Hontzsch D (2015) Augmentation mit PMMA-

J Dermatol Res Rev Rep, 2024

Volume 5(10): 5-6



Citation: Eduardo Luiz da Costa, Anélia Cirqueira Milhomem, Anelise Camila Schaedler, Isabella Mendes de Souza Jorge, Marina Clare Vinaud, et al. (2024) The use
of Polymethylmetacrylate (PMMA) in Bioplasty. Journal of Dermatology Research Reviews & Reports. SRC/JDMRS-188. DOI: doi.org/10.47363/JDMRS/2024(5)168

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

Zement [Augmentation with PMMA cement]. Unfallchirurg
118: 737-748.

Machado RA, Oliveira LQ, Martelli-Junior H, Pires FR,
Carvas JB, et al. (2023) Adverse reactions to the injection of
face and neck aesthetic filling materials: a systematic review.
Med Oral Patol Oral Cir Bucal 28: e278-¢284.

Atiyeh B, Ghieh F, Oneisi A (2023) Safety and Efficiency
of Minimally Invasive Buttock Augmentation: A Review.
Aesthetic Plast Surg 47: 245-259.

Eppley BL, Dadvand B (2006) Injectable soft-tissue fillers:
clinical overview. Plast Reconstr Surg 118: 98e-106e.

Lin DJ, Wong TT, Ciavarra GA, Kazam JK (2017) Adventures
and Misadventures in Plastic Surgery and Soft-Tissue
Implants. Raduigraohics 37: 2143-2163.

Sobanko JF, Imadojemu S, Miller CJ (2012) Epidemiology
of cosmetic procedures: an update for dermatologists. Curr
Derm Rep 1: 4-13.

Klein AW (2006) Soft tissue augmentation 2006: filler fantasy.
Dermatol Ther 19: 129-133.

Trinh LN, Gupta A (2021) Non-Hyaluronic Acid Fillers for
Midface Augmentation: A Systematic Review. Facial Plast
Surg 37: 536-542.

Milothridis P, Pavlidis L, Haidich AB, Panagopoulou E (2016)
A systematic review of the factors predicting the interest in
cosmetic plastic surgery. Indian J Plast Surg 49: 397-402.
Rini IS, Krisna MA, Basuki A, Djarot KR (2018) The
characteristics of private plastic surgery practice in developing
country: An epidemiological study. Indian J Plast Surg 51:
309-315.

Slevec J, Tiggemann M (2010) Attitudes toward cosmetic
surgery in middle-aged women: body image, aging anxiety,
and the media. Psychol Women Q 34: 65-74.

Cesar JA, Sauer JP, Carlotto K, Montagner ME,
Mendoza-Sassi RA (2017) Cesarean section on demand:
a population-based study in Southern Brazil. Rev Bras
Saude Mate  Infant: https://www.scielo.br/j/rtbsmi/a/
GCPfyxnpY VTtLfRBbfrcFKD/.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

Knobel R, Lopes TJP, Menezes MO, Andreucci CB,
Gieburowski JT, et al. (2020) Cesarean-section Rates in
Brazil from 2014 to 2016: Cross-sectional Analysis Using the
Robson Classification. Rev Bras Ginecol Obstet 42: 522528.
Nakamura Pereira M, Esteves Pereira AP, Gama SGN, Leal M
(2018) Elective repeat cesarean delivery in women eligible for
trial of labor in Brazil. Int J Gynaecol Obstet 143: 351-359.
Kapa HM, Litteral JL, Keim SA, Jackson JL, Schofield KA,
et al. (2022) Body Image Dissatisfaction, Breastfeeding
Experiences, and Self-Efficacy in Postpartum Women with
and Without Eating Disorder Symptoms. J Hum Lact 38:
633-643.

Suissa AJ (2008) Addiction to Cosmetic Surgery:
Representations and Medicalization of the Body. Int J Ment
Health Addiction 6: 619-630.

Goldberg DJ (2009) Breakthroughs in US dermal fillers for
facial soft-tissue augmentation. J Cosmet Laser Ther 11:
240-247.

Nie F, Xie H, Wang G, An 'Y (2019) Risk Comparison of Filler
Embolism Between Polymethyl Methacrylate (PMMA) and
Hyaluronic Acid (HA). Aesthetic Plast Surg 43: 853-860.
Medeiros CCG, Cherubini K, Salum FG, de Figueiredo MAZ
(2014) Complications after polymethylmethacrylate (PMMA)
injections in the face: a literature review. Gerodontology 31:
245-250.

Costa EL, Milhomem AC, Moura Filho RM, Lino Junior
RS (2016) Polymethyl methacrylate (Linnea Safe) causes
local inflammatory response after intramuscular implant in
BALB/c mice but it is not observed in distant organs. J Bras
Patol Med Lab. https://www.scielo.br/j/jbpml/a/gHYhLZvH
yZ8pDWHYKBWFK{fK/?lang=en.

Chacur R, Menezes HS, Chacur NMBS, Alves DD, Mafaldo
RC, et al. (2019) Gluteal Augmentation with Polymethyl
Methacrylate: A 10year Cohort Study. Plast Reconstr Surg
Glob Open 7: €2193.

Copyright: ©2024 Eduardo Luiz da Costa, et al. This is an open-access
article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution
License, which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any
medium, provided the original author and source are credited.

J Dermatol Res Rev Rep, 2024

Volume 5(10): 6-6



