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The biodegradable term refers to a biologically assisted degradation process. A biodegradable polymer is a polymer

susceptible to degradation by biological activity, accompanied by a lowering of its molar mass. There is a justified need to

investigate biodegradable polymers in form of thin films because compared with those bulk, which has a long and

comprehensive history on the degradation subject, there is still insufficient and fragmented understanding about the

degradation of thin polymeric films, with research limited in general to very specific cases. Our efforts have been focused

on on centralizing the comprehensive literature studies about stability and degradation of different polymeric coatings,

which were thoroughly evaluated by polymer mass loss measurements, electrochemical investigations and/or surface. A

briefly description of the factors affecting degradation, testing methods and applications of biodegradable polymers

coatings was completed.
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1. Introduction

Undoubtedly, biodegradable polymers have a major role in biomaterials and medical devices (MD) functionalization fields,

due to their capability for property tailoring and to completely degrade in time under physiological conditions . It is well

known that biomaterials interact with biological systems through their surfaces  and so that it is of great importance to

control or tune the surface properties of MD, helping them integrate safely and easily into the host tissues .

In this entry, several advantages could be obtained by MD functionalization with polymer-based thin films due to

remarkable properties of biodegradable polymers. Beside biocompatibility, they can also incorporate drugs by achieving a

predetermined drug release profiles at a desired site of action meanwhile being easily eliminated by the body or even

replaced in time by tissues .

The potential of surface functionalization with polymeric coatings (PC) (Figure 1) could solve the critical problems of used

polymer amount supply associated with processing time. Moreover, thin film deposition techniques are designed to ensure

the MD functionalization by improving the surface features with a newly formed polymeric platform. Concretely, polymeric

thin films, present an amazing versatility in the chemical groups which can help control biomaterial – tissue interactions

and also possess the required mechanical properties due to substrate . As mentioned above, the relative easy

processing time is another reason for the extensive interest in polymeric thin films. Surfaces can be coated with polymers

using simple techniques such as: Langmuir-Blodgett deposition , spin – coating , sputtering , chemical vapor

deposition , electrochemical deposition , spray – coating  or advanced laser techniques (e.g.  matrix assisted

pulsed laser evaporation ), Chemical grafting , self – assembled monolayers , surface - tethered polymers

(polymer brushes) , dip-coating , electrophoretic deposition method  or multilayer .
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Figure 1. Benefits of surface functionalization with biopolymeric coatings.

Each deposition technique may show better results in a given situation and so that the choice of the proper coating

fabrication method should be therefore determined based on the desired medical application, polymers’ workability and its

physico-chemical properties . An excellent option for the surface modification of metallic implants is the tailor-made

coating (for accelerated tissue regeneration, with antibacterial properties and controlled release), making them more

affordable and reducing or even eliminating the need for further surgical revisions . Thin films also present advantages

over bulk polymers due to their large surface-to-volume ratios, being suitable for applications requiring enhanced surface

interactions. Another benefit of coatings over raw materials is the achievement of application-specific properties that are

unattainable in the case of uncoated material or in the raw starting material used to be applied for surface

functionalization.

With the pursuit that PC to be successfully integrated as functionalized MD , a critical discussion element of debate is the

requirement of corroboration and analysis of polymeric thin films surface properties (such as morphology, micro- and/or

nano- scale topography, chemical structure, and composition),  with the dynamic phenomena taking place at interfaces

(e.g. adsorption, modification, or wetting)) . Each of these properties needs to be optimized for the achievement of a

specific application. The control of the film properties requires tuning of the deposition parameters, which in return

requires a thorough understanding of the underlying mechanisms of deposition and not only (e.g. type of polymer

deposited and also on the interactions among process parameters and material parameters) .

At the same time, the next step toward more effectively designing - devices based on biodegradable polymers as coating

materials is to gain a better understanding of the degradation behavior mechanisms and a deeper knowledge of

structure–property relationships.

The development of polymeric functionalized coatings is in close connection with the degradation process. Although in its

infancy, the study of the dynamic changes which occurs in a biodegradable polymeric thin film, can be extremely effective

in predicting the body’s physiological regulation mechanisms and future performance of designed implantable medical

devices.

This review is dedicated to the degradation mechanisms which occur in polymeric functionalized thin films with particular

highlights on the correlation between raw polymer and the deposition techniques that allow to controlling and tuning of

polymer properties and thus the functionality.

A digital search was performed for the period 2000-2021, using Web of Science (http://apps.webofknowledge.com) and

following the criteria described in Figure 2.

There is still poor and fragmented understanding of the polymeric thin films degradation behavior as according Web of

Science Core Collection (the research papers were limited to only 99 results). Comparatively, in the same period, 10,031

manuscripts on the polymeric thin films subject emphasize the advantages of applying polymer-based thin layers for

medical devices functionalization. Search terms were put in double-quotes to restrict the search result to the specific

phrases. The search field was specified to search only abstracts, title, keywords; and was restricted to only ISI journal

articles. This statistic fully justifies the need to investigate biodegradable polymers in form of thin films because compared

with those bulk (to which are attributed over 17,385 manuscripts), having a long and comprehensive history on the

degradation approached subject of this review.

 Figure 2. Current state of relevant publications available in the reviewed research field.
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The difficulty with respect to the degradation behavior of biopolymers in form of coatings can be also related to the

amount of an active substance (e.g. drugs, natural antimicrobial agents, etc.) that can be incorporated into the polymeric

matrix and on the statistical process of synthesizing reproducible thin films. Another reasons for why degradation in

polymer films is incompletely understood can be the large number of available biopolymers, extensive applications and

compositions of thin polymeric films. Moreover, the diversity of potential substrates, numerous deposition methods, range

of thicknesses that are possible, all these factors lead to a wide range of possible combinations to consider. In order to

predict the functionalisation and performance of MD based on PC there is still place for studying the proposed subject.

 Research efforts should be further directed toward improving and controlling biopolymers physico - chemical properties

for long term in order to obtain sustainable coatings for drug delivery applications. Even better, as a perspective,

composite personalized coating can be tuned according to the patient needs offering the opportunity for operability in the

biopolymer composition and properties.

In this review is given a briefly introduction and classification of biodegradable polymers used as coatings, together with

the degradation mechanisms and the factors affecting the process, as well as the testing methods and applications of

biodegradable polymers coatings for drug delivery. Furthermore, current research approaches and future perspectives in

the application of controlled degradation processes as alternative and viable routes toward enhanced polymer based

coatings degradation and fictionalization is presented.

2. Biodegradable Polymers Used as Coatings

2.1. Terminologies background

Taking into account that degradation process and biodegradable polymers are defined in a variety of ways in the literature

it is fully justified the need of a short section regarding the used terminology. In this review, we have adopted the

definitions as listed in the IUPAC Compendium of Chemical Terminology .

The biodegradable term refers to a biologically assisted degradation process. Concretely, according to IUPAC

Compendium of Chemical Terminology , a biodegradable polymer is a polymer susceptible to degradation by biological

activity, with the degradation accompanied by a lowering of its molar mass. Also here it is explained that a polymer

degradation is represented by the chemical changes which appears in a polymeric material that usually result in

undesirable changes or even deterioration in the useful properties of the material. The fragmentation means the

breakdown of a polymeric biomaterial to particles regardless of the mechanism. There are illustrated the specific cases

when degradation process is accompanied by a decrease in molar mass (e.g. vinyl polymers, polyamides) and the

situations when degradation means changes in chemical structure (e.g. polymers with aromatic rings in the main chain). It

can also be accompanied by crosslinking .

The degradation term is explained as a breakdown of a substance catalyzed by enzymes in vitro or in vivo . Here,

some other terms like bulk degradation, disintegration, dissolution, erosion, fragmentation, enzymatic or hydrolytic

degradation process need to be clarified. Concretely, bulk degradation term refers to a faster degradation inside than at

the surface of a polymeric biomaterial. The disintegration         process is related to the particles fragmentation to an

acceptable size (depending on the required application). Another discussion interferes in clarifying the dissolution term

which is attributed to a solution of macromolecules constituting a polymeric biomaterial in a liquid medium and erosion

which refers to a faster alteration at the surface than inside. At the same time we consider it necessary to define

enzymatic degradation as degradation caused by the catalytic action of enzymes under abiotic experimental conditions

meanwhile hydrolytic degradation is defined as degradation identified as resulting from hydrolytic cleavage of

macromolecules. The term bioreactor is associated to an apparatus used to carry out any kind of bioprocess (examples

include fermenter or enzyme reactor).

Definition, standard, and testing protocol for above mentioned terms are also reported in Ref. .

In order to be used in medical applications,  a biodegradable polymer must fulfill certain criteria  such as:

- Non-toxic response after implantation in the body

- Reasonable shelf life

- Non-toxic degradation products able to get metabolized and easily eliminated from the body;

- The degradation time should match the therapy process time (e.g. healing, regeneration or treatment)
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- Appropriate mechanical properties for the desired application and the inherence variation in mechanical properties that

occurs with the degradation, compatible with the healing or regeneration process.

- Appropriate processability in order to tailor the mechanical properties of MD in correlation with the intended application.

The biopolymer based coatings designed for controlled release has the advantage of being able to maximizethe

therapeutic benefit as they no require replacement or further manipulation and can degrade into non-toxic and soluble

components .

Moreover,  thin films term refers to layers of material (monolayer) ranging from nanometers  to several micrometers in

thickness.

There is another difference to be done between a thick and a thin film. Concretely, a thick film will typically have a

thickness in the range 10 –25 μm (surface layers thicker than 1 micron are classified as coating) meanwhile thin films are

usually surface layers with a sub-micron thickness (<500 nm) . Furthermore, thin films deposition deals with the surface

overlay with distinct atoms or molecules, while surface coating involves depositing particles . However, the real

difference between thin and thick films  is more than their relative thickness, is the way in which they are synthetized .

Thin films are often deposited using vacuum techniques such as sputtering and molecular beam epitaxy meanwhile thick

films are deposited from a solution or paste, which must be dried and then often sintered to produce the final coating .

Biopolymers present different degradation rates within the organism and therefore polymer selection can be tailored so as

to achieve the desired release rates. Whatever the application or the desired degradation kinetics, it is essential to

understand the degradation mechanisms in order to be able to define or guarantee either the stability and/or the controlled

degradation rate.

In the following, we will refer only to the degradation process (which does not imply the microorganisms action) by

dynamic simulations after the immersion of functionalized implants (thin polymeric coatings) in simulated body fluids (

SBF) or phosphate buffered saline (PBS) solutions. The degradable polymeric delivery systems described in this review

will comprise polymeric systems that are degraded by surface or bulk erosion by hydrolysis or solubilization and their

evolution in time.

2.2. Classification of Biodegradable Biopolymers

One should mention that biodegradation actually involves two complementary processes: degradation (refers to the chain

scission of polymer chains cleaved into oligomers and monomers) and erosion (represents the loss of material due to

monomers and oligomers leaving the polymer), respectively. The process of polymers degradation can take place

passively by hydrolysis or actively by enzymatic reaction so in this context we made the classification taking into account

the way in which it biodegradable polymers degrades.

Biodegradable polymers can be classified also according to their origin as natural or synthetic polymers. Most of natural-

based polymers are completely biodegradable while the synthetic ones and their blends do not degrade completely. Both

of these are in the same time subdivided into different classes based on the main linkages present in their structure.

Figure 3.  Schematic representation of biodegradable biopolymers classification.
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Based  on  their  degradation  mechanisms, biopolymers  can  be  next  classified  into  bulk  (homogeneous)  and 

surface  (heterogeneous)  eroding  biomaterials (Figure 4.) .

   Figure 4. Schematic Representation of Surface Erosion versus Bulk Erosion

In the case of an ideal bulk erosion, the erosion rate depends on the total amount of the material (biomaterial is lost from

the entire polymer volume at the same time due to water penetrating the bulk while remaining a constant size during the

degradation  process). Some biopolymers that exhibit this characteristic  bulk  erosion degradation mechanism are the

biodegradable  polyesters: poly(lactic-co-glycolic  acid)  (PLGA), poly(ε-caprolactone)  (PCL), polyglycolic  acid  (PGA) 

and poly-L-lactic  acid  (PLLA). The  erosion  time  of  these polymers, widely used  in  drug  delivery applications,  varies 

from  a  few  months  to  several  years (depending on the monomers used and their molecular weights) .

In ideal surface erosion, the erosion rate will be proportional to the surface area. Concretely, polymers surface eroding

become smaller while keeping their original geometric shape during the degradation process (biomaterial is lost only from

the polymer matrix surface). Some characteristic examples of polymers which exhibit characteristic surface erosion

degradation mechanism are polyanhydrides as e.g. poly(sebacic acid) (PSA), poly[1,3-bis (p-carboxyphenoxy) propane-

sebacic acid]  (PCPP:SA), poly(1,3-bis(p-carboxyphenoxy) propane  (PCPP) and  poly(1-6-bis(p-carboxy 

phenxoy)hexane) (PCPH).  These are generally hydrophobic polymers wherein water cannot penetrate easily into the

bulk. The erosion time in this case can vary from few days to several years 

References

1. Van Krevelen, D.W.; Te Nijenhuis, K. Chapter 21—Thermal Decomposition. In Properties of Polymers, 4th ed.; Van Kre
velen, D.W., Te Nijenhuis, K., Eds.; Elsevier: Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 2009; pp. 763–777.

2. Othman, Z.; Pastor, B.C.; van Rijt, S.; Habibovic, P. Understanding interactions between biomaterials and biological sys
tems using proteomics. Biomaterials 2018, 167, 191–204.

3. Stevens, M.M.; George, J.H. Exploring and engineering the cell surface interface. Science 2005, 310, 1135–1138.

4. Kuhn, L.T. Chapter 5—Biomaterials. In Biomedical Engineering, Introduction to Biomedical Engineering, 3rd ed.; John,
D., Enderle, J.D.B., Eds.; Academic press: Cambridge, MA, USA, 2012; pp. 219–271.

5. Vendra, V.K.; Wu, L.; Krishnan, S. Nanotechnologies for the Life Sciences. In Polymer Thin Films for Biomedical Applic
ations, 1st ed.; Kumar, C., Ed.; Wiley-VCH Verlag GmbH & Co. KGaA: Weinheim, Germany, 2010; Volume 5, pp. 1–51.

6. Miyashita, T. Recent studies on functional ultrathin polymer films prepared by the Langmuir-Blodgett technique. Prog. P
olym. Sci. 1993, 18, 263–294.

7. Norrman, K.; Ghanbari-Siahkali, A.; Larsen, N. 6 Studies of spin-coated polymer films. Annu. Rep. Sect. C 2005, 101, 1
74–201.

8. Nisol, B.; Oldenhove, G.; Preyat, N.; Monteyne, D.; Moser, M.; Perez-Morga, D.; Reniers, F. Atmospheric plasma synth
esized PEG coatings: Non-fouling biomaterials showing protein and cell repulsion. Surf. Coat. Technol. 2014, 252, 126
–133.

[32]

[33]

[34]



9. Elkasabi, Y.; Yoshida, M.; Nandivada, H.; Chen, H.Y.; Lahann, J. Towards Multipotent Coatings: Chemical Vapor Deposi
tion and Biofunctionalization of Carbonyl-Substituted Copolymers. Macromol. Rapid Commun. 2008, 29, 855–870.

10. Martin, T.; Kooi, S.; Chang, S.; Sedransk, K.; Gleason, K. Initiated chemical vapor deposition of antimicrobial polymer c
oatings. Biomaterials 2007, 28, 909–915.

11. Sambhy, V.; Peterson, B.R.; Sen, A. Multifunctional silane polymers for persistent surface derivatization and their antimi
crobial properties. Langmuir 2008, 24, 7549–7558.

12. Chen, M.-C.; Liang, H.-F.; Chiu, Y.-L.; Chang, Y.; Wei, H.-J.; Sung, H.-W. A novel drug-eluting stent spray-coated with m
ulti-layers of collagen and sirolimus. J. Control. Release 2005, 108, 178–189.

13. Visan, A.; Cristescu, R.; Stefan, N.; Miroiu, M.; Nita, C.; Socol, M.; Florica, C.; Rasoga, O.; Zgura, I.; Sima, L. Antimicro
bial polycaprolactone/polyethylene glycol embedded lysozyme coatings of Ti implants for osteoblast functional properti
es in tissue engineering. Appl. Surf. Sci. 2017, 417, 234–243.

14. Amokrane, G.; Falentin-Daudré, C.; Ramtani, S.; Migonney, V. A simple method to functionalize PCL surface by grafting
bioactive polymers using UV irradiation. Irbm 2018, 39, 268–278.

15. Chung, Y.C.; Chiu, Y.H.; Wu, Y.W.; Tao, Y.T. Self-assembled biomimetic monolayers using phospholipid-containing disul
fides. Biomaterials 2005, 26, 2313–2324.

16. Yu, Y.; Sun, H.; Cheng, C. Brush polymer-based nanostructures for drug delivery. In Nanostructures for Drug Delivery;
Ecaterina Andronescu, A.M.G., Ed.; Elsevier: Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 2017; pp. 271–298.

17. Sinturel, C.; Vayer, M.; Mahut, F.; Bonnier, F.; Chourpa, I.; Munnier, E. Influence of PLGA nanoparticles on the depositio
n of model water-soluble biocompatible polymers by dip coating. Colloids Surf. A 2021, 608, 125591.

18. Visan, A.I.; Popescu-Pelin, G.; Gherasim, O.; Mihailescu, A.; Socol, M.; Zgura, I.; Chiritoiu, M.; Elena Sima, L.; Antohe,
F.; Ivan, L. Long-term evaluation of dip-coated pcl-blend-peg coatings in simulated conditions. Polymers 2020, 12, 717.

19. Wang, C.; Ma, J.; Cheng, W. Formation of polyetheretherketone polymer coating by electrophoretic deposition method.
Surf. Coat. Technol. 2003, 173, 271–275.

20. Wood, K.C.; Boedicker, J.Q.; Lynn, D.M.; Hammond, P.T. Tunable drug release from hydrolytically degradable layer-by-l
ayer thin films. Langmuir 2005, 21, 1603–1609.

21. Leguen, E.; Chassepot, A.; Decher, G.; Schaaf, P.; Voegel, J.-C.; Jessel, N. Bioactive coatings based on polyelectrolyte
multilayer architectures functionalized by embedded proteins, peptides or drugs. Biomol. Eng. 2007, 24, 33–41.

22. Mbam, S.O.; Nwonu, S.E.; Orelaja, O.A.; Nwigwe, U.S.; Gou, X.-F. Thin-film coating; historical evolution, conventional
deposition technologies, stress-state micro/nano-level measurement/models and prospects projection: A critical review.
Mater. Res. Express 2019, 6, 122001.

23. Marre, S.; Cansell, F.; Aymonier, C. Tailor-made surface properties of particles with a hydrophilic or hydrophobic polym
er shell mediated by supercritical CO2. Langmuir 2008, 24, 252–258.

24. Gim, S.; Cho, K.J.; Lim, H.-K.; Kim, H. Structure, dynamics, and wettability of water at metal interfaces. Sci. Rep. 2019,
9, 1–7.

25. Fillon, B. Polymer Thin Films—Processes, Parameters and Property Control. In Micromanufacturing Engineering and T
echnology, 2nd ed.; Qin, Y., Ed.; William Andrew: Norwich, UK, 2015; pp. 393–424.

26. Li, C.; Wang, J.; Wang, Y.; Gao, H.; Wei, G.; Huang, Y.; Yu, H.; Gan, Y.; Wang, Y.; Mei, L. Recent progress in drug deliv
ery. Acta Pharm. Sin. B 2019, 9, 1145–1162.

27. Engineer, C.; Parikh, J.; Raval, A. Review on hydrolytic degradation behavior of biodegradable polymers from controlle
d drug delivery system. Trends Biomater. Artif. Organs 2011, 25, 79–85.

28. IUPAC, I. Compendium of Chemical Terminology; Blackwell Scientific Publications Oxford: Oxford, UK, 1997.

29. Saini, R.D. Biodegradable polymers. Int. J. Appl. Chem. 2017, 13, 179–196.

30. Nair, L.S.; Laurencin, C.T. Biodegradable polymers as biomaterials. Prog. Polym. Sci. 2007, 32, 762–798.

31. Tsui, O.K.; Russell, T.P. Polymer Thin Films; Ophelia, K.C., Tsui, T.P.R., Eds.; World Scientific: Singapore, 2008; Volum
e 1, p. 312.

32. Abegunde, O. Overview of Thin Film Deposition Techniques. AIMS Mater. Sci. 2019, 6, 174.

33. Venables, J.A. Introduction to Surface and Thin Film Processes; Cambridge University Press: Cambridge, UK, 2000; p.
392.

34. Sadi, R.K.; Fechine, G.J.; Demarquette, N.R. Photodegradation of poly (3-hydroxybutyrate). Polym. Degrad. Stab. 201
0, 95, 2318–2327.



Retrieved from https://encyclopedia.pub/entry/history/show/24517


