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A B S T R A C T

The use of Magnesium as biomedical implant has increased in recent years due to its ability to reabsorb in the
body without causing adverse effects. For this kind of application, sterilization method should be considered to
ensure the appropriate performance of the implant. The present study focused on the influence of different
sterilization techniques such as steam autoclaving, dry-heating (170 °C), UV irradiation and steam formaldehyde
on surface characteristics, composition and wettability of commercially pure Mg anodized in a silicate solution.
Characterization of the samples was done by SEM, EDS, and XRD. Surface free energy was calculated by contact
angle measurement. Changes in biological activity were assessed in vitro as a hemolysis assay. Our results showed
that UV treatment generated only minor surface changes, but that irregularly shaped surface pores might prevent
full penetrance and sterilization of the assessed materials. Dry-heat induced cracks on the surfaces and for-
maldehyde affected the surface morphology. Despite autoclave was the treatment that showed the highest
changes in the surface energy, it did not induce structural surface changes and therefore it was considered as the
choice option for the sterilization of Mg samples.

1. Introduction

During the past years, the use of magnesium (Mg) in the biomedical
field has increased significantly [1–5]. Its high biocompatibility and the
fact that it is degradable, rendered magnesium a promising and versa-
tile option for transient implants [6–8]. In contrast, the chemical ele-
ment Mg is highly reactive and upon its oxidation causes an increase of
pH and releases hydrogen, which are cytotoxic. After implantation,
increased pH and hydrogen may affect the stability of the implant and
also of the surrounding tissue [9–11]. This problem can be managed by
generation of a protective coating that decreases the rate of degradation
of the base material. Plasma electrolytic oxidation (PEO) is a technique
in which the material is oxidized in a controlled way [12–15]. The PEO
generates an oxide/hydroxide Mg layer which by itself degrades slowly
and also reduces the degradation of the underlying pure Mg. Previous
research suggests that this surface modification as a versatile way to
improve the corrosion properties of the Mg and currently is used in
different medical devices [16–18]. Since Mg is highly reactive in

aqueous solutions, it is important to assess the influence of the ster-
ilization process on the material, in particular those that employ steam
(autoclaving). The aim of this work was to show the influence of the
most commonly used sterilization processes on the integrity of the PEO
coatings formed on commercial pure magnesium (c.p Mg), looking to
understand how this can lead changes at the biological level.

2. Material and methods

2.1. Anodization of samples

Square samples of c.p. Mg (99.9%) of 1 cm×1 cm and a thickness
of approximately 1mm were mechanically polished with silicon carbide
paper 1000 grade. All specimens were cleaned in water for a few sec-
onds with the purpose of removing particulate material from the pol-
ishing process and then degreased with acetone in an ultrasonic bath for
30min. After that, samples were anodized in a two-electrochemical cell
where the c.p Mg was set as the anode and a stainless steel beaker was
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used as cathode. The experiment was carried out under potentiostatic
mode at 320 V during 600 s by using a DC power supply (Kepco BHK
500–0.4 MG). As electrolyte solution, 0.0352M NaSiO3·9H2O/0.07M
KOH was used. The voltage data were recorded electronically by
Labview 8.1 software (National Instruments) interfaced with a personal
computer. After anodizing, the specimens were removed immediately
from the electrolyte; subsequently, they were rinsed with water and
dried at room temperature. AFM analysis was performed in order to
verify the morphology and roughness of the obtained coating.

2.2. Sterilization protocols

Samples were sterilized by using four techniques: Autoclaving (A),
dry-heat (DH), UV-irradiation (UV) and formaldehyde (F) under the
following conditions:

- Steam Autoclaving (A): 121 °C during 45min at 1 bar (CISA
Autoclave Model: 4270).

- Dry-heat (DH): 170 °C for 1 h after the desired temperature is
reached

- UV-irradiation (UV): Samples were exposed to UV–light
(40W·cm−2) in a biosafety cabinet during 1 h per side and in total
2 h per sample.

- Steam Formaldehyde (F): 55 °C, 0.35 bar during 6–7 h. (CISA
Autoclave Model: 4270).

- A set of samples without sterilization were used as a control.

2.3. Characterization of the samples

After the respective sterilization, each group of samples was ob-
served by SEM to identify changes in the surface morphology and in the
cross-sections. Changes in the composition of the coating were initially
studied by EDS in which the samples are stimulated with electrons and
the outgoing spectrum gives the composition and the percentage of
each element. As an additional technique, XRD was performed for
analysis of the crystal structure of the material, which was compared
against a database of known structures.

2.4. Wettability

The contact angle of the samples before and after sterilization was
measured. For this procedure, a drop of deionized water was dispensed
on each sample then the contact angle was measured with the help of a
Goniometer/Tensiometer Ramé-hart Model 250 Standard. The mea-
surement was performed in triplicate, in three different samples and the
average of the all measurements was calculated. Those values were
used to calculate the surface energy (γS) by the numerical iterations and
using the Neuman method described by the (Eq. (1)), where
β=0.0001247 (m2/mJ)2, γL= 72.8 mJ·m−2 and θ (contact angle)
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2.5. Hemolysis test

Healthy human blood from volunteers was collected in a flask
containing sodium citrate (0.109M, 3.2%) in a ratio 9:1. Then, the
blood was diluted with a saline solution in a ratio of 4:5. After that,
samples were dipped in tubes containing 10ml of saline solution and
incubated at 37 °C for 30min. Then, 0.2 ml of diluted blood were added
to each tube, mixed carefully and incubated at 37 °C for 60min. After
that, tubes were centrifuged at 3000 rpm for 5min. Supernatants were
removed and transferred to a plate in order to do spectroscopic analysis
at 545 nm. Normal saline solution was used as a negative control and
deionized water as positive control. The hemolysis was calculated based

on the Eq. (2):

=
−

−
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OD test OD negative control
OD positive control OD negative control
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3. Results

3.1. Characterization of the sample

The samples were treated under potentiostatic mode in a solution
base of silicate. According to the current density-time curve we ob-
served that at the beginning of the process, the system reached the
maximal value of 166mA·cm−2 due to the low resistance of the system
(given for the substrate and electrolytic solution) and after 36 s, in re-
sponse to the growing of the barrier layer, the current dropped down
drastically until 60mA·cm−2. Then, the current decreased slowly
during 60 s until it reached a value of around 2mA·cm−2 and finally the
current remained constant (Fig. 1).

The anodized samples were analyzed by AFM to assess the mor-
phology of the coating and its roughness. The Rq was 166.0 ± 10.4 nm
Fig. 2.

Once the materials were anodized, these were sterilized and the
composition of the coatings was analyzed by XRD and EDS.

Additionally, the EDS analysis indicated as expected that in addition
to magnesium and oxygen, Si was present also in a lower fraction
(12–15%). The silicate ions (SiO3

2−) get incorporated from the elec-
trolyte into the film during anodization, under the effect of the electric
field and facilitated with the formation of channels in the anodic film,
as a product of the occurrence of sparks. The only variation observed in
the chemical composition of the treated surfaces was an increment of
the oxygen content for the sample exposed to UV radiation. EDS che-
mical composition of the coatings is showed in Table 1.

Results from XRD (Fig. 3) showed the crystalline composition of all
samples. All diffractograms showed peaks corresponding to MgO be-
sides to signals from the Mg substrate. The diffuse background observed
at approximately 45° in the untreated sample (Fig. 3A), revealed the
presence of amorphous compounds, which was clearly reduced for the
sterilized surfaces. As the temperatures employed in all the sterilizing
treatments are relatively low, there is no possibility of occurrence of
phase transformation. Therefore, the reduction in the presence of
amorphous material on the treated surfaces indicates the cleaning effect
of the various procedures, which resulted in decrease of the amount of
anodization by-products. There was not a clear indication of the ex-
istence of crystalline phases containing Si such as Mg2SiO4, which could
be related with the amorphous nature of these species, the low content
of those compounds in the oxide film and/or the concealing effect of the

Fig. 1. Anodizing curves of the anodizing process of the c.p. Mg in silicate
solution. Voltage-time curve (left) and current density-time curve (right).
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high Mg peaks; both structures diffract at similar angles.
On the other hand, analysis of the surfaces and the cross-section was

carried out to determine the integrity of the coatings after the different
sterilization processes. In Fig. 4 it is possible to observe at different

magnification (1000× and 3000×) the general appearance of the
surfaces. A homogeneous distribution of interconnected pores was ob-
served with an average size of the pores of 1.02 ± 0.1 μm. The thick-
ness of the anodic film was about 2 μm. The images of the surface of the
anodic film samples treated with steam autoclaving and UV-irradiation
did not show any changes on morphology. On the other hand, samples
sterilized by dry-heat showed random cracks on the surfaces that can be
a product of internal stresses induced in the coating by the heating of
the samples. Additionally, for samples treated by steam formaldehyde
sterilization, changes in the morphology of the coating surface was
evident, both porosity and topography appears to have been modified
by the sterilization treatment. However, cross-section images for all the
treatments showed no major effects on the internal structure and
thickness of the anodic films. In a similar manner, it was not observed
any effect on the substrate material, in all cases, the interface coating/

Fig. 2. AFM pictures (122.5× 122.5 μm scans) of the Mg surfaces anodized.

Table 1
Composition of the anodized coatings sterilized by different methods by using
EDS analysis (% weight).

Sample Mg O Si

Untreated 36.3 50.2 13.5
Steam autoclaving 37.7 50.3 12.0
Dry-heat 37.5 47.1 15.4
Uv-irradiation 29.8 58.3 11.9
Formaldehyde 37.7 48.8 13.5

Fig. 3. XRD patterns of samples sterilized by different methods. Untreated sample (A), steam autoclaved (B), dry-heat (C), UV-radiation (D) and formaldehyde (E).

M. Echeverry-Rendon, et al. Surface & Coatings Technology 363 (2019) 106–111

108



substrate appears to be unaltered.
As an additional evaluation, the contact angle was measured and the

corresponding surface energy was calculated. In Table 2, these results
are summarized showing that samples treated by autoclaving and in a
lesser amount by steam formaldehyde sterilization, showed an incre-
ment for the contact angle values and consequently these samples also
presented a decrease in surface energy compared to the other

treatments and the untreated sample.
Finally, as an approach to the biological performance of the sam-

ples, evaluation of the hemocompatibility was carried out. Results
showed that none of the evaluated samples presented hemolysis after
contact with human blood (Fig. 5).

Fig. 4. Top-view SEM image of the surface and cross-section for anodized samples of Mg before and after different sterilization procedures.

Table 2
Contact angle and surface energy of sterilized samples.

Untreated A DH UV F

Contact angle (°) 27,8 ± 3,4 84,3 ± 10,0 26,7 ± 3,0 34,8 ± 11,6 42,3 ± 10,4
Surface energy (mJ/m2) 65.5 32.8 66.0 62.1 58.1
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4. Discussion

The high reactivity of Mg makes this material complicated in its
manipulation as an implant. Some considerations must be taken into
account to be sure that the product obtained after anodization is the
same to be evaluated in vitro or to be implanted in a living organism.
Within the proposed sterilization techniques, irradiation by UV light is
the method that could produce the least modification on the material at
structural level, however, a rise in the oxygen content at this sample
surface was observed by EDS analysis. This result is consistent with the
reports of Ito et al. [19], who stated that the process of adsorption of
oxygen is promoted by the exposition of MgO to UV irradiation where
oxygen species (ozonide and superoxide) are formed. Additionally and
according to studies from Att et al. [20,21] on zirconia surfaces, the
effect of the changes in the surface of the material by UV exposition will
be highly dependent on the time and intensity of exposure. They re-
ported that the wettability of the material can be increased, therefore
improving its biological performance. However, considering the por-
osity of the samples studied in the present case, the UV treatment may
be not enough to ensure a proper sterilization process, as it is very
superficial and therefore it does not guarantee that within the porous
structure, microbial agents (bacteria or fungi) have been completely
eliminated.

On the other hand, dry-heat sterilization is generally used to avoid
deterioration and/or corrosion of the material, which could be parti-
cularly important for magnesium substrates due to its high reactivity. In
addition, this is an effective and low-cost technique. The results ob-
tained with this technique for anodized Mg were similar to those found
by other authors in other biomaterials such as titanium and zirconia
[22,23]. However, as relatively high temperatures are used in this
technique and although Mg does not present structural or composi-
tional modifications at these temperatures, shielding of tensions, re-
crystallization processes and release of tensions can be generated at the
substrate-coating interface [24]. As a consequence of this, cracks can
appear generating points of failure or defects in the coating that can
affect its corrosion and mechanical resistance.

In steam autoclaving water vapor, temperature and pressure are
combined to kill microorganisms, also microbial spores are neutralized
[25]. Additionally, during steam autoclaving and formaldehyde treat-
ments, in contrast to UV, vapor will penetrate all cavities of the sample,
efficiently sterilizing all the surfaces. Passivation of material is initiated
by its oxidation and the release of corrosion products decreasing the
reactivity of the material by this protective layer. For the case of Mg,
and according with previous studies performed for the authors [26],

during the first hours in which the material is exposed to an aqueous
solution, the highest levels of corrosion rate are presented, which
subsequently decrease due to the passivation of the material. The use of
water vapor could produce such passivating effect on the implant ma-
terial, which would be advantageous as this high corrosion stage will
not affect the evaluation with cellular components due to otherwise,
augmented hydrogen production and pH changes.

Sterilization with steam formaldehyde is often used when materials
are thermally sensitive, as it is the case of some polymers with low
melting points such as PLGA, nylon, polystyrene, poly(N-isopropyl ac-
rylamide) hydroxylpropylcellulose, poly(vinylcaprolactame), polyvinyl
methyl ether or heat-sensitive surgery instruments e.g. cryo-instru-
ments, probes or catheters. The low temperatures (around 55 to 75 °C)
and mainly the chemical action (chemical crosslinking) of for-
maldehyde generate an atmosphere with high penetration that allows
killing bacteria and spores. This process is carried out under reduced
pressure. One of the disadvantages of this method is that formaldehyde
is a toxic, hazardous chemical considered carcinogenic, and poses a
potential health risk for personnel that operates steam formaldehyde
equipment [27–29]. For samples of anodized Mg, the use of an agent
such as formaldehyde shows that the surface undergoes changes at a
morphological level which means that in terms of surface configuration,
the evaluated material is different from that obtained once it was an-
odized. Formaldehyde is an aldehyde i.e. reducing agent, thus could
potentially chemically interact with the surface layer or the underlying
magnesium. That would adversely alter the chemical-physical proper-
ties of the PEO-treated Mg.

According to the cross-sections, none of the evaluated treatments
showed evidence of degradation of the substrates. Therefore, it is
considered that the coating was sufficiently protective to avoid the
reaction of the Mg substrate in any of the environments employed for
sterilization.

Wettability is a parameter directly related to the contact angle and
the surface energy of the surfaces. According to the results of this study,
the porosity of all the coatings increased the contact surface area be-
tween the drop of water and the material during the contact angle test.
As the area is larger the water can spread more on the surface. In the
sample of formaldehyde, the surface porosity of the sample was mod-
ified, these change on the surface configuration lead to the increase of
the contact angle of the surface and consequently a decrement on the
surface energy. Autoclaving increased the contact angle, which might
be due to the altered surface topography i.e. the sealing of pores in the
anodic film or formation of Mg(OH)2 on the coating surface, both
phenomena addressed by the contact of the sample with the water

Fig. 5. Hemocompatibility of Mg samples sterilized by different methods. Samples showed no hemolysis after being in contact with human blood.
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during the autoclave process. Hiromoto et al. [30] suggested that due to
autoclaving the anodized samples could increase the oxygen con-
centrations and improve the resistance corrosion of the material. Our
results corroborate findings of Park et al. [31], that showed that sur-
face-anodized Ti cleaned and sterilized by autoclave, gamma irradia-
tion, oxygen plasma, and ultraviolet light presented changes in the
hydrophobicity and roughness which at the same time affected the
biological performance of the surface. Samples sterilized by autoclaving
showed an increment in the contact angle, which was explained by the
authors as a consequence of the temperature and pressure during the
process, which affected the oxidation states and the oxide layer thick-
ness on the treated surface. Similar results were found by Pegueroles
et al. [32] when grit-blasted titanium samples with different roughness,
which were sterilized with steam autoclaving, presented a hydro-
phobization of the surface after this procedure. Also, other authors
explain the increment in the contact angle due to the contamination of
the sample with organic impurities present in the environment during
the process [22]. Finally, although further biological assays will be
required, such as cell viability and proliferation, the results from he-
molysis presented here could be an indication that none of the methods
evaluated here induced changes in the biological behavior of the sur-
faces.

5. Conclusions

Different options of magnesium sterilization were studied to know
the impact of this process in the conservation of the anodic films pre-
vious to in vitro and in vivo evaluation. In general, all sterilization
methods did not affect the main composition of the material or cause
degradation of the substrate. However, dry-heat and formaldehyde
techniques showed modification on the surface morphology. In terms of
surface energy, samples treated by autoclave and formaldehyde showed
a decrement in wettability. Although the results of the present work did
not provide any evidence of sample passivation during the autoclave
process, if this took place in some extension, it will be an advantage of
this sterilization procedure, as it will reduce its occurrence during in
vitro assays.

Acknowledgments

The authors are pleased to acknowledge the financial assistance of
COLCIENCIAS and Programa de Enlaza mundos 2015 which supported
the PhD studies of M.E.R.

References

[1] Grogan J a, Leen SB, McHugh PE. A physical corrosion model for bioabsorbable
metal stents. Acta Biomater. [Internet]. Acta Materialia Inc.; 2014 [cited 2015 Feb
5];10:2313–22. Available from: http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24412771.

[2] Witte F. The history of biodegradable magnesium implants: a review. Acta
Biomater. [Internet]. Acta Materialia Inc.; 2010 [Cited 2015 Feb 18];6:1680–92.
Available from: http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20172057.

[3] Hanada K, Matsuzaki K, Huang X, Chino Y. Fabrication of mg alloy tubes for bio-
degradable stent application. Mater. Sci. Eng. C. Mater. Biol. Appl. [Internet].
2013;33:4746–50. Available from: http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/
24094183.

[4] H. Kitabata, R. Waksman, Warnack B. Bioresorbable metal scaffold for cardiovas-
cular application: current knowledge and future perspectives. Cardiovasc. Revasc.
Med. [Internet]. Elsevier B.V., [cited 2015 Feb 24];15:109–16, (2014) Available
from. http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24684760.

[5] F. Witte, Reprint of: the history of biodegradable magnesium implants: A review,
Acta Biomater. Elsevier 23 (2015) S28–S40.

[6] Henderson SE, Verdelis K, Maiti S, Pal S, Chung WL, Chou D-T, et al. Magnesium
alloys as a biomaterial for degradable craniofacial screws. Acta Biomater.
[Internet]. Acta Materialia Inc.; 2014 [Cited 2014 Dec 9];10:2323–32. Available

from: http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24384125.
[7] Gu X-N, Li S-S, Li X-M, Fan Y-B. Magnesium based degradable biomaterials: A re-

view. Front. Mater. Sci. [Internet]. 2014 [cited 2015 Jan 12];8:200–18. Available
from: http://link.springer.com/10.1007/s11706-014-0253-9

[8] P.K. Bowen, J. Drelich, Goldman J. A new in vitro-in vivo correlation for bioab-
sorbable magnesium stents from mechanical behavior. Mater. Sci. Eng. C. Mater.
Biol. Appl. [Internet]. Elsevier B.V., [cited 2015 Feb 24];33:5064–70, (2013)
Available from. http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24094225.

[9] S. Fajardo, G.S. Frankel, Effect of impurities on the enhanced catalytic activity for
hydrogen evolution in high purity magnesium, Electrochim. Acta. Elsevier 165
(2015) 255–267.

[10] Kirkland NT, Birbilis N. Magnesium Biomaterials. Cham: Springer International
Publishing; 2014 [cited 2015 Feb 24];442 Available from: http://link.springer.
com/10.1007/978-3-319-02123-2

[11] G.S. Frankel, A. Samaniego, N. Birbilis, Evolution of hydrogen at dissolving mag-
nesium surfaces, Corros. Sci. Elsevier 70 (2013) 104–111.

[12] Jiang BL, Ge YF. Micro-arc oxidation (MAO) to improve the corrosion resistance of
magnesium (Mg) alloys. Corros. Prev. Magnes. Alloy. Elsevier; 2013. p. 163–96.

[13] Z. Yao, Y. Jiang, F. Jia, Z. Jiang, F. Wang, Growth characteristics of plasma elec-
trolytic oxidation ceramic coatings on Ti–6Al–4V alloy, Appl. Surf. Sci. Elsevier 254
(2008) 4084–4091.

[14] J.A. Curran, T.W. Clyne, Porosity in plasma electrolytic oxide coatings, Acta Mater.
Elsevier 54 (2006) 1985–1993.

[15] A.L. Yerokhin, X. Nie, A. Leyland, A. Matthews, S.J. Dowey, Plasma electrolysis for
surface engineering. Surf. coatings Technol, Elsevier 122 (1999) 73–93.

[16] Vladimirov B V., Krit BL, Lyudin VB, Morozova N V., Rossiiskaya a. D, Suminov I V.,
et al. Microarc oxidation of magnesium alloys: A review. Surf. Eng. Appl.
Electrochem. [Internet]. 2014 [cited 2015 Jan 25];50:195–232. Available from:
http://link.springer.com/10.3103/S1068375514030090

[17] Liu C, Zhao Y, Chen Y, Liu P, Cai K. Surface modification of magnesium alloy via
cathodic plasma electrolysis and its influence on corrosion resistance and cyto-
compatibility. Mater. Lett. [Internet]. Elsevier; 2014 [cited 2015 Feb 24];132:15–8.
Available from: http://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0167577X14010568

[18] J. Yang, F. Cui, Lee IS. Surface modifications of magnesium alloys for biomedical
applications. Ann. Biomed. Eng. [Internet], [Cited 2015 Feb 24];39:1857–71,
(2011) Available from. http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21445692.

[19] Ito T, Kato M, Toi K, Shirakawa T, Ikemoto I, Tokuda T. Oxygen species adsorbed on
ultraviolet-irradiated magnesium oxide. J. Chem. Soc. Faraday Trans. 1 Phys.
Chem. Condens. Phases. Royal Society of Chemistry; 1985;81:2835–44.

[20] W. Att, M. Takeuchi, T. Suzuki, K. Kubo, M. Anpo, T. Ogawa, Enhanced osteoblast
function on ultraviolet light-treated zirconia, Biomaterials. Elsevier 30 (2009)
1273–1280.

[21] W. Luo, A. Chen, M. Chen, W. Dong, X. Hou, Comparison of sterilization efficiency
of pulsed and continuous UV light using tunable frequency UV system, Innov. Food
Sci. Emerg. Technol. Elsevier 26 (2014) 220–225.

[22] P.J. Vezeau, G.F. Koorbusch, R.A. Draughn, J.C. Keller, Effects of multiple ster-
ilization on surface characteristics and in vitro biologic responses to titanium. J.
Oral Maxillofac. Surg, Elsevier 54 (1996) 738–746.

[23] A. Han, J.K.H. Tsoi, J.P. Matinlinna, Y. Zhang, Z. Chen, Effects of different ster-
ilization methods on surface characteristics and biofilm formation on zirconia in
vitro, Dent. Mater. Elsevier 34 (2018) 272–281.

[24] Salman SA, Okido M. Anodization of magnesium (Mg) alloys to improve corrosion
resistance. Corros. Prev. Magnes. Alloy. Elsevier; 2013. p. 197–231.

[25] N.P. Tipnis, D.J. Burgess, Sterilization of Implantable Polymer-Based Medical
Devices: A Review, Elsevier, Int. J. Pharm, 2017.

[26] Echeverry-Rendon, M, Duque V, Quintero D, Robledo S.M, Harmsen M.C,
Echeverria Felix. Improved corrosion resistance of commercially pure magnesium
after its modification by plasma electrolytic oxidation with organic additives.
Journal of biomaterials applications. SAGE Publications Sage UK: London, England.
2018; 33:25–740.

[27] V.G. Alder, A.M. Brown, W.A. Gillespie, Disinfection of heat-sensitive material by
low-temperature steam and formaldehyde, J. Clin. Pathol. BMJ Publishing Group
19 (1966) 83–89.

[28] K. Kanemitsu, T. Imasaka, S. Ishikawa, H. Kunishima, H. Harigae, K. Ueno, et al., A
comparative study of ethylene oxide gas, hydrogen peroxide gas plasma, and low-
temperature steam formaldehyde sterilization. Infect. Control Hosp. Epidemiol,
Cambridge University Press 26 (2005) 486–489.

[29] S.J. Line, J.K. Pickerill, Testing a steam-formaldehyde sterilizer for gas penetration
efficiency, J. Clin. Pathol. BMJ Publishing Group 26 (1973) 716–720.

[30] Hiromoto S, Yamamoto A. Control of degradation rate of bioabsorbable magnesium
by anodization and steam treatment. Mater. Sci. Eng. C [Internet]. Elsevier B.V.;
2010 [cited 2015 Feb 21];30:1085–93. Available from: http://linkinghub.elsevier.
com/retrieve/pii/S0928493110001360

[31] J.H. Park, R. Olivares-Navarrete, R.E. Baier, A.E. Meyer, R. Tannenbaum,
B.D. Boyan, et al., Effect of cleaning and sterilization on titanium implant surface
properties and cellular response, Acta Biomater. Elsevier 8 (2012) 1966–1975.

[32] M. Pegueroles, F.J. Gil, J.A. Planell, C. Aparicio, The influence of blasting and
sterilization on static and time-related wettability and surface-energy properties of
titanium surfaces, Surf. Coatings Technol. Elsevier 202 (2008) 3470–3479.

M. Echeverry-Rendon, et al. Surface & Coatings Technology 363 (2019) 106–111

111

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24412771
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20172057
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24094183
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24094183
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24684760
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24384125
http://link.springer.com/10.1007/s11706-014-0253-9
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24094225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0020
http://link.springer.com/10.1007/978-3-319-02123-2
http://link.springer.com/10.1007/978-3-319-02123-2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0040
http://link.springer.com/10.3103/S1068375514030090
http://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0167577X14010568
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21445692
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0085
http://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0928493110001360
http://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0928493110001360
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0257-8972(19)30218-X/rf0095

	Considerations about sterilization of samples of pure magnesium modified by plasma electrolytic oxidation
	Introduction
	Material and methods
	Anodization of samples
	Sterilization protocols
	Characterization of the samples
	Wettability
	Hemolysis test

	Results
	Characterization of the sample

	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Acknowledgments
	References




