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ABSTRACT

Contagious/infectious diseases and the possibility of cross-infection bet-
ween patients and/or health professionals worry physicians and dentists.
In Dentistry, microbial adherence to the internal surface of dental tubing
and the formation of a highly protective biofilm layer is predictable, gi-
ven the ideal growth conditions in the tubing. This mechanism has been
identified as a cross-contamination risk. In this study, twenty-two small
sections of high speed handpiece water line tubing were collected in dif-
ferent dentistry departments of the Craniofacial Anomaly Rehabilitation
Hospital (Bauru-São Paulo-Brazil) and submitted to bacteriological eva-
luation. There was positive microbial growth in all samples with a high
frequency of no glucose fermentation bacteria (Gram negative). Strate-
gies to control the contamination are also discussed.

Keywords: biofilm, cross infection, dental units.

INTRODUCTION

For a long time medicine has shown concern with contagious diseases
and the possibility of cross infection between patients and/or health person-
nel. Dentistry, as promoter of oral health and working in a highly contami-
nated environment, has taken a more clear position on this issue just in the
few last decades. This fact is coincident with the discovery and divulgation
of AIDS. Despite the obvious delay in terms of time, progress is evident,
mostly based in the increasing awareness of users of dentistry services.

Dentists should be aware of a variety of contamination possibilities.
Among them, the water supply of the dental unit and the formation of the
so-called “biofilm” (Prevost et al., 1995).
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Biofilm is formed when typical planctonic bacteria of the water
stick to the inside of the waterline due to the production of a polysac-
charide matrix (Fayle & Pollard, 1996). Furthermore, such matrix al-
lows the aggregation of other colonies, function as a nutritional sour-
ce for microorganisms and, additionally, protect them against antibac-
terial agents such as surfactants, biocides and antibiotics might be
used in water treatment (Peters & Mcgaw, 1996). According to the
same authors, the stagnation of water for long periods after working
hours, the narrow diameter of tubes and the type of material in its in-
ner surface contribute to an increase in the number microorganisms.
Willians & Molinari (1996) made an interesting comparison connec-
ting the process of dental plaque formation, initially firmly attacking
the enamel surface and later secreting a polysaccharidic matrix where
cooperative specimens grow and reproduce, with the process of stable
biofilm formation, rich in heterogeneous microbial flora. 

According to Lewis et al. (1992), the biofilm may be responsible
for the cross infection detected in any one under dental treatment.
When the use of the high-speed turbine is interrupted, there is a back-
flow of contaminated water from the patient’s mouth to the interior of
the hand piece and waterline of the dental unit. In this regard, microor-
ganisms (possibly, among them the HIV and B hepatitis virus) may ad-
here to the biofilm becoming prone to be transferred to the next pa-
tient (Mills et al., 1993). According to Goetti & Jardim (1997), the
problem of water contamination in dental offices is worsened due to
the little attention paid by clinicians to this issue.

In this connection, this study aims to evaluate the bacteriological
contamination of biofilm in waterline of dental units in some specia-
lized clinics in the Hospital for Rehabilitation of Craniofacial Anoma-
lies (HRAC-USP) and to discuss methods to minimize such contami-
nation. 

MATERIAL AND METHOD

For this study, several 1-cm segments of the dental unit waterline
were removed with sterilized surgical scissors from a region 1 cm pro-
ximal to the notch of the high–speed handpiece from 22 dental offices
at various sectors of the HRAC. Previously, the external aspect of the
hose was disinfected with alcohol 70° GL by friction during 5 minu-
tes and rinsed with saline 0.9%. All procedures were made with steri-
le gloves and scissors. Collected samples were stored in test tubes with
bakelite lids containing a brain and heart infusion (BHI – Biobrás) and
stored up to 48h in a 37° C stove (FIGURE 1 and 2)
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FIGURE 1 and 2 - Segments of high-speed waterline immersed in BHI medium stored
in stove for 48h.

At the end of this period, material from test tubes showing turbid me-
dium was transferred to plates with blood agar (Imunoquimica) and
MacConkey agar (Oxoid) (FIGURE 3).

FIGURE 3 - Cultures obtained in MacConckey agar and blood agar from BHI medium
of a sample.

The colonies stained with Gram were analyzed from the bacteriolo-
gical point of view in order to prepare further biochemical analysis
which could identify gender and, if possible, specimen of the cultivated
microorganisms. Materials used for biochemical analysis were:

1- for gram negative glucose fermentation bacilli: EPM Kit (Escola
Paulista de Medicina), MILI (moticity, indol, lysine) from Probac and Si-
mons citrate (Biobrás)

2- for gram-positive non-glucose fermentation bacilli: Bacdent Oxi-
dase (Merck) and NF Kit (Probac)

3- for gram positive cocci: catalase (BHA/Biobrás) and coagulase
(Staphytest/Probac)

A sequence of biochemical tests that lead to the identification of bac-
teria such as Alcaligenes xylosoxidans ssp denitrificans, the most fre-
quent, may be seen in FIGURE 4.
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FIGURE 4 - Sequence of biochemical tests for the identification of Gran-negative non-
glucose fermentation bacilli.

RESULTS

All fragments of high speed tubing with biofilm produced turbidity
of the heart and brain medium in a 24 to 48 h interval. Therefore, in the
material of all clinics analyzed there was growth of microorganisms,
which were examined from the bacteriological point of view and bioche-
mically tested for identification. TABLE 1 shows the results according to
the dental office from where the material was collected.

TABLE 1 - Microorganisms identified by biochemical tests according to the specific
site of collection

SPECIALITY Dental unit MICROORGANISM

Dentistic 1 Staphylococcus coagulase negativa e Serratia ssp

2 Alcaligenes xylosoxidans ssp denitrificans

3 Pseudomonas pickettii

4 Alcaligenes xylosoxidans ssp denitrificans

5 Klebsiella sp

6 Alcaligenes xylosoxidans ssp denitrificans

7 Alcaligenes xylosoxidans ssp denitrificans

Endodontics 1 Alcaligenes xylosoxidans ssp denitrificans

2 Pseudomonas pickettii

Periodonty 1 Alcaligenes xylosoxidans ssp denitrificans

Odontopediatry 1 Pseudomonas pikettii

2 Alcaligenes xylosoxidans ssp denitrificans

Ortodontics 1 Alcaligenes xylosoxidans ssp denitrificans

2 Alcaligenes xylosoxidans ssp denitrificans

3 Alcaligenes xylosoxidans ssp denitrificans

Prothesis 1 Alcaligenes xylosoxidans ssp denitrificans

2 Pseudomonas cepacia
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SPECIALITY Dental unit MICROORGANISM

Surgery 1 Alcaligenes xylosoxidans ssp denitrificans

2 Alcaligenes xylosoxidans ssp denitrificans

3 Alcaligenes xylosoxidans ssp denitrificans

Implantology 1 Alcaligenes xylosoxidans ssp denitrificans

2 Klebsiella sp

FIGURE 5 shows examples of some of the identified bacteria.

FIGURE 5 - (left) Gram-negative non-glucose fermentation bacilli. Gram positive
cocci (right) 

DISCUSSION

It was observed that the biofilm present in the water line of all 22
evaluated dental units from different areas of the Hospital for Rehabili-
tation of Craniofacial Anomalies presented some sort of contamination.
Some of the identified microorganisms (Alcaligenes denitrificans, Kleb-
siella, Pseudomonas cepacia, Staphylococcus) were also reported by
Miller (1996), Willians & Molinari (1996) and Fayle & Pollard (1996).

The occurrence of the biofilm in the inside of the water hose is well
documented since the late 60’s when several studies attested its existen-
ce and its formation was theorized based in planctonic bacteria in the wa-
ter supply (Abel et al., 1970). The main concern is that the biofilm, ac-
ting as a culture medium, could be contaminated by pathogenic bacteria
resulted from the backflow of water of infected individuals. These bacte-
ria could be transmitted to other patients characterizing cross-infection
(Peters & Mcgaw, 1996 e Verhagen, 1996).

Microorganisms identified in this study are commonly found in wa-
ter and ground and show opportunistic characteristics (Bier, 1985). Only
organically debilitated and immunodepressed patients, such as those un-
dergoing organ transplant, alcoholics, diabetics, those under renal dialy-
sis, under radio and/or chemotherapy for cancer, AIDS cases, patients
with rheumatoid arthritis and those with severe asthma would be in risk
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for these agents (Prevost et al., 1995 e Waggoner, 1996). There is contro-
versy on this issue, since there is no documented reports of diseases, in-
fection or death due to the contamination of the biofilm after dental treat-
ment (Waggoner, 1996 e Verhagen, 1996). However, one should admit
that these situations are difficult to be proved and divulged.

It was not possible to investigate any relation between the type of mi-
croorganism and the specific clinic from were the fragments were obtai-
ned (dentistic, endodontics, odontopediatry, surgery, orthodontics, pros-
thesis and implantology).

The American Dental Association and the American Center for Pre-
vention and Control of Disease have published regulations with directi-
ves for the use of saline solutions and sterilized water in surgical proce-
dures for the irrigation and cooling during section of tissues and bone
(Waggoner, 1996 e Willians & Andrews, 1996).

The use of disinfectants and antibiotics in reservoirs of water, such
as sodium hypochlorite or cloranfenicol, showed to be inefficient and has
also produced corrosion of metallic parts decreasing its life span (Mur-
doch-Kinch et al., 1997). Portable reservoirs with sterile water, auto-
cleaning systems and handpieces with anti-reflux valves are promising
innovations that may assure asepsis (Pankhurst & Johnson, 1998), al-
though they are costly to the majority of professionals in Brazil.

We would suggest, based in the literature, some simple daily routine
procedures to decrease the possibility of biofilm contamination. Among
them: the use of autoclaved handpieces, mostly those used in surgical
procedures; friction with alcohol 70oGL of handpieces for 5 minutes be-
fore non surgical procedures; use of sterilized or distilled water in the re-
servoirs; disperse water from the extremity of the handpiece for 30 se-
conds before each appointment, as well as at the beginning and at the end
of the work day, in order to decrease the bacterial flora in the lumen of
the water hose; replacement of ground fixed water reservoir for remova-
ble plastic ones which can be decontamined and/or sterilized (proxy cost
of US$ 25).

These methods are palliative since they do not fully eliminate the
possibility of formation, contamination and transmission of microorga-
nism in the biofilm. It remains an unsolved problem that deserve some
attention and study by researchers and manufacturers of dental units.

CONCLUSIONS

• All cultures from tubing specimens with biofilm were positive.

• The majority of isolated microorganisms were gram negative non-
glucose fermentation.

• Despite the non-pathogenic nature of isolated microorganisms,
their opportunistic characteristic may cause problems to immuno-
depressed patients.
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• Quick and low cost measure should be undertaken by professional
in order to minimize problems

• New studies should be performed in order to find solutions or ef-
fective methods to prevent colonization of the inner aspect of wa-
ter hose dental units

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We appreciated the support of Euclides Antônio Luís (Maintennace
Sector) that was able to restore water hoses after the necessary section.

BIBLIOGRAPHICAL REFERENCES

ABEL, L. C. et al.   Studies on dental aerobiology: IV. Bacterial conta-
mination of water delivered by units.   J. Cent. Res., v. 50-2, n. 4, p. 1567-
1569, July 1970.

BIER, O.   Microbiologia e imunologia.   24 ed. São Paulo: Melhoramen-
tos, 1985.

FAYLE, S. A.; POLLARD, M. A. Decontamination of dental unit water
systems: a review of current recommendation.   Br. dent. J., v. 181, n. 10,
p. 78-83, Nov. 1996.

GOETTI, E.; JARDIM, J. R.  Contaminação microbiana do sistema de
água do equipo odontológico. Rev. Fac. Odont. Lins, v. 10, n. 2, p. 32-35,
Jul/Dez. 1997.

LEWIS, D. et al. Cross contamination potential with dental equipment.
Lanc., v. 340, n. 21, p. 1252-1254, Nov. 1992.

MILLER, C . H. Microbes in dental unit water.  J. Calif. dent. Ass., v. 24,
n. 1, p. 47-52, Jan., 1996.

MILLS, S. E. et al. Bacteriological analysis of high-speed handpiece tur-
bines.  J. Amer. dent. Ass., v. 124, n. 1, p. 59-62, Jan. 1993.

MURDOCH-KINCH, C. et al. Comparison of dental water quality ma-
nagement procedures.  J. Amer. dent. Ass., v. 128, n. 9, p. 1235-1243,
Sept. 1997.

PANKHURST, C. L.; JOHNSON, N. W. Microbial contamination of
dental unit waterlines: the scientific argument.  Int. dent. J., v. 48, n. 4,
p. 359-368, Apr. 1998.

PETERS, E.; McGAW, W.   Dental unit water contamination.   J. Can.
dent. Ass., v. 62, n. 6, p. 492-495, June 1996.

SANT’ANNA,
Rute M. de F. et

al. Bacteriological
evaluation of

biofilm formed in
dental units.

Salusvita, Bauru,
v. 20, n. 1, p. 167-

174, 2001.



PREVOST, A. P. et al.   Doctor, would you drink water from your dental
unit?.   N. Y. St. dent. J., v. 61, n. 10, p. 22-28, Dec. 1995.

VERHAGEN, C. M. et al.   Backflow prevention: an update.   J. Mich.
Dent. Ass., v. 78, n. 6, p. 18-20, July-Aug. 1996.

WAGGONER, M. B.   The new CDC surgical water recommendation:
why they should be implemented and what they require.   Comp. Cont.
Ed. dent., v. 17, n. 6, p. 612-614, June 1996.

WILLIANS, J. F.; ANDREWS, N.   Microbial contamination on dental
unit water lines: current preventive measures and emergency options.
Comp. Cont. Ed. dent., v. 17, n. 7, p. 691-702, July 1996.

WILLIANS, J. F.; MOLINARI, J. A.   Microbial contamination of den-
tal unit waterlines: origins and characteristics.   Comp. Cont. Ed. dent. ,
v. 17, n. 6, p. 538-557, June, 1996.

174

SANT’ANNA,
Rute M. de F. et
al. Bacteriological
evaluation of
biofilm formed in
dental units.
Salusvita, Bauru,
v. 20, n. 1, p. 167-
174, 2001.



175

1 - Finalidade

A revista SALUSVITA, editada pela Universidade do Sagrado Coração, tem por
finalidade a apresentação de trabalhos originais, notas prévias, revisões, colaborações de
caráter informativo, que se enquadrem no Regulamento para a apresentação dos 
trabalhos.

Tal publicação é editada sob a orientação do Núcleo de Publicações Universitárias
(NPU), constituído por um Conselho Editorial, Assessoria Científica e Assessoria de
Publicação.

2- Regulamento para apresentação dos trabalhos

2.1 - Normas Gerais

2.1.1 - Os trabalhos devem ser originais e exclusivos. Em casos excepcionais de
republicação de trabalhos nacionais ou estrangeiros, deverão estes conter autori-
zação formal do(s) autor(es) e da publicação que possui o “copyright”.

2.1.2 - O Núcleo de Publicações Universitárias utiliza o sistema Blind Review,
onde o título completo do artigo, o nome do autor, o nome e endereço da Instituição
onde trabalha devem ser transcritos na página de rosto, a fim de assegurar o anoni-
mato no processo de avaliação do artigo. A primeira página do texto deve incluir o
título e omitir o nome do autor e seu local de trabalho.

2.1.3 - Os artigos resultantes de pesquisas que envolvam seres humanos e expe-
rimentação animal precisam ser acompanhados do Termo de Aprovação de um
Comitê de Ética em Pesquisa.

2.1.4 - Reserva-se ao autor o direito de não concordar, parcial ou integralmente
com a avaliação realizada. Neste caso, deverá justificar, por escrito, os motivos da
não-aceitação.

2.1.5 - O Núcleo de Publicações Universitárias se reserva o direito de selecionar
os artigos recebidos, bem como de proceder às modificações de ordem editorial
(formal, ortográfica, gramatical) antes de serem encaminhados à edição gráfica. De
tais modificações, será dado ciência ao(s) autor(es).

2.1.6 - Pelo menos 2 profissionais de áreas específicas serão convidados pelo NPU
para, conjuntamente, emitirem parecer sobre cada trabalho encaminhando à publicação.

2.1.7 - O Núcleo de Publicações Universitárias não se obriga a devolver os origi-
nais dos trabalhos aprovados para a publicação e não se responsabiliza pelas
opiniões contidas nos trabalhos.

2.1.8 - Os trabalhos não aceitos serão devolvidos ao(s) autor(es) após sua análise
pelo Núcleo de Publicações Universitárias.

2.1.8.1 - Na impossibilidade da devolução, os trabalhos ficarão à disposição
do(s) autor(es), pelo prazo máximo de um ano.

INSTRUÇÕES PARA OS AUTORES



2.1.9 - Não será reembolsado qualquer valor ao(s) autor(es) de trabalho aceito e
publicado.

2.1.10 - A reprodução total ou parcial das publicações dependerá da autorização
do(s) autor(es). Caso seja autorizado, deve-se obrigatoriamente mencionar a fonte.

2.1.11 - De cada título, serão oferecidas até 50 separatas aos autores.

3- Estrutura do trabalho

3.1 - Cabeçalho - Título do trabalho, em português e em inglês.

3.2 - Resumo em português - Deve expressar o conteúdo do trabalho,
salientando os elementos novos e indicando sua importância. Não deverá exceder
250 palavras para artigos e 100 palavras para notas e comunicações breves (NBR-
6028 da ABNT).

3.3 - Unitermos - Correspondem a palavras e expressões que identifiquem o
conteúdo do trabalho. Na área de ciências médicas, deve-se utilizar “Descritores em
Ciências da Saúde”, traduzidos do “Medical Subject Headings” do Index Medicus
e disponiveis na BIREME: http://www.bireme.br

3.4 - Texto - Sempre que possível, deve obedecer à forma convencional do arti-
go científico.

3.5 - Resumo em Inglês - Deverá aparecer na forma de “Abstract”
antecedendo os agradecimentos, no final do trabalho. Os unitermos em inglês de-
verão acompanhar o “Abstract”, adotando o termo “Key Words”.

3.6 - Agradecimentos - Eventuais colaboradores, técnicos e/ou órgãos finan-
ciadores poderão ser referidos neste item, que deverá ser breve, claro e objetivo.

3.7 - Referências Bibliográficas - Devem ser ordenadas pela ordem
alfabética do sobrenome do autor e apresentadas conforme NBR 6023 / 2000 ABNT.

Exemplo: Artigo Periódico

REES, A. V. Autoimmunity and autoimmune disease. British Journal of Anaesthesia,
v. 51, n. 9, p. 13-20, Sept. 1979.

Exemplo: Livro.

BIER, O. Bacteriologia e imunologia. 17. ed. São Paulo: Melhoramentos, 1976.

Para mais detalhes consultar o site da USC. http://www.usc.br/biblioteca

3.7.1 - A exatidão das referências bibliográficas é de responsabilidade do(s)
autor(es). Comunicações pessoais, trabalhos em andamento e inéditos não devem
ser  incluídos na lista de referências bibliográficas, mas citados em nota de rodapé.

3.7.2 - Na citação de literatura no texto deve-se usar o sistema autor-data, apenas
com as iniciais em maiúscula. Quando houver dois autores, ligar os sobrenomes por
&. Quando houver mais de dois autores, mencionar o sobrenome do primeiro, segui-
do da expressão et al. Para trabalhos publicados no mesmo ano, por um autor ou a
mesma combinação de autores, usar letras logo após o ano de publicação (NBR
10520, da ABNT).

3.7.3 - As abreviaturas dos títulos dos periódicos devem ser de acordo com o
MEDLINE, disponível na BIREME: http://www.bireme.br/secs/

176



177

4- Norma para apresentação dos originais

4.1 - Digitação

4.1.1 - O autor encaminha seu texto em três vias ao Núcleo de Publicações
Universitárias, acompanhado de um disquete (3,5’) do texto em  Word 7.0.

4.1.2 - Os trabalhos devem ser impressos em folhas de papel ofício (297mm x
210mm) numa única face e em espaço duplo, com margens de 4cm nas partes supe-
rior e inferior e 3cm nas laterais.

4.1.3 - Os artigos deverão conter as informações estritamente necessárias para sua
compreensão, não devendo ultrapassar 15 laudas, incluindo-se tabelas e figuras.

4.1.4 - Os artigos deverão conter somente nomenclaturas, abreviaturas e siglas
oficiais ou consagradas pelo uso comum. Inovações poderão ser empregadas, desde
que devidamente explicadas.

4.1.5 - Sendo o periódico bilíngüe, recomenda-se enviar adicionalmente, uma
versão do seu artigo em língua inglesa, mantendo-se o mesmo rigor da versão
original.

4.2 - Tabelas

4.2.1 - Devem ser numeradas consecutivamente com algarismos arábicos e
encabeçadas por seu título.

4.2.2 - Os dados apresentados em tabelas não devem ser, em geral, repetidos em
gráficos.

4.2.3 - Para a montagem das tabelas, deve-se seguir a norma da ABNT-NBR-
12256 para apresentação de originais.

4.2.4 - As notas de rodapé das tabelas devem restringir-se ao mínimo possível e
ser referidas por números indíces.

4.3 - Ilustrações

4.3.1 - Fotografias, gráficos, desenhos, mapas etc., serão designados no texto
como “FIGURAS” e numerados seqüencialmente com algarismos arábicos.

4.3.2 - Tabelas, desenhos, gráficos, figuras, fórmulas, equações, mapas, diagra-
mas etc., deverão ser apresentados em folhas separadas, obedecendo às normas
vigentes (ver item 4.2.3) e possibilitar uma perfeita reprodução. No entanto, no
texto, deverá se indicar o local onde a ilustração será inserida.

4.3.3 - Ilustrações radiográficas deverão ser enviadas sob a forma de cópia
fotográfica, de boa reprodução.

4.3.4 - As ilustrações coloridas correrão por conta do(s) autor(es), mediante
prévio orçamento.

4.3.5 - Quando o número de ilustrações for considerado excessivo, o Núcleo de
Publicações Universitárias reserva-se o direito de solicitar a redução.



178

Os trabalhos devem ser enviados para:

Universidade do Sagrado Coração
Núcleo de Publicações Universitárias

REVISTA SALUSVITA

Fone (0XX14) 235-7032
Caixa Postal 511

17001-970 - BAURU - SP
e-mail : npu@usc.br



179

INSTRUCTIONS TO CONTRIBUTORS

1 - Scope

The purpose of Journal SALUSVITA, edited by the Universidade do Sagrado
Coração – USC (Sacred Heart University), is to publish original articles, review articles
and methodological papers which contribute to the spread of knowledge in the areas of
Biological and Health Sciences. SALUSVITA is published  under the guidance of the
NPU (University Publications Center) which is embodied by the Editorial Board, the
Scientific Board and the Publishing Desk.

2 - Regulations for the submission of manuscripts

2.1 - General rules

2.1.1 - The articles will be original and exclusive. In case of reprint of any
Brazilian or foreign papers these should carry the authorization from the author(s)
and that of the editor who holds the copyright.

2.1.2 - NPU uses the Blind Review system, according to which the title, the
author(s)’ name, current address and Institution of origin should be placed in the
front page, so the author(s) remain unknown during the evaluation process.  The first
page of the text should include the full title and leave out the name of the author(s)
and place of work.

2.1.3 - Articles addressing human or animal clinical research ought to be accom-
panied by a “Term of Approval” from a Committee of Research Ethics.

2.1.4 - To the author is reserved the right to disagree, in whole or in part, with the
evaluation. In such case, the author(s) should state his/her reasons in written.

2.1.5 - NPU has the right to select articles and to edit them, before they are pub-
lished. The author(s) will be informed of any alterations that are made.

2.1.6 - At least two professionals from specific fields and the Editorial Board
members will give their views on the quality of the each text.

2.1.7 - NPU may not return approved articles, and is not responsible for any opin-
ions therein.

2.1.8 - NPU will return unapproved originals to their authors.

2.1.8.1 - If not returned, the works will be available to their authors by a period of
time no longer than 1 (one) year.

2.1.9 - No expenses concerning  accepted and published works will be refunded.



2.1.10 - Partial or total reproduction of the publications depends entirely on the
author(s)’ approval. The sources should always be mentioned.

2.1.11 - The author(s) will be given 50 (fifty) reprints of published articles.

3 - Design

3.1 - Heading – Title of the article, in Portuguese and English.

3.2 - Abstract in Portuguese – This should carry the content of the article, stress-
ing new elements and justifying its importance. Should not exceed 250 words for
articles and 100 words for notes (NBR-6028/ABNT).

3.3 - Key Words – They help to identify the content of the article faster. In the field
of Sciences, the usage of Descritores em Ciências da Saúde, translated from  the
Medical Subject Heading from the Index Medicus and available at BIREME:
http://www.bireme.br is required.

3.4 - Text – Should adopt the common patterns of the scientific articles.

3.5 - Abstract in English – It is an integral part of the article, and shall be placed
before the Acknowledgements section, which comes before the end of the article.
The Key Words in English will be included, always preceeded by “Key Words”.

3.6 - Acknowledgements – Will be clear, objective and concise.

3.7 - Bibliography – The author(s)’ last name(s) will come in alphabetical order,
according to the standards set by the NBR 6023/2000/ABNT.

Example: article in a periodical
REES, A. V. Autoimmunity and autoimmune disease. British Journal of Anaesthesia,
v.51, n.9, p. 13-20, Sept. 1979. 

Example: books
BIER, O. Bacteriologia e imunologia. 17.ed. São Paulo: melhoramentos, 1976.

For further details, refer to the USC site http://www.usc.br/biblioteca

3.7.1 - The accuracy of the references is the sole responsability of the author(s).
Personal communications and non-published references should not be included in
the reference section, but rather as footnotes.

3.7.2 - For citations of literature inside the text the system author-data, with the ini-
tials in capital letters, should be adopted. When there are two authors, link the last
names with the “&” sign. When there are three or more authors, mention the last
name of the first author followed by the Latin expression et al.  For works published
in the same year, by the same author or the same combination of authors, use letters
right after the publication year (NBR 10520  ABNT).

3.7.3 - Abbreviations of the titles of the periodicals should be made according to
the MEDLINE standard available at the following BIREME address:
http://www.bireme.br/secs/
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4 - Presentation of originals

4.1 - Typing

4.1.1 - The author(s) shall present the work printed in triplet, and a floppy disk
(3,5’) with the full the text in Word 7.0.

4.1.2 - Manuscripts should be printed in double space (in 297mm x 210 mm
paper), with margins of 4 cm in the upper and bottom sides and 3 cm on the sides.

4.1.3 - The articles will contain only the necessary information for the under-
standing of the reader. Should never be more than 15 pages, tables and figures
included.

4.1.4 - Articles should contain abbreviations in common use.

4.1.5 - SALUSVITA is a bilingual journal. The author(s) is (are) required to sub-
mit a translation of his work into English.

4.2 - Tables

4.2.1 - Shall be numbered consecutively in Arabic numbers and show heading.

4.2.2 - As a general rule, data showed in tables should not be repeated in graphs.

4.2.3 - Tables should follow the norms laid down by NBR 12256/ABNT.

4.2.4 - Footnotes in tables will be restricted to the minimum and will be refereed
to by index numbers.

4.3 - Illustrations

4.3.1 - Photos, graphs, drawings, maps, etc., will be named in the text as “Pictures”
and numbered sequentially with Arabic numerals.

4.3.2 - Tables, drawings, figures, formulae, equations, maps, diagrams, etc., will
come in a separate sheet of paper, according to the rules stated above (see item 4.2.3)
and allow for a perfect reproduction. The place of insertion of each item shall be
indicated in the text.

4.3.3 - X-Rays reproductions will be made from good-quality pictures, which will
be supplied by the authors.

4.3.4 - The authors shall pay for any expenses involved in the reprinting of color
pictures.

4.3.5 - NPU may ask the author to reduce the proportion of illustrations, when it
applies.



Originals should be sent to:

Universidade do Sagrado Coração
NPU – Revista Slusvita

Caixa Postal 511
Bauru, SP - Brasil

CEP 17001-970
Phone number: (14) 235-7032

From abroad, please dial 55 before the area code 14
e-mail address: npu@usc.br
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