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Abstract: The improvement of biodegradable metals is currently an active and promising research
area for their capabilities in implant manufacturing. However, controlling their degradation rate
once their surface is in contact with the physiological media is a challenge. Surface treatments are
in the way of addressing the improvement of this control. Zinc is a biocompatible metal present in
the human body as well as a metal widely used in coatings to prevent corrosion, due to its well-
known metal protective action. These two outstanding characteristics make zinc coating worthy of
consideration to improve the degradation behaviour of implants. Electrodeposition is one of the
most practical and common technologies to create protective zinc coatings on metals. This article
aims to review the effect of the different parameters involved in the electrochemical process on the
topography and corrosion characteristics of the zinc coating. However, certainly, it also provides an
actual and comprehensive description of the state-of-the-art of the use of electrodeposited zinc for
biomedical applications, focusing on their capacity to protect against bacterial colonization and to
allow cell adhesion and proliferation.

Keywords: implant; zinc; coating; electrodeposition; morphology; corrosion; antimicrobial;
osseointegration

1. Introduction

Zinc is a ductile and malleable metal of atomic number 30 found in the earth’s crust
at concentrations of approximately 50 ppm [1]. It is chemically active and reacts with
non-oxidizing acids, releasing hydrogen to form zinc ions (Zn2+). Dry air does not attack
it, but humid air causes it to oxidize, generating a hard film on its zinc carbonate surface,
which protects it from further corrosion. For this reason, it is highly valued in the industry
as a coating for other metals to protect them from corrosion. Its effectiveness is due to its
barrier effect. The protective Zn layer prevents direct contact of the material in the lower
layer with the surrounding medium species [2,3] by causing a cathodic sacrificial reaction
in the Zinc which prevents the coated material from corroding [2,4,5]. Its resistance to
corrosion depends largely on the morphology, topography and texture it shows in the
coating [6]. At room temperature, it is a metal that crystallizes into a compact hexagonal
structure [7] with a maximum packing factor. The growth plane can be basal, pyramidal
or prismatic. This results in different crystallographic orientations that will determine
whether the crystalline surface is more or less exposed to the surrounding medium [8]
and will result in a characteristic morphology. In addition, a reduction in roughness
can lead to deposits with a fine grain size. Consequently, promoting the reduction in
the contact area between the zinc deposit and the corrosive environment [3,6] will favor
anticorrosive behaviour. In very aggressive environments or at high temperatures, the
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protection provided by zinc is not sufficient [9]. For this reason, zinc is alloyed with
more noble ferrous metals such as cobalt, nickel and iron [5,10], which provide better
corrosion resistance than pure zinc. In particular, the ZnNi alloy has attracted the attention
of the automotive [11], electronics [12] and even the marine industry [13] due to its ease
of workability, low cost and good corrosion-resistance properties, all consequences of the
sacrificial anodic behaviour for nickel content between 12–15% [14].

An interesting application that is attracting the attention of researchers is the devel-
opment of coatings with zinc-based materials for implantable medical devices [15]. Their
anticorrosive properties prevent the release of metal ions around the implantation site
and thus prevents inflammatory reactions in the body. Biodegradable implantable de-
vices are designed to go unnoticed while the damaged tissue heals without additional
surgery [16]. Some authors have shown interest in zinc in its oxide form (ZnO) [17–19],
which is an n-type semiconductor with a bandgap energy of 3.37 eV [20], similar to that
of TiO2 (3.2 eV) [21], so it can be excited by light in the ultraviolet (UV) spectrum. This
induces photocatalytic surface reactions such as the photogeneration of reactive oxygen
species (ROS).

The total zinc content in the human body ranges from 2–4 g, however, its concentration
in plasma is as low as 12–16 µM, which gives it the name of a trace element [22]. There
is no particular site within the human body that acts as a reservoir for Zn, which makes
its daily intake necessary. Zinc is involved in many of the processes that regulate human
physiology. It is involved in gene expression, cell division, growth, wound healing and
cellular immunity [23]. It promotes the processes of osteoblastic bone formation and
mineralization [24]. Zinc deficiency in the human body has been associated with skeletal
abnormalities and delayed bone development [25,26]. It is also used in the pharmaceutical
industry because of its important role in human health.

A decisive factor for the success of an implant, both in permanent and biodegradable
materials, is bacterial contamination. It can originate at the time of surgery due to contam-
ination of the skin flora of the patient, the healthcare staff or even the operating theatre
environment [27]. However, they can also originate from a distant source of infection [28].
The initial adhesion of bacteria to the surface is a reversible process, but when biochemical
interactions between the surface of the material and the bacteria start to act, the process
becomes irreversible. In these cases, bacteria start to develop their protective mechanism
against antibiotic action, biofilms, leading to the removal of the implant [29]. On the one
hand, the Zn2+ ions released by the coating when partially dissolved in an aqueous medium
have a bacteriostatic effect. The peptidoglycan layer-forming part of the bacterial wall is
negatively charged and the Zn2+ ions are trapped in it [30]. This results in the detection
of bacterial metabolism, but without causing death. On the other hand, under the action
of UV light, the interaction of ROS with cells triggers compensatory mechanisms. When
there is an imbalance between the ROS generated and their reduction, oxidative stress
occurs [30–37], which causes a structural and functional change in the micro-organism, ac-
celerating its ageing and promoting cell death. The biocidal activity of these ROS is directly
related to the generation of H2O2. This is the only product that can penetrate cytoplasmic
membranes [38–41], causing lipid peroxidation. Once the membrane is damaged, the rest
of the ROS products penetrate the membrane, causing a further biocidal effect [42–51]. This
is due to the existence of a greater or lesser number of surface defects on the crystalline
ZnO particles.

One of the most common procedures to achieve complete and uniform coatings in
flexible and economical way is electrodeposition. The Zn electrodeposition process consists
of generating a metallic coating on a base material, even on pure Zn [52], thanks to the
electrochemical reduction in the electroactive species dissolved in an electrolyte. This
process consists of several steps [53–55]. Hydrated ions and complex ions migrate from
the bulk of the electrolyte solution to the interface. At the interface, the electroactive
species undergo a chemical conversion reaction such as ligand detachment or dehydration,
followed by a charge transfer process. The reacting particles gain electrons to become
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atoms adsorbed on the electrode surface. These two processes are decisive in determining
the morphology, as well as the anti-corrosion properties of the resulting coating, just
because the atoms generated in the chemical conversion reaction come together to form
crystalline nuclei that will gradually grow, or they move across the electrode surface, reach
a specific position and enter the lattice to continue growing in the original lattice [56,57].
As the electrodeposition process proceeds, some clusters can be stable or unstable. The
unstable ones will eventually disappear, while the stable ones will grow and form the
film [58]. By controlling the various parameters involved in the process, a firm and compact
electrodeposit is achieved at the cathode. There are several parameters that allow the
control of electrodeposition and influence the final finish of the deposit, and therefore, on
the properties of zinc coatings.

Within this scope, the aim of this literature review is to provide the reader with
an update on the influence of the modification of the different parameters that can be
adjusted over the course of the electrodeposition process, such as the current density,
temperature or additives, and the effect that the characteristics of the electrodeposited layer
have on different kind of materials. Moreover, properties such as antibacterial activity and
osseointegration of Zn electrocoatings are revised in materials directly designed for the
fabrication of implants.

2. Surface Morphology of the Zn Coating

Several experimental variables in the electrodeposition process are decisive in the
morphology of the electrodeposited coating, since they can increase the number of active
sites for nucleation or favour the absorption of the electroactive species. These include
current density and application method, temperature, hydrogen gas evolution, electroactive
ions and the use of additives. Table 1 shows a summary of the literature on the influence of
the electrochemical parameters of Zn deposition on the morphology.

2.1. Current Density

Current density is a parameter that, during the Zn electrodeposition process, allows
for controlling the rate at which the deposition occurs with a significant influence on
the nucleation processes and, therefore, on the resulting morphology [59,60]. The elec-
trodeposition technique can be carried out using a direct current (DC), where the only
variable to be controlled is the current density [61], or it can be carried out using a pulsed
current (PC), with a higher complexity of the process, as it involves a larger number of
experimental variables: on-time (Ton), off-time (Toff), duty cycle and pulse peak current
density (Jp). Focusing on DC electrodeposition, Freitas et al. [62] analysed the influence of
current density on the crystallization of Zn deposits in steel sheets, and obtained that, for
high current densities of 50 mA/cm2, the growth rate of the nuclei radius in a direction
parallel to the electrode surface was higher than in other directions. With this orientation,
the overlapping of the nuclei was favoured and therefore a decrease in the presence of
microporosities took place. However, for low densities of 10 mA/cm2, the growth rate of
the nuclei radius in a direction perpendicular to the electrode surface was higher than in
other directions, and the nuclei radio did not overlap, resulting in high microporosity. N.
Alias et al. [63] also studied the influence of different current densities on Zn electrodeposits
on a copper surface from a zinc sulphate solution. These authors found a thin Zn deposit
with little nucleation at a low current density, 10 mA/cm2. However, the morphology of
the deposit changed to a very flat platelet-like hexagonal crystal structure layer-by-layer
at a current density of 20 mA/cm2, leading to a dense nucleation with irregular growth
of metallic Zn at 40 mA/cm2, and even allowing the development of three-dimensional
flake-like structures at 100 mA/cm2. Changes in the topography of the Zn electrodeposited
on mild steel because of the modification of the current density were also corroborated
by Fazazi et al. [64]. At low current densities, around 16 mA/cm2, the morphology of
the deposit was smooth, platelet-like and with compact hexagonal crystal grains. How-



Materials 2023, 16, 5985 4 of 42

ever, at current densities higher than 40 mA/cm2, deposits evolved to a heterogeneous,
flower-shaped three-dimensional structure with a rough topography.

The influence of current density on the characteristics of the coating is also evident
when nanoparticles are included in the surface layer together with the zinc compounds.
Interest in this procedure is because nanoparticles in the electrodeposited coating improve
corrosion resistance, microhardness, wear and even self-lubrication and can modify the
morphology of the resulting coverage depending on the applied current density [65–71].
Cabral-Miramontes et al. [72] probed that the inclusion of Zn/TiO2 and Zn/ZnO nanopar-
ticles changes the morphology of the electrodeposited zinc in respect to the exclusively
zinc coating, in a way that is dependent on the applied current density. In the case of a
current density of 50 mA/cm2, the morphology of a pure Zn coating has a hexagonal crystal
structure, but the composite coatings included uncoated areas with heterogeneous and
non-uniform crystals. However, when the current density was higher than 100 mA/cm2,
both coatings showed a compact and homogeneous hexagonal crystal morphology, having
a smaller grain size in the coatings with nanoparticles than in the case of pure Zn, probably
because the addition of nanoparticles caused a faster formation of nucleation sites, thus
reducing the grain size. For both current densities, thickness was higher for the pure Zn
coatings. In this line, Camargo et al. [73] prepared Zn coatings with TiO2 nanoparticles
at a concentration of 15 g/L on a steel substrate with DC densities of 20 mA/cm2 and
200 mA/cm2. Moreover, in this research, the higher current density provides a more uni-
form and compact morphology, with TiO2 agglomerates adsorbed on the surface of the
deposit, than when current density was 20 mA/cm2. In this last condition, the porous
morphology of the coating allows TiO2 particles not only on the surface but also inside
the pores. Further research by these authors [74] combined ultrasonic power density com-
binations with a variation in current density in the electrodeposition process of Zn/TiO2
coverages. When the current density was low, 20 mA/cm2, without ultrasonic irradiation,
the crystal morphology was irregular and coarse-grained. However, when combined with
an ultrasonic current density of 28 mW/cm3 or 53 mW/cm3, it showed a levelling effect on
the morphology, with a roughness smoothing of Ra 2.5 mm and 1.5 mm, respectively. At
higher values of current density, the levelling effect gradually decreased up to 200 mA/cm2,
for which the influence of ultrasonic irradiation was negligible.

When the pulsed current (PC) method is used, together with the pulse peak current
density (Jp), the on-time (Ton), off-time (Toff) and duty cycle can affect the microstructure
and properties of the resulting coating. Kim et al. [75] and Sun et al. [76] investigated
the influence of Ton and Toff on Ni electrodeposition by varying the pulse frequency
(f = 1/Ton + Toff) and keeping Jp constant. Nevertheless, El-Sherik et al. [77] stated that
since the pulse frequency is a magnitude obtained from the original parameters Ton and
Toff, that procedure will never be able to reflect the separate effects of Ton and Toff. Puippe
et al. [78] examined different values of Jp at a constant Ton and a constant average current
density. However, this method had the disadvantage that Toff could not be kept constant,
and the coverage results could be attributed to the increase in Jp or the increase in Toff. On
the other hand, Youseff et al. [79] investigated the effect of a single parameter (Ton, Toff
or Jp), keeping the other two constant in the influence of the grain size and morphology
of nanocrystalline Zn coatings. When they kept Ton = 5 ms and Toff = 9 ms constant and
varied Jp in the range of 400 mA/cm2 to 1000 mA/cm2, they found that low values of Jp
generated large grain sizes in the form of plates. However, when they increased the Jp value
from 800 mA/cm2, a drastic reduction in the spherical grain size took place on the average
order of 50 nm. Moreover, Kartal et al. [80] found that increasing Jp and keeping Ton and
Toff (both 5 ms) constant resulted in a decrease in crystal size on the microstructure of Zn
deposits. This result was confirmed by other authors [78,81]. However, when studying the
influence of Ton and Toff, keeping all other parameters constant, it is not always possible
to predict the characteristics of the deposit in each system, as each may react differently
during the electrocrystallisation process [78].
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Moreover, it can be expected that the results of using a given current density is modu-
lated if the electrodeposition process uses a DC or PC. Deo et al. [82] fabricated electrode-
posited ZnMn alloy coatings on steel substrate with DC and PC densities of 60 mA/cm2.
When the applied current density was DC, they observed a thin plate morphology with
a cauliflower-like appearance, as described by other authors [83]. However, when the
current density was PC, the rough cauliflower morphology was transformed into a smooth
globular structure due to the replenishment of ions near the cathode surface during Toff.
They also observed that a higher working frequency led to higher Toff, and therefore more
interruptions in the deposition process. This resulted in a greater preference for nucleation
over crystal growth, leading to a refinement of the grain size, as Claudel et al. also ob-
served [84]. In the same line, Kancharla et al. [85] developed zinc electrodeposition on steel
using DC and PC at different current densities (10 mA/cm2, 30 mA/cm2 and 60 mA/cm2),
but keeping Ton and Toff constant (Ton = 60 ms and Toff = 240 ms). A uniform distribution of
Zn crystals was observed in all conditions. The average grain size of the coatings deposited
with DC at 10 mA/cm2, 30 mA/cm2 and 60 mA/cm2 was 5.95 ± 0.65 µm, 5.80 ± 0.44 µm
and 5.73 ± 0.041 µm, respectively, but the average grain size in the coatings prepared by
PC were slightly finer, with a size of 4.20 ± 0.30 µm, 4.01 ± 0.33 µm and 3.89 ± 0.45 µm,
respectively. Ultimately, a higher Jp resulted in a higher nucleation rate on the cathode
surface, leading to inhibition of crystal growth [59,86]. The authors also determined the
average roughness values (Ra) using DC at 10 mA/cm2, 30 mA/cm2 and 60 mA/cm2 and
obtained values of 111 nm, 110 nm and 112 nm, respectively. Similarly, the average values
obtained using PC were 112 nm, 113 nm and 115 nm, respectively. When comparing the Ra
values, the deposits by PC showed slightly higher values than by DC. Similar results were
obtained for the topographic parameters of mean maximum height (Rz). This indicated a
higher roughness obtained in the PC coatings than in the DC coatings, despite the finer
and more compact morphology of the former. The authors also studied the symmetry of
the coating through the Rsk parameter. The Rsk values with DC at 10 mA/cm2, 30 mA/cm2

and 60 mA/cm2 were 0.157, 0.014 and 0.179, respectively. Similarly, the Rsk values with PC
were 0.086, 0.007 and 0.119, respectively. This denotes that the PC-coated samples present a
more symmetrical morphology than the DC-coated samples.

2.2. Temperature

The temperature at which the electrodeposition process takes place will also signif-
icantly influence the morphology of the resulting Zn coating. When the process takes
place at elevated temperatures, solubility and electrical conductivity improve and anodic
passivation is reduced, but it also accelerates solution evaporation and corrosion processes,
slowing down diffusion kinetics, often resulting in deposits prone to embrittlement [87].
Zhang et al. [88] electrodeposited pure Zn on Al sheet using DC. They analysed the in-
fluence of temperature, between 30 ◦C and 45 ◦C, on the final morphology of the coating,
formed by hexagonal plates. With increasing temperature, the size of the deposit formed
progressively decreased for all the different values of current densities tested (300 A/m2,
400 A/m2, 500 A/m2 and 600 A/m2). Qiao et al. [89] showed that the temperature at
which the coating was produced, in a range between 10 ◦C and 70 ◦C, had a large effect
on the morphology of ZnNi electrodeposited on a carbon steel sheet at a current density
of 15 A/cm2 using DC. Temperature increases up to 40 ◦C caused the coating to become
increasingly uniform and compact, and the crystalline morphologies changed from a loose
cauliflower to a fine-grained pyramidal structure. Above 40 ◦C, the compactness of the
coating started to degrade, with surface voids and cracked regions emerging, and with
crystalline morphology changing to a quadrangular configuration, probably due to a hy-
drogen release [90] that evolves with the increasing temperature and reaches a maximum
at 70 ◦C.

The morphology of ZnO coatings is also conditioned by the electrodeposition tem-
perature. Mentar et al. [91] electrodeposited ZnO nanostructures on glass substrates at
temperatures between 30 ◦C and 70 ◦C and with a fixed applied potential of −1.3 V with
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respect to the saturated calomel electrode. Electron microscopy results showed different
morphologies with temperature. At 30 ◦C, thin nanolayer structures were identified. When
the temperature increased from 40 ◦C to 70 ◦C, some lamellar structures became quite large.
At 50 ◦C, the morphology exhibited interlocked nanostructure, widely described in the
literature [92]. Moreover, increasing the temperature of the electrolytic bath caused the
current density to increase from −1.21 mA/cm2 to −3.38 mA/cm2. Similar behaviour was
observed by Goux et al. [93] in the range of 34 ◦C and 89 ◦C, with a constant potential of
−0.75 V with respect to the normal hydrogen electrode. At 34 ◦C, the ZnO coating was
formed by a set of grains without defined crystallography and with porosity typical of
a slow nucleation. Between 40 ◦C and 80 ◦C, the ZnO layers became dense, with very
low roughness and complete coverage of the substrate, typical of optimal crystallinity.
Surprisingly, at 89 ◦C a change in the film morphology occurred. Small, elongated crystals
with high roughness were observed. The authors concluded that crystallisation occurred at
34 ◦C, but the nucleation was not instantaneous but a delayed process that appears after a
period of induction. Otani et al. [94] tested temperatures between 25 ◦C and 70 ◦C and a
fixed potential of −0.8 V with respect to the silver chloride reference electrode. At 25 ◦C, the
presence of ZnO with low crystallinity was practically undetectable. As the temperature
increased, the crystallinity improved markedly. Hexagonal structures with a preferential
orientation parallel to the substrate started to appear. Saidi et al. [95] also corroborated these
temperature dependencies. They stated that low electrodeposition temperatures of ZnO
required the need to form intermediate precursors for initial nucleation and subsequent
crystal growth to take place. However, higher temperatures resulted in direct nucleation
without the need for such precursors. This change was attributed to the higher stability
exhibited by ZnO vs. Zn(OH)2 at elevated temperatures.

2.3. Additives
2.3.1. Hydrogen Peroxide

The production of hydrogen bubbles because of the dissociation of the water present
in electrolytes is a phenomenon that must be considered in the morphology of the resulting
coating by electrodeposition. Some hydrogen atoms are adsorbed on the surface of the
coating, diffusing into the crystal lattice of the deposit, and causing a high residual stress to
develop. This process is favoured by the increase in temperature, generating the appearance
of macroscopic point defects such as pits, pores or cracks that compromise the homogeneity
of the electrodeposited coating [90]. It is known that the addition of H2O2 in the preparation
of the electrolyte causes the reduction in hydrogen bubbles [96] and then favours the access
of new zinc ions to active nuclei sites in the cathode surface. Therefore, it seems logical to
think that an optimal H2O2 concentration will cause the highest density of active nuclei for
a given electrodeposition process [87]. Pauporté et al. [97] studied the influence of different
concentrations of H2O2 (2.5 mM to 40 mM) as an oxygen precursor in the electrodeposition
of ZnO on a glass slide with a conductive SnO2 film. The coating was performed at 70 ◦C
and at a deposition potential of −1.4 V with respect to the HgSO4 reference electrode.
When the coatings were prepared at concentrations up to 25 mM, they showed well-defined
crystals; specifically, at 5 mM, columnar crystalline structures with a hexagonal cross-
section and very sharp edges were observed. Gradually increasing the concentration
caused a decrease in crystal size and a detrimental effect on edge sharpness. At 40 mM, the
appearance changed to a very flat granular surface. Higher H2O2 concentrations achieved
higher deposition rates. Similar morphological changes were detected by Henni et al. [98].
In that case, they obtained ZnO deposits on glass slides with In2O3 conductive film at
different H2O2 concentrations (2–15 mM). The coating was carried out at 65 ◦C with a
potential of 1.0 V with respect to the calomel electrode. For all H2O2 concentrations, the
morphology of the ZnO obtained was in the form of hexagonal-shaped nanorods. For
values of 2 mM H2O2, the hexagonal nanorods were practically perpendicular to the
substrate with a relatively low density. Higher concentrations up to 7 mM resulted in a
higher density of nanorods with a smooth surface and diameter around 115 nm to 185 nm.
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A higher concentration between 10–15 mM resulted in an excess of hydroxide ions on the
electrode surface, which caused the zinc ions present in the vicinity of the electrode to be
consumed very quickly. This would result in a high rate of electrodeposition. Under these
conditions, a multidirectional growth of ZnO nanorods took place. The authors confirmed
that higher H2O2 concentrations led to a higher nucleation density and a higher density of
ZnO nanorods.

2.3.2. Other Additives

Incorporating additives into the electrolyte for zinc electrodeposition also influences
the morphology and grain size refinement of the coating [96,99–102]. The specific mech-
anism for the action of the additives in the zinc electrodeposition process is not fully
determined, but a number of facts occur that can help in understanding their behaviour
during coating fabrication: (a) most additives present a net positive charge and migrate
to the cathode, where they are absorbed; (b) their analytical confirmation is very difficult
because their actual presence in the deposit is extremely small; (c) the growth of columnar
deposits is eliminated by their presence in the electrolyte; (d) the composition of the elec-
trolyte tends to alter the electrochemistry of the organic additive [103]. Organic additives
such as surfactants are used in electrodeposition solutions to improve particle distribution
in the coating and to facilitate the deposition of the composite coatings [104–107]. They
influence the absorption process at the cathode surface and can therefore have large ef-
fects on the electron transfer kinetics. This includes blocking of active sites and possible
interactions between the electroactive species and themselves [108]. For this reason, the
additives induce changes in the orientation as well as in the morphology of the deposit.
Saber et al. [81] used the organic additives polyacrylamide and thiourea in a PC electrode-
position of zinc on low carbon steel. The process was carried out with different Jp ranging
from 0.4 A/cm2 to 2 A/cm2, keeping Ton and Toff fixed at 0.1 ms and 1 ms, respectively.
They determined that, in the presence of these additives, refinement was achieved by in-
creasing the Jp at a concentration of polyacrylamide and thiourea between 0.2–1.5 g/L and
0.02–0.5 g/L, respectively. Working with the same additives, Youssef et al. [79] reported the
grain refinement of a zinc deposit on low carbon steel by increasing the Ton but keeping the
Toff and Jp fixed. In this case, the optimum concentrations of polyacrylamide and thiourea
would be 0.7 g/L and 0.05 g/L, respectively.

On the other hand, Gomes et al. [109] also prepared zinc deposits by electrodeposition
of PC from acid solutions of zinc sulphate on stainless steel. These authors focused on
studying the influence of anionic (sodium dodecylsulphate, SDS), cationic (cetyltrimethy-
lammonium bromide, CTAB) and non-ionic (octylphenolpoly(ethylene glycol ether)n,
n = 10, Triton X-100) surfactants on the morphological characteristics of the electrode-
posited coatings. The electrodeposition PC parameters were 100 mA/cm2, Jp; 4 ms, Ton
and 40 ms, Toff. The authors observed that the presence and nature of the surfactants
used promoted coatings with different texture, crystalline shape and grain size (between
40 nm and 20 nm). Deposits prepared in the presence of SDS were very uniform, with
plate-like crystals oriented perpendicular to the substrate. Compared to the deposits pre-
pared without additives, they showed relatively smaller grains, in line with results of other
authors [110]. The deposits prepared in the presence of CTAB showed a change in morphol-
ogy with respect to the previous one. They were porous due to needle-shaped grains with
a smaller size. This shows a blocking effect of the cationic surfactant, leading to an increase
in core renewal rates. In the presence of Triton X-100, the coating was more irregular, with
a different morphology from the previous ones, consisting of cauliflower-like agglomer-
ates. The non-ionic surfactant had a strong influence on the Zn electrodeposition process.
Trejo et al. [111] reported similar morphology in the presence of organic polyethoxylate, as
ethyleneglycol and their polymers (PEG) but depending on their molecular weight.

Polypyrrole (PPy) has been used to achieve a homogeneous dispersion of the nanopar-
ticles in the electrodeposited coating. Maimaiti et al. [112], tested this additive from the
in situ oxidative polymerisation of pyrrole (Py) to achieve a homogeneous distribution
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of hydroxyapatite (HA) and ZnO nanoparticles on the surface of a titanium substrate.
Deposits prepared with a Py concentration of 0.01 mol/L showed a coating in the form of
nanoneedles because of a too low amount of PPy formed by electrochemical polymerisation.
When the deposit was prepared with a concentration of 0.03 mol/L, the coating was com-
posed of spherical nanoparticles with relative uniformity. A higher concentration, around
0.05 mol/L, caused the morphology to change to a network of nanorods with uneven
distribution and size. This was possibly because the Py concentration was too high and
excess Py molecules would oxidise, leading to polymerisation into PPy macromolecules
under the action of an electric field before reaching the region of the electrode where it
should react. The authors concluded that for effective PPy production to take place and in
order to employ the electrochemical polymerisation method, the Py concentration had to
be in an appropriate range.

2.4. Electroactive Ions

The concentration of electroactive ions used during the electrodeposition process plays
an important role in the final morphology of the coating, namely the grain refinement and
the rate of Zn deposition. He et al. [113] fabricated ZnFe alloy coatings on a mild steel sheet
using an electrolyte of ZnSO4 and FeSO4 with different Zn2+/(Fe2+ + Zn2+) ratios of 1/10,
2/10 and 3/10. The electrodeposition was carried out under DC densities of 10 mA/cm2

and 20 mA/cm2 at a fixed temperature of 50 ◦C. Irrespective of the current density, the
coatings showed different microstructures from rough band to a particulate morphology to
a plain structure with the increase or the ion ratios.

The effect of different concentration of electroactive ions was also reflected in the
systems studied by M. Guo et al. [114]. They obtained nanorods of ZnO on glass using
an aqueous ZnCl2 solution with different concentrations of Zn2+ at a fixed potential of
−1.0 V with respect to the calomel electrode and a temperature of 70 ◦C. Relatively high
ion concentrations of 0.005 mol/dm3 led to the appearance of dense deposits without
voids. When the concentration decreased to 0.001 mol/dm3, arrays of ZnO nanosheets
with a relatively higher density and smaller diameter of 21 nm were observed. When the
concentration became even smaller, around 0.0005 mol/dm3, the diameter of the nanorods
also decreased to 18 nm and the density increased. The low degree of supersaturation
is believed to be responsible for the small diameter and narrow size distribution of the
electrodeposited ZnO nanorod. The authors justified this relationship on the basis that the
electrodeposition of ZnO will depend mainly on Zn ion concentrations, and only when the
zinc concentration is lower than 0.015 mol/dm3 can there be a possibility of the formation
of a ZnO nanorod. If the concentration of zinc ions is high, their diffusion will be large, and
a large amount of zinc ions will accumulate on the surface of the substrate. This will cause
the electrodeposition rate to be higher. Therefore, the average diameter of ZnO nanorods
will increase [115].

Izaki et al. [116] reported that from solutions with Zn(NO3)2 concentration between
30 mM and 100 mM, a well-defined orientation was obtained for ZnO films deposited
on glass slides. However, if the concentration was increased, the orientation was lost. In
a similar system, Illy et al. [117], obtained coatings composed of rod-shaped particles of
ZnO. Concentrations between 60–90 mM of Zn(NO3)2 generated rods with a perpendicular
orientation to the substrate and high density. From 90 mM onwards, the rods lost their
perpendicular orientation, which led to the appearance of multidirectionality.
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Table 1. Summary of the literature on the influence of electrochemical parameters on the morphology.

Ref. Surface Coating Current
Type

Current Density
(mA/cm2) Morphology

[62] Steel Pure Zn DC
10 Grain growth in direction

perpendicular. High microporosity

50 Grain growth in parallel direction.
Low microporosity

[63] Copper Pure Zn DC

10 Little nucleation

20 Dense nucleation. Platelet-like
hexagonal crystal structure

40 Dense nucleation. Irregular growth

100 Three-dimensional
flake-like structures

[64] Mild Steel Pure Zn DC
16 Platelet-like with compact

hexagonal crystal grains

>40 Three-dimensional structure with
flower-shaped

[72] 1018 carbon
steel

Pure Zn

DC

50
Hexagonal crystal structure

Heterogeneous and
non-uniform crystals

>100
Hexagonal crystal structure with

large grainZn/TiO2
and

Zn/ZnO
Compact and homogeneous

hexagonal crystal with small grain

[73] Steel Zn/TiO2 DC
20 Porous morphology with TiO2

particles on the surface and pores

200 Uniform and compact morphology
with TiO2 agglomerates

[82] Steel ZnMn

DC

60

Cauliflower-like rough

PC
(Jp 60 mA/cm2)

Smooth globular structure. Higher
Toff causes better nucleation and

worse crystals growth

[85] Steel Pure Zn

DC
10 Higher current density (DC) causes

smaller grain size
30PC

(Ton 60 ms and
Toff 240 ms)

Higher current density (PC) causes
smaller grain size. Higher grain
refinement with PC versus DC60

Ref. Surface Coating Current
Type

Temperature
(◦C) Morphology

[88] Aluminum Pure Zn DC
30 Hexagonal crystal structure

progressively decreasing in size
with increasing temperature45

[89] Carbon
Steel

ZnNi DC
10 < T < 40

Change of cauliflower morphology
to fine-grained pyramidal structure.

Uniform and compact

40 < T < 70 Coating degradation. Surface voids
and cracked regions

[91] Glass ZnO DC
30 Thin nanolayer structures
50 Interlocked nanostructure
70 Large lamellar structures
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Table 1. Cont.

Ref. Surface Coating Current
Type

Temperature
(◦C) Morphology

[93] Glass ZnO DC

34 Grains without crystallography and
with porosity

40 < T < 80 Good crystallography. Low
roughness and dense coverage

89 Small, elongated crystals with
high roughness

[94] Glass ZnO DC

25 Very low crystallinity

70
Improved crystallinity. Hexagonal

structures with preferential
orientation parallel

Ref. Surface Coating Current
Type Additives Morphology

[97] Glass with
SnO2 film ZnO DC H2O2

5 mM Columnar hexagonal crystal
structure. Sharp edges

25 mM Columnar hexagonal crystal
structure. Smaller grain size

40 mM Very flat granular surface

[98]
Glass with
In2O3 film ZnO DC H2O2

2 mM Low density of perpendicular
hexagonal nanorods crystals

7 mM Higher density of perpendicular
hexagonal nanorods crystals

15 mM Multidirectional growth
nanorods crystals

[81] Low carbon
steel

Pure Zn
PC

(Ton 0.1 ms and
Toff 1 ms)

Polyacrylamide
(0.2–1.5 g/L) Grain refinement at these additive

concentrations and at higher JpThiourea
(0.02–0.5 g/L)

[79] Low carbon
steel

Pure Zn
PC

(Toff 9 ms and Jp

800 mA/cm2)

Polyacrylamide
(0.7 g/L)

Grain refinement at these additive
concentrations and higher TonThiourea

(0.05 g/L)

[109] Stainless
steel

Pure Zn

PC
(Jp 100 mA/cm2, Ton

4 ms and Toff
40 ms and)

SDS Deposits uniform with plate-like
crystals oriented perpendicular

CTAB Porous. Needle-shaped grains with
a smaller size

Triton X-100 Irregular coating.
Cauliflower-like agglomerates

[112] Titanium HA/ZnO
PC

(pulse potential of
1.0 V/−2.5 V)

Py

0.01 mol/L Nanoneedles
0.03 mol/L Spherical nanoparticles

0.05 mol/L Nanorods with uneven distribution
and size
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Table 1. Cont.

Ref. Surface Coating Current
Type Electroactive ions Morphology

[113] Mild steel ZnFe DC Zn2+/(Fe2+

+ Zn2+)

Ratio 1/10 High roughness
Ratio 2/10 Particle morphology
Ratio 3/10 Dense simple structure

[114] Glass ZnO DC Zn2+

0.0005 mol/dm3
Dense and very small

diameter nanorods
(18 nm)

0.001 mol/dm3 Dense and low diameter nanosheets
(21 nm)

0.005 mol/dm3 Dense deposits without voids

[116] Glass ZnO DC Zn(NO3)2
30–100 mM Well-defined crystal orientation
>100 mM Loss of crystal orientation

[117]
ITO covered

glass ZnO DC Zn(NO3)2

60–90 mM Rods with perpendicular orientation
and high density

>90 mM Rods with
multidirectional orientation

3. Corrosion

Corrosion is a natural phenomenon whereby chemical systems express their tendency
towards a state of stable equilibrium. The driving force towards equilibrium is the decrease
in free energy, which represents the natural affinity or tendency of the reaction to occur.
Any reaction involving a decrease in free energy must not cease, once started, until this
parameter has reached a minimum value in the system. This is the case in the corrosion
of metallic materials which, with the exception of noble materials, occurs spontaneously
and can affect the mechanical properties of the material, compromising the functionality
of the metallic device. Zinc electrodeposition coatings have been extensively studied for
exhibiting excellent corrosion protection [13,59]. In contact with corrosive environments,
zinc oxidises to ZnO, and in the presence of moisture it is converted to hydroxide and,
reacting with CO2, carbonates [118]. Both compounds are inert, stable and resistant to
subsequent exposure to the environment, ensuring a long lifetime for the coating [119]. In
addition, when the zinc coating is able to prevent the corrosive environment from reaching
the metal surface, we speak of a type of corrosion protection known as a barrier effect [3,120].
This type of protection is characteristic of superhydrophobic coatings [121]. However, it is
not always possible to avoid this contact. When the corrosive environment can affect both
the coating and the substrate, another type of protection appears, known as zinc cathodic
protection [4,120]. In this case, the zinc acts as a sacrificial anode. Sacrificial anodes are
highly active metals, with a standard reduction potential that is more electronegative than
the material they protect. This potential difference means that the zinc oxidises much
faster than the substrate metal [5]. Corrosion will be strongly determined by the texture
and microstructure exhibited by the coating surface which, in turn, will depend on the
parameters of the electrodeposition process employed [122]. Table 2 shows a summary
of the literature on the influence of electrochemical parameters of Zn deposition on the
corrosion.

3.1. Current Density

Many authors have focused on studying the effect of current density on the cor-
rosion behaviour of Zn electrodeposited coatings. Fazazi et al. [123] investigated the
effect of DC density in a range between −16 mA/cm2 and −40 mA/cm2 on a pure
Zn coating. To this purpose, they used the electrochemical impedance spectroscopy
technique and the analysis of potentiodynamic polarisation curves to obtain the po-
larisation resistance (Rp), the corrosion potential (Ecorr) and the corrosion current den-
sity (icorr). The Nyquist diagram showed the existence of a semicircle followed by a
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straight line whose tangent to the real axis was 45◦, related to the diffusion of oxy-
gen from the electrolyte into the zinc pores [124,125]. The obtained Rp decreased from
36.80 Ω·cm2 for −16 mA/cm2 to 17.92 Ω·cm2 for −32 mA/cm2, but it increased again up
to 74.26 Ω·cm2 for −40 mA/cm2. On the other hand, the icorr increased from 89.98 µA/cm2

for −16 mA/cm2 to 195.59 µA/cm2 for −32 mA/cm2, with a further decrease to 43.75 µA/cm2

for −40 mA/cm2. The morphology results showed a compact hexagonal crystal structure
typical of Zn deposits at a current density of −16 mA/cm2. As the current density increased,
between −24 mA/cm2 and −32 mA/cm2, porous and coarse-grained deposits were ob-
tained. A higher current density of −40 mA/cm2 showed a flower-shaped morphology
with grain growth in both normal and transverse direction to the surface, generating a
transition from two-dimensional to three-dimensional deposit. The authors concluded that
the extremely high nucleation rate, induced by the high applied overvoltage and strong
hydrogen release, resulted in non-uniform and porous deposits observed when current
density was comprised between −24 mA/cm2 and −32 mA/cm2, causing a higher corro-
sion rate and then a worsening of the corrosion. However, an intense hydrogen evolution at
−40 mA/cm2 led to the formation of zinc oxides/hydroxides, with a morphology respon-
sible for the decrease in the corrosion rate and for a better corrosion behaviour [126,127].

The incorporation of other elements to Zn, forming alloy coatings using the electrode-
position technique, has been shown to improve corrosion behaviour [9,82,101,113,128–130].
The alloys that have shown the best performance, compared to pure Zn, are those formed
with the metals Fe, Co and Ni [131]. Hedge et al. [132] evaluated the corrosion behaviour
of electrodeposited ZnFe, ZnNi and ZnNiFe coatings at different current densities on
mild steel. Both binary and ternary coatings showed a decrease in icorr with increasing
current density. Specifically, for ZnFe and ZnNi, the icorr decreased from 38.8 µA/cm2

to 28.7 µA/cm2, and from 39.5 µA/cm2 to 18.0 µA/cm2, respectively, when current den-
sity was increased from 10 mA/cm2 to 40 mA/cm2, but a current density higher than
50 mA/cm2 caused a slight increase in icorr. A similar behaviour was observed in the
ZnNiFe ternary coating, with a decrease in icorr from 8.4 µA/cm2 to 2.4 µA/cm2 when
current density was increased from 10 mA/cm2 to 50 mA/cm2, and with an increase in the
icorr up to 6.8 µA/cm2 when current density was 60 mA/cm2. Regarding the morphology,
the binary coatings showed a dendritic growth, being that the dendrites were smaller
for ZnNi, with a Ra roughness value of 35.5 nm and 14.3 nm for ZnFe and ZnNi, respec-
tively. However, the tertiary coating showed a granular morphology with rectangular
bars, giving a lower Ra roughness of 6.7 nm. The authors concluded that the smoother
granular topography of the ZnNiFe coating allowed for better corrosion behaviour than
the binary alloy coatings, possibly due to its significantly higher content of the metals Ni,
Fe. Another interesting alloy that has attracted the interest of researchers has been ZnCo.
Bhat et al. [133] investigated the corrosion behaviour of the ZnCo coating generated by
electrodeposition at different DC densities on low carbon steel. The polarisation curves
showed icorr values of 32.32 µA/cm2 and 9.021 µA/cm2 for an applied current density of
10 mA/cm2 and 20 mA/cm2, respectively. However, values above 20 mA/cm2 resulted
in higher icorr up to 28.24 µA/cm2 for 50 mA/cm2. The coating that exhibited the lowest
corrosion rate, 138 µm/year, and thus the best corrosion behaviour, was that obtained with
a current density of 20 mA/cm2, associated with a lower Ecorr of −1.081 V and thus a more
noble behaviour of the alloy. Interestingly, that alloy showed one of the lowest Co%wt.,
with a more homogeneous and smoother morphology than the other coverages.

Some authors have also reported that greater grain refinement of coatings implies a
better response to corrosion [82,119,130,134–139]. It can be expected that a smoothing of
the roughness of the coating will avoid the existence of spaces and pores that encourage
exposure to the corrosive environment [140,141]. As we have indicated in Section 2.1, the
grain size of coatings prepared by PC electrodeposition is smaller than that obtained by DC
due to a higher nucleation rate and crystallisation inhibition. Deo et al. [82] confirmed these
results for an electrodeposited ZnMn coating on steel, comparing the use of DC and PC. In
DC, a current density of 60 mA/cm2 resulted in an icorr of 9.39 µA/cm2 and a morphology of
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thin plates with a cauliflower-like appearance. However, the PC current density, irrespective
of the operating frequency used, caused an icorr in the range of 3.39–5.83 µA/cm2 with a
fine-grained, compact and uniform morphology. Kancharla et al. [85] also confirmed these
results. They developed an electrodeposited Zn coating on steel by comparing the use
of DC and PC. Higher current density values in the range of 10 mA/cm2 to 60 mA/cm2

generated lower icorr values using DC (from 24.11 µA/cm2 to 19.36 µA/cm2) than PC
(18.95 µA/cm2 to 14.93 µA/cm2). Moreover, for the highest current density, grain size in
line with these results also showed a similar relationship. The maximum current density
caused the smallest grain size, with values of 5.73 ± 0.041 µm and 3.89 ± 0.45 µm for DC and
PC, respectively, and the lowest corrosion rates, with 0.290 mm/year and 0.223 mm/year
for DC and PC, respectively. Other authors wanted to further study the influence of PC
density parameters on the corrosion response of a Zn coating. Chandrasekar et al. [6]
investigated the effect of PC-density electrodeposition on the corrosion response of a
nanocrystalline Zn coating. The electrodeposition was carried out at room temperature
and with variations of Toff from 6 ms to 60.7 ms, Ton from 6 ms to 30 ms and Jp from
0.3 mA/cm2 to 0.9 mA/cm2. It is important to note that when the authors analysed the
influence of a specific parameter, they kept the rest of the parameters fixed at values of
60.7 ms, Toff; 6 ms, Ton and 0.5 mA/cm2, Jp. When Toff was increased between values of
18 ms to 30 ms, it generated a flake-like hexagonal crystal morphology. Further increase in
Toff between 51.5 ms and 60.7 ms caused its higher stacking. According to the authors, this
could be due to the formation of the hydroxide anion that blocked the growth of nuclei and
enhanced new nucleation. Thus, the higher the Toff, the thinner the flakes stacked on the
substrate and the thinner the thickness of the deposit. This contributed to the improved
corrosion performance, as evidenced by the decrease in icorr from 859 A/cm2 to 22 A/cm2

and the increase in resistance to charge transfer from 7.65 Ω/cm2 to 288.78 Ω/cm2. When
Ton was increased between 12 ms to 18 ms, it resulted in a decrease in flake size, but with
an increased coating thickness. In this case, there was less nucleation, but more crystal
growth. This could contribute to a worse corrosion behaviour of the coating, as evidenced
by the increase in icorr from 25 A/cm2 to 30 A/cm2 with a decrease in resistance to charge
transfer from 89.2 Ω/cm2 to 70.71 Ω/cm2. Finally, the increase in Jp from 0.3 mA/cm2 to
0.9 mA/cm2 caused a decrease in the coating thickness, which is in agreement with the
work of Saber et al. [81]. This could be related to an increase in the overpotential, which
causes an increase in the free energy to form new nuclei, resulting in a high nucleation
rate and a smaller grain size. This resulted in improved corrosion behaviour with a
decrease in icorr from 25 A/cm2 to 18.5 A/cm2. Ultimately, the authors concluded that
electrodeposited coatings with a PC density with higher Toff, Jp and lower Ton improved
corrosion performance.

Another alternative approach to improve the corrosion resistance of pure Zn elec-
trodeposited coatings has been to introduce reinforcing nanoparticles. These are known
as composite coatings. The most commonly used nanoparticles have been TiO2, Al2O3,
SiO2, Fe2O3, ZrO2 and even carbon nanotubes [142–144]. The size of the nanostructural
materials typically used in electrodeposition is in the range of 1 to 100 nm [145–147]. Lofti
et al. [14] compared the corrosion behaviour of an electrodeposited ZnNi alloy coating
versus an electrodeposited ZnNi/SiO2 composite coating. The results indicated that the
addition of SiO2 nanoparticles led to significant changes in morphology. A significant
refinement in grain size and crystal shape took place, which resulted in improved corrosion
behaviour. Mehrvarz et al. [148] developed a HA/ZnO composite coating on a NiTi alloy
by electrodeposition technique under three different PC densities. Specifically, 3 mA/cm2,
6 mA/cm2 and 9 mA/cm2. Morphological observations by microscopy indicated that a
low density of 3 mA/cm2 generated a porous coating with non-uniform regions. A higher
density of 6 mA/cm2 resulted in a compact and uniform surface due to intense nucle-
ation of HA crystals compared to 3 mA/cm2. However, the higher density of 9 mA/cm2

negatively affected the morphology by causing agglomerations, irregularities and cracks,
indicating a lack of adhesion of the coating to the substrate. It is known that an increase
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in current density in electrodeposition will promote more electrons to leave the anode
surface, which will increase the possibility of HA nucleation on the cathode surface. It
may also induce an additional overpotential to the electrolyte [149] which would drive
the ZnO-like charged nanoparticles to travel faster towards the substrate, increasing the
code position of HA crystals and ZnO nanoparticles on the surface. However, this does
not happen. According to the literature, the isoelectric point of Zn is in the range of 9
to 10. When ZnO nanoparticles are immersed in an aqueous environment, they form a
hydroxide layer on their surface that can acquire a positive charge if the pH of the solution
is below the isoelectric point and vice versa [150]. However, a high current density can
lead to an increase in pH in the vicinity of the cathode surface due to excessive hydrolysis
of water [151]. Perhaps this weakened the surface charge of the nanoparticles, which near
the isoelectric point can render them neutral [152]. Potentiodynamic polarisation curves
showed that coatings carried out at current densities of 3 mA/cm2 and 9 mA/cm2 showed
high icorr values of 17.9 nA/cm2 and 32.9 nA/cm2 and low polarisation resistances of
1.29 MΩ and 0.69 MΩ, respectively. However, a density of 6 mA/cm2 exhibited the lowest
icorr, with a value of 5.7 nA/cm2 and the highest polarisation resistance of 4.29 MΩ. This
corrosion behaviour agrees with the morphological results described above. The authors
concluded that the electrodeposited surface with a density of 6 mA/cm2 was the densest
and most compact with HA crystals and exhibited the best corrosion behaviour. Sajjadnejad
et al. [153] developed Zn/TiO2 composite coatings at a nanoparticle concentration of 5 g/L
by electrodeposition technique with different DC densities. Increasing the density from
0.08 A/cm2 to 0.12 A/cm2 resulted in the appearance of a very fine microstructure coating
with a very uniform TiO2 nanoparticle morphology throughout the coating. The incorpora-
tion of nanoparticles into the coating, in addition to providing new nucleation sites, was
also able to disrupt the crystalline growth of the deposit [154]. In general, the Zn/TiO2
coating usually has hexagonal grains oriented perpendicular to the surface, resulting in a
surface with numerous defects. However, under an overpotential on the cathode surface,
the Zn deposit also grows in the direction normal to the surface [155], generating more
compact surfaces. This behaviour is evident in the response of the coating to corrosion. The
lowest icorr and corrosion rate values of 2.70 µA/cm2 and 0.031 mm/year were obtained
for the higher density of 0.12 A/cm2. In contrast, the highest icorr and corrosion rate values
of 265 µA/cm2 and 3.084 mm/year were obtained for the lower density of 0.08 A/cm2.
These results are in agreement with those obtained by Cabral-Miramontes et al. [72] in
the development of a Zn/TiO2 composite coating at DC densities of 50 mA/cm2 and
100 mA/cm2. Higher current density generated a lower icorr of 1.4 µA/cm2 compared to
9.0 µA/cm2 at a lower current density. These results can be explained with those obtained
in their morphology. Higher current density promoted grain size refinement and higher
compactness of the composite coating. Al-Dhire et al. [135] also investigated the effect
of DC density on the deposition of Zn/SiC composite coating on steel. The electrodepo-
sition was carried out in a ZnSO4 bath with a concentration of 20 g/L SiC. The coating
obtained at a low density of 20 mA/cm2 showed a large hexagonal grain morphology
perpendicular to the substrate, with few SiC particles detected in the Zn matrix. However,
as the current density increased from 20 mA/cm2 to 40 mA/cm2, so did the SiC particle
embedding, resulting in a mixed structure of large and small grains. A similar observa-
tion was described by Sajjadnejad et al. [153]. Regarding the corrosion behaviour of the
coating, a low value of 20 mA/cm2 generated a high value of icorr and corrosion rates of
0.264 A/cm2 and 0.39 mm/year, respectively. This result is in accordance with the exhibited
microstructure of a hexagonal structure perpendicular to the substrate with hollow spaces.
A higher value between 20 mA/cm2 to 40 mA/cm2 caused a decrease in icorr and corrosion
rates of 0.209 A/cm2 and 0.3 mm/year, respectively. This is typical of the morphology
exhibited with smaller grains due to the higher embedding of SiC particles. This improved
corrosion behaviour is attributed to the formation of corrosion microcells formed by the
SiC particles in the Zn layer. In these cells, the SiC particles act as cathodes, while the
Zn matrix acts as an anode. The potential of SiC is more positive than that of Zn, which
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could facilitate anodic polarisation and result in the inhibition of localised corrosion [156].
Finally, a higher current density of 50 mA/cm2 caused a slight increase in the icorr and
corrosion rates of 0.2097 A/cm2 and 3.1 mm/year, respectively. This could be due to the
lower concentration of SiC nanoparticles in the Zn coating at this current density. This
effect was also observed and described by Mehrvarz et al. [148]. Other authors have also
studied the combined action of various nanoparticles in the electrodeposited Zn matrix.
This is the case of Daniyan et al. [157], who investigated the effect of DC current density
on the microstructure and mechanical properties of Zn/TiO2 and Zn/TiO2-WO3 coatings
on carbon steel. The electrolytic bath used contained chlorides and a concentration of
20 g/L TiO2 and 15 g/L WO3 at 400 rpm agitation. When the electrodeposition took
place at a current density higher than 830 A/cm2, the composite coatings showed higher
thicknesses compared to a lower current density of 560 A/cm2. The combined incorpo-
ration of WO3 and TiO2 generated a refined morphology with finer nodular particles
compared to the coating without WO3 nanoparticles. These nodular structures were more
pronounced at higher current densities. This led to a decrease in the icorr and corrosion
rate. The authors concluded that this combined coating of TiO2-WO3 nanoparticles on
the electrodeposited Zn matrix exhibited excellent corrosion properties. In conclusion, the
presence of nanoparticles improves the corrosion resistance of the metal matrix in four
ways. First, the presence of the nanoparticles leads to the formation of microcells in the
zinc matrix. In these microcells, the zinc acts as an anode and the TiO2 nanoparticles act
as a cathode, which facilitates anodic polarisation, and consequently only homogeneous
corrosion occurs. Secondly, the evenly distributed nanoparticles act as physical barriers to
the initiation and growth of corrosion defects. Third, the nanoparticles are reported to fill
the voids and defects between the grains, resulting in a smoother surface and improved
corrosion resistance. And fourth, the incorporation of nanoparticles reduces the metal area
available for corrosion [156,158].

3.2. Temperature

Temperature plays an important role in controlling the corrosion behaviour of the
coating [159,160]. The increase in temperature will influence the deposition rate and grain
size of the Zn crystal due to changes in nucleation density [13].

Jiang et al. [161] investigated the influence of different temperatures on the corrosion
behaviour of a Zn coating on a Cu substrate. They employed the DC electrodeposition
technique with a current density of 5 mA/cm2 and a temperature in the range between 50 ◦C
and 70 ◦C. A low electrodeposition temperature of 50 ◦C generated a smooth morphology
of fine grain flakes, but with small pores between the particles. It is known that the
presence of pores facilitates the contact between the electrolyte and the Zn coating, leading
to an increase in the icorr [162]. For this reason, the coating obtained at low temperature
exhibited the worst corrosion behaviour with an icorr value of 37.69 µA/cm2. Increasing
the temperature to 60 ◦C showed improved coating compactness and pore elimination.
This resulted in a decrease in the icorr value to 5.18 µA/cm2, exhibiting the best corrosion
behaviour of the coating. A further increase at 70 ◦C contributed to improving the reaction
rate and promoted the growth of the nuclei, leading to the formation of even larger and
rougher grain flakes. This resulted in an increase in the icorr to 13.69 µA/cm2 and a
worsening of the corrosion behaviour. Similar behaviour was reported by Chen et al. [163]
who investigated the influence of different temperatures on the corrosion behaviour of
a Zn coating on mild steel. For this purpose, they used a DC density of 4 mA/cm2

and temperatures ranging from 28 ◦C to 80 ◦C. At low temperatures between 28 ◦C and
40 ◦C, the morphology of the coating was flat. They observed that the grain density
and compactness increased with temperature. This resulted in a decrease in icorr from
42.9 µA/cm2 to 17.4 µA/cm2 and an increase in Rp from 253 Ω·cm2 to 621.90 Ω·cm2.
This led to a better response to corrosion. Higher temperatures between 60 ◦C and 80 ◦C
generated a staggered structure. This is because at low temperature the Zn flake-like grains
tend to grow in a direction parallel to the substrate. Hence, they show a flat morphology.
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On the other hand, a higher temperature caused the Zn flakes to grow in a direction
with a higher angle relative to the substrate [164]. At 60 ◦C the coating showed the best
compactness and lowest roughness. This phenomenon is associated with an increase in
deposit efficiency and a drop in energy consumption. This suggested a growth of nucleation
and an inhibition of the crystallisation process of the Zn grains. This resulted in a decrease
in the icorr to 10.9 µA/cm2 and an increase in the Rp of 1053.11 Ω·cm2. This temperature
value was proposed by the authors as the optimum in corrosion behaviour and coincides
with that proposed in the work of Jiang et al. [161]. An increase in the temperature to
80 ◦C was so high that it led to the decomposition of the electrolyte. Bubbles started to
appear during the electrodeposition process and resulted in a non-compact coating. This
led to a worsening of the corrosion with an icorr of 41.5 µA/cm2 and an Rp of 376 Ω·cm2.
Moreover, Saidi et al. [95] described this behaviour in the development of a ZnO coating
on Ti6Al4V at different temperatures. At a low temperature of 40 ◦C, the coating showed a
spherical-like morphology with very low uniformity. An increase in temperature to 55 ◦C
caused the spheres to melt into a worm-like structure. A temperature higher than 70 ◦C
also caused a porous and irregular flower-shaped morphology with increased roughness.
The corrosion behaviour was shown to be detrimental when the electrodeposited coating
was fabricated at a temperature of 70 ◦C. A similar result at low temperatures was reported
by Zhang et al. [88]. The authors evaluated the effect of temperature in the range of
30 ◦C and 45 ◦C on the corrosion behaviour of a Zn deposit on pure Al foil. An increase
in the electrodeposition temperature resulted in a progressive decrease in the Zn grain
size, leading to a more compact surface. This resulted in a decrease in the icorr and an
improvement of the corrosion behaviour. In short, there seems to be a consensus in
the literature that electrodeposition temperatures close to 60 ◦C improve the corrosion
performance of the Zn coating. However, temperatures farther away from this temperature,
both above and below it, lead to coatings with worse corrosion performance.

3.3. Additives

The use of additives in the electrolytic bath during the electrodeposition process will
influence the corrosion behaviour of the deposit. This is because the additives inhibit grain
growth and condition its directionality. This eliminates possible over stresses. Moreover,
they prevent the formation of hydrogen bubbles that can end up diffusing inside the
substrate and generating possible internal stresses [165]. Ultimately, they encourage the
formation of more compact, homogeneous and brighter deposits.

Trejo et al. [111] investigated the influence of different polyethoxylated additives on
the anticorrosive properties of a Zn coating from an acid chloride electrolyte. The ad-
ditives used were ethylene glycol polymers of different molecular masses: 400 g/mol,
8000 g/mol and 20,000 g/mol. The electrodeposition technique they used was with a DC
density. In the absence of additives, the morphology of the coating was in the form of
hexagonal plates, typical of pure Zn deposits with large grain sizes [166,167]. This caused
an instantaneous nucleation mechanism. This morphology encouraged the highest icorr
of all the surfaces studied, with a value of 2.39 µA/cm2 and the worst corrosion rate of
0.036 mm/year. In the presence of additives, the deposits presented a morphology of scales
grouped in clusters constituting a nodular structure with a smaller grain size, specifically
of 14 µm2 and 22 µm2 for additive molecular masses of 400 g/mol and 8000 g/mol, respec-
tively. This originated a better behaviour against corrosion, with icorr of 1.88 µA/cm2 and
0.28 µA/cm2 and corrosion rates of 0.028 mm/year and 0.004 mm/year. However, the
inclusion of the additive with the highest molecular mass (20,000 g/mol) caused an increase
in grain size. This morphology impaired the corrosion behaviour of the coating, with an
icorr of 1.07 µA/cm2 and a corrosion rate of 0.016 mm/year. This is possibly due to a block-
ing effect caused by the additive, referring to a reduction in both the number of active sites
and the nucleation rate. This effect was also reported by Michailova et al. [168,169] in the
electrodeposition of copper in the presence of a polyethoxylated organic additive. Similar
work was carried out by Zaabar et al. [170]. They fabricated a Zn coating on carbon steel
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from an acid sulphate electrolyte containing nettle extract as an additive. The concentration
of additive used was 1.5 g/L and the electrostatic potential used was −1700 mV in DC
mode at room temperature. Without additive, the morphology of the electrodeposited Zn
coating showed large aggregates of closely packed hexagonal Zn crystals, with a preferen-
tial growth orientation perpendicular to the substrate and with a relatively high roughness.
This morphology generated a bad behaviour against corrosion. The inclusion of nettle
extract in the electrolyte caused a modification in the morphology of the Zn crystal. The Zn
grains were transformed into fine crystals of submicronic, almost nanometre sizes, with a
growth orientation parallel to the substrate. This caused the coating to be very uniform
and compact, generating a coating with a high resistance to corrosion. Khorsand et al. [8]
also investigated the influence of different additives on the anticorrosion behaviour of a
Zn coating on steel. They used 10 ppm of Sn2+ or 0.5 M oxalic acid as additives. The DC
density used was 100 mA/cm2 and 400 mA/cm2 for Sn2+ and oxalic acid, respectively. In
the absence of additives, the Zn coating showed a typical hexagonal platelet morphology
with a multidirectional orientation. This denoted a greater number of imperfections. This
coating showed the worst behaviour against corrosion. The addition of Sn cations caused
growth with preferential direction of Zn crystals, consisting of numerous separately stacked
hexagonal platelets parallel to the substrate. On the contrary, the addition of oxalate an-
ions modified the morphology to a granular nature, free of imperfections, compact and
with less roughness. This caused the best behaviour against corrosion. These results are
in agreement with other authors, who reported that the adsorption of additives on the
cathode surface retarded grain growth but increased the nucleation rate, giving rise to finer
and more compact grain deposits [8,171–173]. These compact and therefore less rough
coatings had a lower corrosion rate as a consequence of the exposure of a smaller surface
area to the corrosive medium. This effect was also observed with other additives such as
gelatine, polyethylene glycol, saccharin, tetrabutylammonium chloride and sodium lauryl
sulphate [174–176].

The use of additives in combination with PC electrodeposition has been shown to
achieve a much more effective grain refinement in the nanometric order. Nanocrystalline
materials produce a high volume fraction at grain boundaries that can produce better
corrosion performance compared to coarse-grained materials [124,177]. This is because
the metal atoms found at the grain boundaries have a higher activity and are prone to
corrosion. The grain boundary volume fraction increases with the nanocrystallization of
the electrodeposited surface, thus the number of surface activity sites increases, causing the
nanocrystalline Zn coating surface to quickly form a protective film of corrosion products
compared to a thick crystalline Zn coating [178]. In this sense, Chandrasekar et al. [6]
compared the response to the corrosion of a monocrystalline Zn coating obtained by PC
density, with and without additive. The primary additive used was polyvinyl alcohol
(PVA) and the secondary was piperonal. The fixed parameters of the electrodeposition
were 60.7 ms, Toff; 6 ms, Ton and 0.5 mA/cm2, Jp. When electrodeposition was carried
out without additives the dimension of the flake crystals was approximately 1.45 µm with
an RMS roughness of 530 nm. This generated an icorr of ~18.5 A/cm2. The inclusion of
the PVA primary additive at a concentration of 0.9 g/L modified the morphology of the
deposit, with more refined grains of 50 nm and a smoother RMS roughness of 350 nm. The
inclusion of the secondary additive of 0.9 g/L of PVA + 0.4 g/L of piperonal caused an
even greater refinement of the grain, with a size of 33 nm and RMS roughness of 200 nm.
The authors concluded that the addition of additives in density of PC caused a spectacular
grain refinement that resulted in a better behaviour against corrosion, with an icorr value
of 16 A/cm2, much lower than the behaviour without additives. The compact, adherent
and homogeneous structure was the plausible explanation to justify the low value of the
icorr. Higher concentrations of additives caused irregular, porous topographies and poorer
behaviour against corrosion. Moreover, Li et al. [178] developed a nanocrystalline Zn
coating by the combined use of double-pulsed PC density and polyacrylamide additive in
an acid sulphate electrolyte. The additive concentrations used varied from 0.5 g/L to 2 g/L.
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Electrodeposition was performed by varying the forward peak current density, Jpd, from
0.1 mA/cm2 to 0.4 mA/cm2 and the reverse peak current density, Jpi, from 0.02 mA/cm2 to
0.05 mA/cm2. Throughout the study, the Ton and Toff values were kept constant at 0.2 ms
and 0.8 ms, respectively. Without the use of additive, the coating showed a typical Zn grain
morphology, shaped like a hexagonal plate aligned with a preferred orientation parallel to
the substrate. Increasing Jpd from 0.1 mA/cm2 to 0.7 mA/cm2 caused an increase in grain
size. This result indicated that the unique modification of the electrodeposition parameters
would not allow to obtain Zn nanocrystals. The smallest grain size was obtained for a
Jpd of 0.1 mA/cm2. For this reason, this value was kept fixed to study the influence of
the different concentrations of additives. The corrosion behaviour of the coating without
additive was not good. Morphologically, it appeared that the coating had melted. The
addition of the additive in a concentration of 1 g/L caused a smaller grain size with a
relatively softer and more uniform Zn crystal. As the concentration continued to increase
the coatings thickened and the additive precipitated. The influence of different Jpd in the
range of 0.1 mA/cm2 to 0.4 mA/cm2 was examined, keeping the additive concentration
fixed at 1 g/L. The increase in Jpd between 0.1 mA/cm2 to 0.3 mA/cm2 caused a decrease in
grain size. This can be explained by Sherik’s theory [179]. Increased PC density can cause
an overpotential to appear, which increases the free energy to form new nuclei and results
in a higher nucleation rate and smaller grain size. The smallest grain size was obtained for a
Jpd of 0.3 mA/cm2 and an additive concentration of 1 g/L with a value of 42 nm. However,
for Jpd of 0.4 mA/cm2 it caused the grain size to become relatively coarse. The influence
of Jpi from 0.02 mA/cm2 to 0.05 mA/cm2 was also studied, keeping the concentration of
the additive constant. However, no clear effect was detected. This coating morphology
obtained by electrodeposition with additive and Jpd of 0.3 mA/cm2, resulted in excellent
corrosion resistance.

3.4. Electroactive Ions

The concentration of electroactive ions contained in the electrolyte during the Zn
electrodeposition process is a parameter that will condition its behaviour against corrosion.
We have already described that changes in the concentration would cause morphological
modifications related to the size, density and orientation of the Zn grains; in short, changes
that will modify the compactness, uniformity and thickness of the coating that directly
affect the corrosive capabilities of the coating. Abedini et al. [180] studied the influence of
different concentrations of Mn2+ ions (between 1.14 µmol/L and 2.28 µmol/L) in alkaline
solution on the anticorrosive behaviour of a ZnNiMn alloy coating. The increase in the
concentration of Mn2+ significantly affected the morphology, chemical composition and
anticorrosive capacity of the coating. A low concentration of 1.14 µmol/L of Mn2+ ions
generated the appearance of U-shaped structures, surrounded by a large number of small
globular nodules, with non-uniform distribution and with microcracks, both along the
entire surface and in the nodules. At this concentration, approximately a 6%wt. of Mn
and 13%wt. of Ni was detected. However, increasing the concentration of Mn2+ ions to
2.28 µmol/L caused a smoother morphology without U-shaped structures and with a
significant decrease in globular nodules. In this case, approximately an 8.5%wt. of Mn
and 9.5%wt. of Ni were detected. It is known that the addition of Ni to the Zn coating
changes the Ecorr to more noble potentials, while adding Mn to the ZnNi coating changes
the Ecorr to more negative potentials, due to its less noble nature. Based on this, as the
authors detected an increase in Ecorr from −848 mV to −1358 mV, and they were able to
directly associate it with a higher concentration of Mn in the coating. The increase in the
concentration of Mn2+ ions in the electrolyte caused a better behaviour against corrosion.
There was a decrease in icorr from 457 µA/cm2 to 30.65 µA/cm2 and an increase in Rp from
138 Ω·cm2 to 1065 Ω·cm2. The authors attributed this to the formation of a blemish-free
surface, a smaller grain size and the generated corrosion product of MnO2, which achieved
excellent protective properties in the coating.
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Fayomi et al. [181] investigated the influence of different concentrations of ZnO
nanoparticles on the corrosion response of a Zn/ZnO composite coating on carbon steel.
The concentrations of ZnO nanoparticles used were 20 g/L and 40 g/L. The electrodepo-
sition parameters of 0.5 A/cm2 (DC) and 40 ◦C were also used. A low concentration of
20 g/L generated a morphology of hexagonal crystals with a large grain size. In this case, a
high value of icorr and a low Rp were recorded, with a value of 2310 mA/cm2 and 80,705 Ω,
respectively. A high concentration of 40 g/L showed a coating with good adherence, fine
grain size and uniform distribution of nanoparticles in the Zn matrix. This originated a
low value icorr of 1.166 mA/cm2 and a high Rp value of 291.38 Ω. It is known that the
incorporation of nanoparticles in a metallic matrix promotes the increase in the number of
nucleation sites and prevents crystal growth, resulting in smaller grain sizes [182]. A higher
concentration could favour this trend. In short, higher concentrations of ZnO nanoparticles
generated better behaviour against corrosion. However, this behaviour is not extensible
for all nanoparticles embedded in the Zn matrix. Malatji et al. [183] studied the corrosion
behaviour of Zn/Cr2O3 and Zn/SiO2 composite coatings on mild steel at different concen-
trations of nanoparticles. The concentrations used were 10 g/L and 20 g/L for Cr2O3, and
5 g/L and 10 g/L for SiO2. The electrochemical parameters used were 1.5 A (DC) and 25 ◦C.
The unencrusted materials showed a typical morphology of the pure Zn electrodeposited
coating with a flake-like crystal structure. Unlike this, however, the composite coatings
exhibited a more compact microstructure and smaller grain size. The compact coatings
obtained with Cr2O3 nanoparticles showed a better microstructure compared to those ob-
tained with SiO2 nanoparticles. This was justified by the authors due to the finer nature and
tendency towards agglomeration that the SiO2 nanoparticles showed. Furthermore, SiO2
nanoparticles are hydrophilic and their codeposition on the cathode surface is difficult [184].
Some authors attribute the insufficient codeposition of these particles to the generation of
a poor coating quality [185]. On the other hand, the Cr2O3 particles could be more easily
dispersed in the electrolyte, facilitating their incorporation into the Zn matrix. The results
showed an incorporation in the Zn matrix of 3.8%wt. for Cr2O3 and 0.85%wt. for SiO2.
The increase in the concentration of SiO2 nanoparticles in the electrolyte encouraged the
agglomeration of the nanoparticles. This caused the non-existence of significant changes in
the value of Ecorr and, therefore, no improvement against corrosion. On the other hand, the
increase in the Cr2O3 concentration yielded positive results against corrosion. The Ecorr
went from a value of −1.1972 to −1.1075 V. Hamid et al. [186] obtained similar results
with Cr2O3 nanoparticles. They reported that the inclusion of these nanoparticles in the
Zn matrix also acted as a corrosion inhibitor. A similar result was reported by Blejan
et al. [185]. They investigated the anticorrosion properties of a ZnNi/Al2O3 composite coat-
ing at different concentrations of Al2O3 nanoparticles on carbon steel. The concentrations
tested were between 5 g/L and 15 g/L. The electrodeposition parameters were 20 mA/cm2

(DC) and 23 ◦C. The increase in the concentration of nanoparticles modified the deposit
towards a finer grain because the nanoparticles intervened in the nucleation growth process.
This caused a worsening of the corrosion. Specifically, an increase in icorr and a decrease
in Rp were obtained, with values of 1.23 µA/cm2 to 2.57 µA/cm2 and 4024.9 Ω·cm2 to
1190 Ω·cm2, respectively. The authors stated that they did not know the exact causes of
this change in behaviour. However, a similar result was described in the works of Kondo
et al. [187] and Malatji et al. [183] for SiO2 nanoparticles. These authors stated that not only
the SiO2 nanoparticles would suffer agglomerations in the electrolyte that could impair
their correct dispersion in the Zn matrix, resulting in morphological imperfections. Al2O3
nanoparticles also suffered from it. Similarly, He et al. [113] detected a worse behaviour
against corrosion with the increase in the concentration of Zn2+ ions in the electrolytic bath
for the electrodeposition of a ZnFe alloy. In this case, the authors associated it with the %wt.
of the alloying elements. A higher concentration of Zn2+ ions in the electrolyte caused a
higher %wt. of Zn and lower %wt. of Fe in the electrodeposited coating. As Fe is a metal of
greater nobility than Zn, its smaller presence gave it a worse resistance against corrosion.
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Table 2. Summary of the literature on the influence of electrochemical parameters on corrosion.

Ref. Surface Coating Current
Type

Current Density
(mA/cm2) Corrosion

[123] Steel Pure Zn DC
−16 icorr 89.98 µA/cm2 Rp 36.80 Ω·cm2

−32 icorr 195.59 µA/cm2 Rp 17.92 Ω·cm2

−40 icorr 43.75 µA/cm2 Rp 74.26 Ω·cm2

[132] Mild steel
ZnFe

DC 10–60

icorr decreases with increasing current
density but increases slightly when

values equal to or greater than
50 mA/cm2 are reached

ZnNi
ZnNiFe

[133] Carbon steel ZnCo DC
10 icorr 32.32 µA/cm2

20 icorr 9.021 µA/cm2

50 icorr 28.24 µA/cm2

[82] Steel ZnMn

DC

60

icorr 9.39 µA/cm2
PC

(Ton 12–10.6 ms
and Toff

28–2.6 ms)

icorr 3.39–5.83 µA/cm2

[85] Steel Pure Zn

DC

10–60

icorr 24.11–19.36 µA/cm2
PC

(Ton 60 ms
and Toff
240 ms)

icorr 18.95–14.93 µA/cm2

[6] Mild steel Pure Zn
PC

(Ton 6 ms and
Toff 60.7 ms)

0.5

The increase in Jp from 0.3 to
0.9 mA/cm2 causes a decrease in icorr

from 25 from 18.5 A/cm2

The increase in Ton from 12 to 18 ms
causes an increase in icorr from 25 from

30 A/cm2

The increase in Toff from 18 to 60.7 ms
causes a decrease in icorr from 859 to

22 A/cm2

[148] NiTi HA/ZnO DC
3 icorr 17.9 nA/cm2 Rp 1.29 MΩ
6 icorr 5.7 nA/cm2 Rp 4.29 MΩ
9 icorr 32.9 nA/cm2 Rp 0.69 MΩ

[153] Steel Zn/TiO2 DC
80 icorr 265 µA/cm2

120 icorr 2.70 µA/cm2

[72] 1018 carbon
steel

Zn/TiO2 DC
50 icorr 9.0 µA/cm2

100 icorr 1.4 µA/cm2

[135] Steel Zn/SiC DC
20 icorr 0.264 A/cm2

40 icorr 0.209 A/cm2

50 icorr 0.2097 A/cm2

[157] Carbon steel
Zn/TiO2-

WO3
DC

830 × 103 The incorporation of TiO2-WO3 leads to a
decrease in icorr560 × 103
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Table 2. Cont.

Ref. Surface Coating Current
Type

Temperature
(◦C) Corrosion

[161] Copper Pure Zn DC
50 icorr 37.69 µA/cm2

60 icorr 5.18 µA/cm2

70 icorr 13.69 µA/cm2

[163] Mild steel Pure Zn DC

28 icorr 42.9 µA/cm2 Rp 253 Ω·cm2

40 icorr 17.4 µA/cm2 Rp 621.90 Ω·cm2

60 icorr 10.9 µA/cm2 Rp 1053.11 Ω·cm2

80 icorr 41.5 µA/cm2 Rp 376 Ω·cm2

[88] Aluminum Pure Zn DC
30 The increase in temperature causes a

decrease in icorr45

Ref. Surface Coating Current
Type Additives Corrosion

[111] Glassy
carbon

Pure Zn DC
Ethylene

glycol

400 g/mol icorr 1.88 µA/cm2

800 g/mol icorr 0.28 µA/cm2

20,000 g/mol icorr 1.07 µA/cm2

[6] Mild steel Pure Zn

PC
(Jp 0.5 mA/cm2,
Ton 6 ms and
Toff 60.7 ms)

PVA (0.9 g/L)
+

Piperonal (0.4 g/L)

Without additives causes an icorr
18.5 A/cm2. The adition of both

additives causes an icorr 16 A/cm2

[178] Cooper Pure Zn

PC
(Ton 0.2 ms

and Toff
0.8 ms)

Polyacrylamide
(1 g/L)

The corrosion behaviour without
additive was not good. With additive

and Jpd of 0.3 mA/cm2 excellent
corrosion resistance. No clear effect

was detected with Jpi

Ref. Surface Coating Current
Type Electroactive Ions Corrosion

[180] Glassy
carbon

ZnNiMn DC Mn2+ 1.14 µmol/L icorr 457 µA/cm2 Rp 138 Ω·cm2

2.28 µmol/L icorr 30.65 µA/cm2 Rp 1065 Ω·cm2

[181] Carbon steel Zn/ZnO DC
Zn

nanoparticles
20 g/L icorr 2310 mA/cm2 Rp 80.705 Ω
40 g/L icorr 1.166 mA/cm2 Rp 291.38 Ω

[183] Mild steel

Zn/Cr2O3

DC

Cr2O3
10 g/L

Ecorr − 1.1972 V

20 g/L
Ecorr − 1.1075 V

Zn/SiO2 SiO2
5 g/L

Higher concentration does not cause
improvement in

corrosion10 g/L

[185] Carbon Steel ZnNi/Al2O3 DC
Al2O3

nanoparticles
5 g/L icorr 1.23 µA/cm2 Rp 4024.9 Ω· cm2

15 g/L icorr 2.57 µA/cm2 Rp 1190 Ω· cm2

4. Antimicrobial Behaviour of Zn Coatings

Zinc is a promising ally for the protection of biomaterials against the bacterial invasion
of their surface [188–191]. It is known that an excess of metal ions can be toxic to bacterial
cells [46]. Hence, there is some threshold of concentration of Zn2+ ions necessary to hamper
bacterial metabolic functions [41,46]. Reddy et al. [38] reported that Escherichia coli (E. coli)
took advantage of low Zn2+ concentrations as nutrients, favouring their growth. However,
when higher ion concentrations were in media, growth was inhibited. Inside bacteria, Zn2+

ions interact with nucleic acids and inactivate respiratory system enzymes [38,192], causing
cell death. This excess of Zn2+ into the cell comes from the deregulation of zinc homeostasis,
which permeates the bacterial membrane, allowing an extra entry of ions [193]. Conse-
quently, the concentration of Zn2+ in media is relevant for its antibacterial behaviour. For a
material, Pasquet et al. [41] determined that the release mechanism of Zn2+ in the medium
is affected by two main groups of parameters: (a) the physicochemical properties such
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as morphology, size, concentration and porosity, and (b) the chemistry of the dissolution
media, UV illumination, exposure time and the presence of other elements. However, the
influence of these parameters is not entirely clear [194]. Table 3 shows a summary of the
literature on the influence of electrochemical parameters of Zn deposition on antibacterial
behaviour.

In the search for protective coatings against bacterial colonization, pure Zn coatings
manufactured by electrodeposition have generated interesting results. Dawari et al. [195]
fabricated electrodeposited Zn coatings on flat and smooth plates and on micropatterned
plates of tungsten–cobalt. The electrodeposition technique was carried out with the DC
technique and the strain selected for the microbial study was Staphylococcus aureus (S.
aureus). However, the plates were previously worn before using. For the test, bacteria were
placed in contact with both coatings during an incubation time of 24 h. By direct contact,
they were transferred to an agar plate to be incubated and later the colonies were counted.
The authors observed that micropatterned surfaces completely inhibited the growth of
S. aureus, but they did not observe the inhibition on the flat and smooth surfaces. The
authors indicated that the previous wear destroyed practically the entire Zn coating of the
flat surface. Nevertheless, on the micropatterned surface, Zn deposits on only the upper
part of the pillars was removed, keeping the coating between the micropillars protected,
with a sufficient concentration of Zn to cause bacterial death. Kultamaa et al. [196] also
developed a pure Zn coating electrodeposited on a 316 L stainless steel surface where
holes were previously produced, and they evaluated its antimicrobial activity against S.
aureus. The morphology of the electrocoating was of flake-shaped crystals. A polishing
treatment allowed the coating to be kept only inside the pores but removed from the rest
of the substrate. Antimicrobial studies confirmed that the coating within the pores was
sufficient to completely inhibit the growth of S. aureus. According to the authors, it was
possible to achieve effective antibacterial activity using significantly smaller amounts than
those needed for a complete surface coating.

Zn alloys embedded with electrodeposited particles have also been studied for action
against microorganisms. Momeni et al. [191] electrodeposited a ZnNi alloy composite
coating embedded with TiO2 nanoparticles. The antibacterial activity was evaluated by
the agar diffusion method against S. aureus (Gram-positive) and E. coli (Gram-negative).
The ZnNi coating without TiO2 embedment showed an inhibition region of 18.5 mm and
25 mm for E. coli and S. aureus, respectively. However, the embedding of TiO2 nanoparticles
in the ZnNi matrix at a concentration of 3 g/L improved the antimicrobial behaviour up to
an inhibition zone of 23 mm and 28 mm for E. coli and S. aureus, respectively. Higher activity
against S. aureus than E. coli was attributed to the structural and compositional differences
of the cell membranes of both strains. Although they have similar internal structures, Gram-
positive bacteria have a relatively thick, covalently bound peptidoglycan outer plasma
membrane containing teichoic and lipoteichoic acids, while Gram-negative bacteria have
a thin layer of peptidoglycan and an outer membrane containing lipopolysaccharides,
phospholipids and proteins [197,198], and are even sensitive to Zn2+ ions [199]. In addition,
as the surfaces of most microorganisms are negatively charged, and Zn coatings will transfer
a positive charge in the form of Zn2+, an electrical attraction between the Zn particles and
the bacteria appears. In this situation, as with other antimicrobials [200], the permeability
of the bacterial wall increases and the uncontrolled mass transport of these cations may
cause destabilization and obstruction of mass transport, ultimately triggering bacterial
death [201]. Gopi et al. [130] electrodeposited an HA coating with Mg and Zn embedded on
Ti6Al4V alloy, by the PC method, at two conditions (condition 1: Jp = 1.0 mA/cm2, Ton = 1 s
and Toff = 4 s, and condition 2: Jp = 1.0 mA/cm2, Ton = 4 s and Toff = 1 s)., The antimicrobial
activity was evaluated for the strains S. aureus and E. coli by the agar diffusion method.
Condition 1 exhibited a morphology of spherical and compact particles, with a relatively
high content of Zn and Mg, leading to a good behaviour against corrosion and intense
antimicrobial activity against both strains. However, condition 2 caused a morphology
with flakes with a multitude of aggregates and a very low content of Zn and Mg, resulting
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in worse corrosion performance and antimicrobial activity than condition 1. Nevertheless,
both conditions exhibited better corrosion performance and antimicrobial activity than
the uncoated Ti6Al4V surface. Furthermore, E. coli was shown to be less susceptible to
the coating than S. aureus, as in the Momeni et al. research [191]. Zhai et al. [202] also
evaluated the antimicrobial activity of a ZnNi alloy coating and a ZnNi/chitosan composite
coating on carbon steel. Both coatings were electrodeposited according to the DC method.
Their antibacterial activity against E. coli was tested by direct contact of surfaces with
a suspension of 106 CFU/mL of E. coli for 24 h. After that time, authors found that the
adhered bacteria on the ZnNi coating was 2.92% of surface, but 0,18% on the ZnNi/chitosan
composite coating.

Rationale of the antibacterial action of ZnO electrodeposited coatings has also been
reported in the literature. It has been shown to have various mechanisms of action against
microorganisms, including the release of Zn2+ in the physiological environment [203–205],
the physical alterations produced in the plasmatic membrane and the generation of reactive
oxygen species (ROS) [204]. Its effectiveness will depend on the morphology of the elec-
trodeposited coating, the grain size [204,206,207] as well as the binding of ZnO particles to
cells by electrostatic interactions [208,209]. Zhai et al. [190] fabricated an electrodeposited
coating of ZnO on the surface of pure Zn. Their goal was to achieve a marine antifouling
material with antibacterial activity against E. coli. The electrodeposition was carried out
under a DC procedure and at different concentrations of the capsaicin additive (0.2 g/L
and 0.6 g/L). The coating without additive showed a hexagonal crystal structure which is
typical for electrodeposited Zn, a low capacity against corrosion and a coverage of E. coli of
1.5%, but bacterial viability was intact. However, the addition of 0.4 g/L of capsaicin in the
electrolyte generated a morphology of ZnO nanopillars, an improved corrosion behaviour
and a reduction in E. coli coverage of 99.9% and an excellent antibacterial behaviour of
99.96%. Shyu et al. [210] also developed a coating of ZnO nanoflakes on a Pb sheet using the
electrodeposition technique. They used the DC method to study the effect of two current
densities, 3 mA/cm2 and 40 mA/cm2, for preparing coatings on the behaviour against E.
coli. After being in contact surfaces and bacterial suspensions, the results indicated that
both ZnO coatings exhibited strong antibacterial ability, with a greater ability for the ZnO
coating generated at a higher current density, possibly due to the morphology of the ZnO
crystals, which presented a smaller grain size and a greater effective contact surface be-
tween the ZnO crystals and the bacteria. Hammad et al. [211] investigated the antimicrobial
activity of an electrodeposited ZnO nanocoating on NiTi alloy against two Gram-positive
bacteria, S. aureus and Streptococcus pyogenes (S. pyogenes), and a Gram-negative bacterium,
E. coli. Despite the fact that the NiTi alloy did not show any inhibition against bacteria,
NiTi/ZnO did. Specifically, the area of inhibition in agar plates after 24 h of contact were
4.25 ± 0.49 mm, 6.25 ± 0.64 mm and 3.57 ± 0.43 mm for S. aureus, S. pyogenes and E. coli,
respectively. As previously described by other authors, the greatest antibacterial effect took
place for Gram-positive bacteria. Hui et al. [212] investigated the antibacterial capacity of a
nanostructured ZnO coating with a particle size of ~25 nm. The coating was obtained by
electrodeposition with sodium alginate as an additive on pure Zn. Antimicrobial activity
was assessed against S. aureus and E. coli strains using the agar diffusion technique. The
ZnO nanostructured coating proved to have an antibacterial capacity against both strains.
It exhibited an average zone of inhibition of 24.2 mm and 25.6 mm for E. coli and S. aureus,
respectively. The authors concluded that nanostructured ZnO in contact with bacteria
causes Zn2+ to be released slowly, giving place to this inhibitory effect on bacteria.

A similar behaviour was described for ZnO covers obtained by other techniques.
Rago et al. [213] manufactured ZnO microparticles with a size between 200–500 nm and
nanoparticles with 20–40 nm using the hydrothermal technique, and evaluated its antimi-
crobial behaviour against two Gram-positive strains: Bacillus subtilis and S. aureus. The
results showed that although both morphologies damaged the bacteria, the nanostructured
particles were more efficient. The authors justified this result because the smaller the ZnO
particle size, the greater the surface area of the bacterial membrane exposed. Particles
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could accumulate on the outer surface of plasma membranes neutralizing the membrane
potential. This would cause an increase in the surface tension of the membrane, generating
its depolarization [41]. The permeability of the cell wall would then occur, facilitating
the internalization of the ZnO nanoparticles and the leakage of the intercellular fluid. Ya-
mamoto et al. [214] have also reported the benefits of using smaller particle sizes, in the
range of the nanoscale, to increase antimicrobial activity. Huang et al. [215] fabricated ZnO
nanoparticles with a diameter of 60 nm, whose antimicrobial activity was evaluated against
Streptococcus agalactiae and S. aureus. The results indicated that toxicity of the nanoparticles
suspensions was dependent on the nanoparticle concentration: a concentration of 10−1 M
caused more than a 95% inhibition of bacterial growth, while inhibition decreased down
to 30% if the concentrations decreased to 1.2 × 10−3 M and 6 × 10−4 M. Moreover, a
lower concentration of nanoparticles was not toxic to these microbial strains. Antibacterial
activity against E. coli was achieved with ZnO nanoparticles between 20–60 nm in size
manufactured by electrophoretic deposition by Cordero-Arias et al. [216] and likewise by
Zhang et al. [40].

ZnO material is an excellent candidate for UV applications and in the visible range
because of its wide bandgap of 3.37 eV [20]. It has become one of the most important
semiconductors, with potential applications as a photocatalytic degradation agent and
as a bacteriostatic agent under visible light [217]. Its morphology and grain size will sig-
nificantly influence its activity. For example, a morphology of ZnO nanowires exhibits a
bandgap of 3.27 eV with a broad emission band in the yellow–orange region [218]. Instead,
a cauliflower morphology shows an emission spectrum with three photoluminescence
peaks at 3.23, 3.00 and 2.30 eV [219]. Moreover, annealing treatment on a nanowire mor-
phology modifies its forbidden band [220]. On the other hand, when the particle size or
grain size of ZnO is in the order of the nanoscale, the photocatalytic and antibacterial
activity will be improved [221]. This is because larger effective surface areas will ensure a
wide range of photocatalytic reactions compared to smaller areas. Regarding the photocat-
alytic activity, Wanotayan et al. [222] evaluated the activity for a ZnO coating obtained by
electrodeposition on Cu by the DC technique, with a morphology of small granules. The
assessment was carried out by degradation of the methylene blue dye under a mercury
lamp. This coating exhibited photocatalytic activity with a degradation efficiency of almost
100%. Lu et al. [223] also evaluated the photocatalytic activity of ZnO and ZnO/graphene
coatings on a glass substrate, by the photodegradation of the methylene blue dye. The ZnO
coating degraded the 32% methylene blue dye in 120 min. However, the ZnO/graphene
coating showed 99.1% degradation for the same time period. The authors concluded that
photocatalytic activity improved when graphene was included because of the significant
change in the morphology of the coating. The ZnO crystals changed from hexagonal bars
to nanorods with a size of 93.3 nm. Pauporté et al. [224] also investigated the photocatalytic
activity of an electrodeposited coating of ZnO on a Zn substrate using methylene blue and
congo red as dyes. In this case, the authors identified higher photocatalytic activity for thin
coatings (2–3 µm) than for dense films.

When the energy absorbed by the ZnO is higher than that corresponding to its band
gap, the Zn vacancy near the valence band (BV) will capture the hole, while the oxygen
vacancy near the conduction band (BC) will capture the electron. The photogenerated elec-
trons will jump from BV to BC, forming positively charged holes and negatively charged
electrons on the ZnO surface. These negatively charged electrons will be able to interact
with the oxygen on the ZnO surface, generating ROS such as superoxides and elemen-
tal oxygen that can give rise to the formation of superoxide radicals (·O−

2 ). In turn, the
reaction of the BV hole with water molecules may also cause the formation of hydroxyl
radicals (·OH) that are extremely oxidizing [217]. The most accepted antibacterial mech-
anism of ZnO under photocatalytic action is the production in ROS and, as previously
mentioned, the release of Zn2+. However, Kalyani et al. [225] reported that the active
oxides produced from the ZnO surface, such as H2O2 and ·O−

2 , were the main source
of the antibacterial effect. Tamurejo et al. [226] fabricated a ZnO coating on an AZ31 al-
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loy by electrodeposition. Coating was exposed to UVC irradiation with an intensity of
4.2 mW/cm2 for 24 h. S. aureus viability and adhesion to the coating before or after exposi-
tion to UV-C were tested, allowing contact between the bacteria suspension and coating
for different periods of time. The quantification of the adhesion and viability of the bac-
teria was carried out at different contact times. The density of adhered bacteria on the
ZnO-coated surface, without exposure to UV light, was around 30% and 42% lower than
on AZ31 after 120 min and 300 min of contact, respectively, similarly as on the irradi-
ated coating. The non-irradiated coating showed some damaged bacteria within the first
60 min of contact, and after 300 min of contact, more than 50% of the adherent bacteria
appeared damaged. However, irradiated coating caused the viability of the bacteria to
be severely compromised. A contact time of 300 min was sufficient to damage all ad-
hering bacteria. The authors proposed that this effect was related to the high release of
Mg and Zn ions from the non-irradiated substrate. However, the authors concluded that
the combination of Mg and Zn ions and the ROSs produced on the surface of the ZnO
coating after exposure to UVC light were behind the potent antibacterial effect described.
Hong et al. [227] investigated the antibacterial capacity of Cu2O and Cu2O-ZnO composite
coatings on Ni foam by electrodeposition. In comparison to Cu2O coatings, Cu2O-ZnO
composite coatings showed a more compact structure and a larger effective surface because
of their smaller grain size. The electrodeposited surfaces were exposed to UV light for
24 h, and next, their antibacterial activity against E. coli or S. aureus was evaluated. The
compact coating exhibited an antibacterial rate of 90.23% and 88.78% for E. coli and S. aureus,
respectively, but this rate was ~60% for both strains on the Cu2O coating. The authors
concluded that this interesting antibacterial activity was associated with the formation
of surface-generated hydroxyl radicals and superoxides under UV light exposure. This
photocatalytic behaviour of ZnO coatings has been studied by other authors, even with the
presence of other additives in the coating. Wang et al. [228] evaluated the antimicrobial
behaviour against E. coli of two different ZnO coatings electrodeposited on glass. The first
one consisted of a ZnO coating, without any other addition, and the second one consisted
of a ZnO coating on which PDMS was added. Bacterial culture was placed in contact with
both surfaces under UV irradiation for 210 min. Then, under darkness, substrate-bacteria
suspension contact was maintained for 24 h to promote biofilm formation. The evaluation of
the photocatalytic activity through the photodegradation of methylene blue indicated that
both coatings exhibited a high degradation of 99.64% and 97.4% for ZnO and ZnO/PDMS,
respectively, at 180 min. The number of bacteria adhered to both coatings was significantly
lower compared to an uncoated glass substrate, proving the antibacterial capacity of both
coatings. The number of adherent bacteria was lower in the PDMS coating, possibly due to
its superhydrophobicity. Other authors reported similar behaviours of ZnO manufactured
by methods other than electrodeposition. Talebian et al. [197] developed ZnO nanopar-
ticles with different morphologies through a solvothermal method. After being exposed
to UV light, they studied their antibacterial behaviour. The authors found that coatings
with a cauliflower structure morphology, the smallest grain size and the largest effective
surface area exhibited better antibacterial behaviour against E. coli and S. aureus than other
morphologies, with a structure of hexagonal bars or spheres that generated a less effective
surface. The authors concluded that the morphology, grain size and surface area of the
coating were key parameters affecting the photocatalytic activity of ZnO coatings. Interest
in the shape was considered by Ann et al. [229]. They studied the antibacterial activity of
two different ZnO nanoparticles (ZnO-1 and ZnO-2) against two Gram-positive strains, S.
pyogenes and S. aureus, and one Gram-negative strain, Pseudomonas aeruginosa (P. aeruginosa).
The morphology of ZnO-1 was of a rod structure with dimensions ranging from 51 to
60 nm, and the morphology of ZnO-2 was in the form of slabs or plates with dimensions
ranging 71–80 nm. Bacteria suspensions were mixed with ZnO-1 or ZnO-2 for 24 h. The
percentage of bacterial inhibition was measured by optical density. The microscopy images
showed that in all cases the bacteria were covered by the ZnO particles. After 8 h of
contact between the particles and the bacteria, cell reduction was observed: S. aureus: 69%
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and 52% for ZnO-1 and ZnO-2, respectively; P. aeruginosa: 72% and 66% for ZnO-1 and
ZnO-2, respectively; and S. pyogenes: 84 and 85% for ZnO-1 and ZnO-2, respectively. Both
particles showed an antibacterial effect on the bacteria studied. In particular, the effect was
stronger on S. pyogenes. Microscopy images showed that both P. aeruginosa and S. pyogenes
appeared with damaged or even ruptured membranes. The authors suggest that the greater
effect exhibited by ZnO-1 compared to ZnO-2 was possibly due to its smaller grain size
morphology and greater effective surface area, which would cause a greater amount of zinc
atoms and consequently a higher level of bacterial toxicity.

Table 3. Summary of the literature on the influence of electrochemical parameters on the antimicrobial
behaviour.

Ref. Surface Coating Current
Type Strain Assay Antimicrobial Behaviour

[195] Tungsten-
cobalt Pure Zn DC S. aureus Direct

contact
Complete inhibition of

S. aureus growth

[196]
316 L

stainless
steel

Pure Zn DC S. aureus Direct
contact

Complete inhibition of
S. aureus growth

[191] Copper ZnNi/TiO2 DC S. aureus
Agar

diffusion
method

28 mm diameter of inhibition
E. coli 23 mm diameter of inhibition

[130] Ti6Al4V HA, Mg and Zn
PC

(Jp 1.0 mA/cm2)
S. aureus

Agar
diffusion
method

Intense antimicrobial activity againts
both strain with Ton 1 s and Toff 4 s.

Reduced antimicrobial activity
againts both strain with Ton 4 s and

Toff 1 s

E. coli

[202] Carbon
steel

ZnNi
DC E. coli

Direct
contact

2.92% adhered bacteria
ZnNi/chitosan 0.18% adhered bacteria

[190] Zinc ZnO

DC

E. coli
Direct
contact

1.5% adhered bacteria and
intact viability

DC
+

capsaicin

0.1% adhered bacteria and 99.96%
antibacterial behaviour

[210] Lead ZnO DC E. coli Direct
contact

Strong antibacterial activity. Greater
for 40 mA/cm2 vs. 3 mA/cm2

[211] NiTi ZnO DC
S. aureus Agar

diffusion
method

4.25 ± 0.49 mm diameter of inhibition
S. pyogenes 6.25 ± 0.64 mm diameter of inhibition

E. coli 3.57 ± 0.43 mm diameter of inhibition

[212] Zinc ZnO
DC
+

Sodium alginate

S. aureus
Agar

diffusion
method

25.6 mm diameter of inhibition
E. coli 24.2 mm diameter of inhibition

[226] AZ31 ZnO UV DC S. aureus Direct
contact

Without UV. More than 50%
bacteria damaged

With UV. All bacteria damaged

[227] Nickel Cu2O-ZnO UV DC
S. aureus Direct

contact
88.78% antibacterial rate

E. coli 90.23% antibacterial rate

[228] Glass
ZnO

UV DC E. coli
Direct
contact

Few bacteria attached to
both coatingsZnO-

PDMS

5. Cell Adhesion and Proliferation of Zn Coatings

Osseointegration is fundamental for the fixation of medical implants in the human
body [230–234]. Once an implant is placed inside the body, it is identified by the immune
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system as a foreign body [235] triggering a long-term inflammatory response [236]. The
role of macrophages is central in the innate immune system [237], having first contact
with the biomaterial and launching the body response [236,238]. These cells accumulate
at the implant–tissue interface, focusing their function on phagocytizing the implant and
the products released by the material degradation process [239]. Through the secretion
of inflammatory cytokines involved in immune regulation and bone regulation [240,241],
macrophages recruit more macrophages and other cell types, such as fibroblasts, which
arrive at the implant site and secrete a collagenous matrix to form a fibrous capsule [242],
causing isolation of the implant [238,242]. Zinc performs a stimulating function of os-
teoblastic proliferation and promotes cell differentiation through zinc-dependent synthesis
of various hormones and enzymes associated with cell division and promotion, while it
inhibits bone resorption caused by osteoclasts [243–256]. Several studies have shown the
good biocompatibility of zinc and its ability to promote osteogenesis, both in vitro [257,258]
and in vivo [247,259,260]. All these positive answers from cells make zinc a valuable can-
didate as a biodegradable metallic biomaterial for bone implants [261]. Table 4 shows a
summary of the literature on the influence of electrochemical parameters of Zn deposition
on cell adhesion and proliferation.

More than this, various authors prepared Zn coatings with other elements or molecules.
In this sense, iron, as another biocompatible and biodegradable metal present in the human
body, has been considered. He et al. [113] fabricated an electrodeposited coating of ZnFe
alloy on a steel sheet. The authors confirmed the good biocompatibility and cell adhesion
of this alloy in in vivo experiments. Histological images after implantation confirmed
the formation of a layer of dense connective tissue around implant. After 4 weeks of
implantation the inflammatory cells disappeared, although some macrophages, including
foreign matter, were observed, probably coming from the engulfment of degradation
products. Researchers proved the main role of Zn for such good biocompatibility. As
implant corrosion occurs, the alkalinization of the media was suggested as beneficial for
the formation of Ca-P compounds, and then favoring integration.

Nevertheless, it must be highlighted that the good biocompatibility properties of Zn are
remarkable when its concentration is low to medium. The presence of a high concentration
in the media can worsen its biocompatibility. Xu et al. [262] electrodeposited a monolayer
of ZnFe alloy with different Zn content. The alloy with low Zn content showed a columnar
microstructure with grain growth perpendicular to the substrate. The increase up to 7.2%
Zn in the alloy caused grain refinement, exhibiting excellent anticorrosive properties, as the
result of a decrease in icorr and the corrosion rate. However, a concentration of 11.6% of Zn
caused a worsening of the behaviour against corrosion, being suggested that the excess of
Zn caused its precipitation. The cytocompatibility of the alloys was evaluated with human
endothelial cells at a contact time with the coating of 12 and 24 h. On the coatings with
low Zn concentration, in the initial stage of cell incubation (12 h), the cells showed good
adhesion with very extended morphology, and at 24 h of incubation, cell morphology was
good, with some intercellular connections. However, on a coating at a concentration of
11.6% of Zn, the cell spreading capacity after 12 h of incubation was deficient, and at 24 h
cells were not discernible because of the layer of corrosion products deposited. These results
agree with those of other authors who have shown an unfavorable effect on the promotion
of bone formation in coatings with a high Zn content [263]. He et al. [188] fabricated porous
scaffolds by electrodeposition of Zn onto a Fe skeleton. An vitro test with MC3T3-E1 pre-
osteoblastic cells did not show toxicity for scaffolds with a concentration below 0.338 mM.
In vivo assays confirmed that result. Histological images from an implantation in a rabbit
femur for 3 months showed a compact and dense tissue around the skeleton of the scaffold.
In this line, Ma et al. [264] reported that a Zn2+ concentration between 80 µM and 120 µM
was detrimental to adhesion and proliferation of human vascular smooth muscle cells.
Shearier et al. [258] also reported that a lethal dose of Zn2+ for human vascular cells was
between 70 µM and 265 µM, respectively.
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As previously mentioned, Zn is capable of stimulating osteoblast differentiation,
which is a basic necessity for bone formation [265]. Osteoblasts are bone cells specialized in
producing a bone matrix, formed by HA crystals and composed mainly of phosphate and
calcium. HA coatings can be prepared on the surface of an implant by an electrochemical
process [266]. However, the biomechanical stability of HA-coated implants has been shown
to be poor, although they improve osseointegration [267]. For this reason, the fabrication of
HA electrodeposited coatings with the inclusion of Zn (HA-Zn) has proven to be valuable
for improving bone formation around the implant as well as its corrosion behaviour, since
Zn2+ incorporated into HA coatings have been shown to increase cell viability in vitro and
stimulate bone formation in vivo [268]. Yang et al. [269] evaluated the cellular response
of a coating of HA and HA-Zn electrodeposited on a porous surface of pure Ti. The
HA electrodeposition process generated a hexagonal pillar morphology on the substrate.
However, the inclusion of Zn in the HA matrix caused the hexagon of the crystals to
become more irregular and even to disappear, causing grain refinement. They incubated
MC3T3-E1 mouse preosteoblastic cells for 24 h on the surface of the coating. Cellular
results successfully demonstrated cell coverage on both coatings, but HA-Zn promoted
proliferation and differentiation of pre-osteoblasts more successfully compared to HA alone,
pointing at the superiority of the HA-Zn coating over the HA coating alone, mainly due to
the presence of Zn ions. Ding et al. [270] also evaluated the cellular response of HA and
HA-Zn coatings electrodeposited on a Ti surface. The incorporation of Zn in approximately
1.33%wt. to the HA network restricted nucleation and grain growth, exhibiting a softer,
denser morphology and a greater grain refinement than the porous HA coating. MC3T3-E1
viability assays took place after a 1-, 3- and 5-day contact with coatings. After 5 days
of culture, the authors observed a higher concentration of cells and viability on coatings
which included Zn compared to those with only HA, revealing the influential positive
effect of Zn inclusion. In this line, Li et al. [271] fabricated an electrodeposited coating of
HA-Zn on a WE43 magnesium alloy substrate. Cytocompatibility assays with MC3T3-E1
cells demonstrated 93% and 16% viability after 6 days of contact for uncoated HA-Zn and
WE43, respectively. These results showed that the HA-Zn coating enhanced proliferation
of pre-osteoblasts and greatly improved the biocompatibility of the WE43 alloy.

The enhancement of cell biocompatibility because of the presence of Zn is clear in sev-
eral systems. Doping a tricalcium phosphate/HA composite ceramic with Zn in amounts be-
tween 0.6%wt. and 1.2%wt. increased cell proliferation of mouse osteoblast-like cells [272].
Moreover, very low amounts of Zn, ranging from 0.012%wt. to 0.025% wt., have been
shown to have a stimulating effect on bone formation in vitro and in vivo [273,274]. Similar
results were obtained by other authors on cell biocompatibility with the inclusion of zinc in
HA [244,272,275–278].

Even the electrodeposition of a mixed combination of metal ions with Zn could
improve biocompatibility results. Huang et al. [24] electrodeposited coatings of HA co-
substituted by Zn/Cu on pure Ti. The HA-ZnCu coating showed a well-compacted
morphology with a refined grain size in comparison to the HA coating that showed a
porous structure; this was suggested to be due to the restricted growth of the HA crystals
because of the Cu and Zn species, as described by other authors [279]. MC3T3-E1 cells were
seeded on the HA or HA-ZnCu coatings to assess their cytotoxicity. The biocompatibility
results showed that the Zn/Cu co-substituted surface allowed higher cell growth than
in the HA coating alone. Then, the authors concluded that Zn implantation is the main
reason for the increased proliferation, adhesion and spread activity of MC3T3-E1 cells.
Gopi et al. [130] also developed an electrodeposited coating of Mg/Zn-HA on Ti6Al4V
alloy. Human osteosarcoma MG63 osteoblasts were contacted with the coatings and their
morphology was evaluated after 7 days of culture. The cells spread perfectly on the surface
of the coating and the original polygonal shape was maintained. These results proved that
the coating exhibited excellent biocompatibility without any toxicity.

The reinforcement of HA coatings with metallic oxide nanoparticles such as ZnO,
TiO2, Fe3O4, CuO, etc. has also been suggested by other authors. These nanoparticles are of
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particular interest in the medical field [280,281]. Specifically, ZnO nanoparticles have been
used in the synthesis of 3D scaffolds for tissue regeneration due to their biocompatibility,
osteogenesis and promotion of cell adhesion and differentiation [282]. One of the factors
that seems to be decisive is the size of the nanoparticles. As they become smaller, the
effective surface area increases and can determine their cytotoxicity [283]. It has been
suggested that the most suitable morphology to promote osteogenesis is a porous structure
with high roughness [284], with an optimum pore size between 100 µm and 500 µm [285],
a micro-roughness with Ra >100 nm or a combination of nano/micro roughness [286–288].
This kind of adequate surface for MG-63 osteoblastic-like cells was obtained by Mehrvarz
et al. [289] with a HA electrodeposited coating embedded with ZnO nanoparticles on
NiTi. This coating exhibited a network structure with high volume pores, like that of
bone. Rationale for this topography comes from the role of ZnO along the process of
electrodeposition, since the inclusion of ZnO nanoparticles caused the roughness of the
coating to increase. It is known that ZnO nanoparticles have an isoelectric point in the
range of 9–10 [150]. Thus, they can form a positively charged layer on a surface at a pH
below 9. Consequently, negatively charged species such as H2PO4

- can be attracted to
the nanoparticles and transported to the cathode surface, conditioning the process of HA
nucleation and growth. On the other hand, the HA electrodeposition process is associated
with the formation of bubbles of H2 [290]. These bubbles form more intensely if the
nucleation rate becomes higher. However, since bubbles will prevent the Ca-P species from
diffusing in the coverage, they will nucleate around the bubbles, thus creating considerable
pores. Then, after 4 days of incubation, osteoblast cells spread over the entire surface of the
HA/ZnO coating, with good viability and proliferation. The authors demonstrated that
the increased roughness and porosity exhibited by this coating had beneficial impacts on
cell adhesion and proliferation. However, some authors have reported that the coatings
composed of HA and ZnO nanoparticles can cause aggregates of ZnO nanoparticles that
could reduce the cytocompatibility of the material and cause cytotoxicity [291]. To avoid
this problem, Maimaiti et al. [112] electrodeposited HA/ZnO coatings with the addition of
pyrrole as an additive. In this way, they were able to improve the dispersion of the ZnO
nanoparticles in the HA matrix and prevent the appearance of aggregates. They incubated
cells on coatings with or without pyrrole. On the coatings with pyrrole, after 1 day of
incubation, the cells began to adhere correctly. After 5 days they showed good adhesion
and proliferation. After 7 days, the adhesion and proliferation were even higher and with
good differentiation. In contrast, cells on the HA/ZnO coating without pyrrole exhibited
cell edge floating edges and worse viability.

Table 4. Summary of the literature on the influence of electrochemical parameters on the cell adhesion
and proliferation.

Ref. Surface Coating Current
Type Cell Assay Cell Adhesion and

Proliferation

[113] Steel ZnFe DC
Mouse

pre-osteoblastic
cells

Histological
images

Formation of dense connective
tissue around the implant

[262] Stainless
steel ZnFe

PC
(Jp 100 mA/cm2,
Ton 5 ms and Toff

45 ms)

Mouse
pre-osteoblastic

cells

Histological
images

Low Zn concentrations the cell
morphology was good, with
intercellular connections, but

increasing Zn had an
unfavourable effect on

cell proliferation.
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Table 4. Cont.

Ref. Surface Coating Current
Type Cell Assay Cell Adhesion and

Proliferation

[188] Iron Pure Zn DC
Mouse

pre-osteoblastic
cells

Histological
images

No toxicity for concentration
lower than 0.338 mM. Compact

and dense tissue around
the scaffold

[269] Titanium
HA

DC
Mouse

pre-osteoblastic
cells

Histological
images

Cell coverage on both coatings.
However, HA-Zn promoted

proliferation and differentiation
more successfully

HA-Zn

[270] Titanium
HA

DC
Mouse

pre-osteoblastic
cells

Histological
images

Higher concentration of cells
and viability on coatings which
included Zn compared to those

with only HA.
HA-Zn

[271] WE43 HA-Zn DC
Mouse

pre-osteoblastic
cells

Histological
images

93% cell viability for HA-Zn vs.
16% for uncoated WE43

[24] Titanium HA/Zn-
Cu DC

Mouse
pre-osteoblastic

cells

Histological
images

HA/Zn-Cu surface allowed
higher cell growth than in the

HA coating alone

[130] Ti6Al4V Mg/
HA-Zn

PC
(Jp 1 mA/cm2, Ton
4 ms and Toff 4 ms)

Human
osteosarcoma

osteoblasts
MTT assay Excellent biocompatibility

without any toxicity

[289] NiTi HA/ZnO
PC

(Jp 6 mA/cm2, Ton
1 s and Toff 9 s)

Human
osteosarcoma

osteoblasts

Histological
images

Good cell viability and
proliferation

[112] Pure Ti HA/ZnO
PC

(pulse potential of
1.0 V/−2.5 V)

Bone mesenchymal
stem cells

Histological
images

Better cell adhesion and
proliferation with the Py

additive

6. Conclusions

Zinc is a biocompatible metal present in the human body as well as a metal widely
used in coatings to prevent corrosion. These two outstanding characteristics make zinc
coating worthy of consideration to improve the degradation behaviour of implants. Elec-
trodeposition is one of the most practical and common technologies to create protective
zinc coatings on metals. However, different parameters involved in the electrochemical
process condition the morphology, the behaviour against corrosion and, consequently, the
correct functionality in medical applications of the coating.

During the manufacturing process, a higher current density causes a higher rate of
nucleation and inhibition of grain growth, with a more refined morphology and better
corrosion behaviour. The use of PC against DC also leads to a more refined morphology
and better corrosion behaviour. This is further improved for higher Jp and Toff values, with
lower Ton. Higher temperatures generate a more uniform and fine-grained coverage with
better behaviour against corrosion. However, very high values can degrade the coverage
due to a greater absorption of hydrogen on the surface, which could be controllable with
the addition of H2O2. A high concentration of Zn2+ causes a high electrodeposition rate,
generating large, deposited Zn crystals. The incorporation of nanoparticles also leads
to a refinement in grain size. However, in this case, the agglomeration capacity of the
nanoparticles in the Zn matrix seems to be decisive to exhibit a good behaviour against
corrosion.

Zinc is a promising ally for the protection of biomaterials against the bacterial invasion
of their surface. An excess of Zn2+ can be toxic to bacterial cells. The cations interact
with nucleic acids and inactivate the enzymes of the respiratory system, causing cell
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death. Its antibacterial capacity has been demonstrated against Gram-positive and Gram-
negative cells. In its ZnO form, it has been verified to have several mechanisms of action
against microorganisms, including the release of Zn2+ in the physiological environment,
the physical alterations produced in the plasmatic membrane and the generation of ROS.
In this case, its effectiveness depends on the morphology and the grain size of the coating,
as well as the binding ZnO/cells. When the particle size or grain size of ZnO is in the order
of the nanoscale, the photocatalytic and antibacterial activity is improved.

Zinc also performs the stimulating function of osteoblastic proliferation and promotes
cell differentiation, while it inhibits bone resorption caused by osteoclasts. Nevertheless, it
must be highlighted that the good biocompatibility properties of Zn are remarkable when
its concentration is low to medium. Human vascular cell toxicity was detected between
70 µM and 265 µM and in MC3T3-E1 mouse cells above 0.338 mM. The fabrication of
HA electrodeposited coatings with the inclusion of pure Zn has proven to be valuable
for improving bone formation as well as its corrosion behaviour, since Zn2+ incorporated
into HA coatings have been shown to increase cell viability in vitro and stimulate bone
formation in vivo. The reinforcement of HA coatings with ZnO nanoparticles has also been
suggested. In this case, the most suitable morphology is a porous structure with a size
between 100 µm and 500 µm and with some roughness (Ra > 100 nm) or a combination of
nano/micro roughness.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, M.Á.P.-O. and M.L.G.-M.; resources, M.L.G.-M. and P.T.-
A.; writing—original draft preparation, M.Á.P.-O. and P.T.-A.; writing—review and editing, M.Á.P.-O.
and M.L.G.-M.; visualization, P.T.-A.; supervision, M.Á.P.-O.; funding acquisition, M.L.G.-M. and
M.Á.P.-O. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: Authors are grateful to Junta de Extremadura and FEDER (grant numbers GR21119 and
IB20092), Project RTI2018-096862-B-I00, supported by FEDER (European Regional Development Fund
“Una Manera de hacer Europa”) and Ministry of Science and Innovation of the Governent of Spain,
Spanish Research Agency, respectively.

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: The data presented in this study are openly available and no new data
were created.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Aubert, H.; Pinta, M. Trace Elements in Soils; Elsevier Science: Amsterdam, Netherlands, 1977; Volume 7, pp. 85–93. ISBN

9780444415110.
2. Arnold, J.O. The metallurgy of steel. Nature 1912, 89, 315–316. [CrossRef]
3. Shibli, S.M.A.; Manu, R. Process and performance improvement of hot dip zinc coating by dispersed nickel in the under layer.

Surf. Coat. Technol. 2005, 197, 103–108. [CrossRef]
4. Shibli, S.M.A.; Meena, B.N.; Remya, R. A review on recent approaches in the field of hot dip zinc galvanizing process. Surf. Coat.

Technol. 2015, 262, 210–215. [CrossRef]
5. Winand, R. Electrodeposition of Zinc and Zinc Alloys. In Modern Electroplating, 5th ed.; Wiley and Sons: Hoboken, NJ, USA, 2011;

pp. 285–307. [CrossRef]
6. Chandrasekar, M.; Shanmugasigamani, S.; Malathy, P. Synergetic effects of pulse constraints and additives in electro-deposition

of nanocrystalline zinc: Corrosion, structural and textural characterization. Mater. Chem. Phys. 2010, 124, 516–528. [CrossRef]
7. Shah, N.A.; Gul, M.; Abbas, M.; Amin, M. Synthesis of Metal Oxide Semiconductor Nanostructures for Gas Sensors. In Gas

Sensors; Khan, S.B., Asiri, A.M., Akthar, K., Eds.; InTech Open: London, UK, 2020; Chapter 6. [CrossRef]
8. Khorsand, S.; Raeissi, K.; Golozar, M.A. An investigation on the role of texture and surface morphology in the corrosion resistance

of zinc electrodeposits. Corros. Sci. 2011, 53, 2676–2678. [CrossRef]
9. Conde, A.; Arenas, M.A.; de Damborenea, J.J. Electrodeposition of Zn–Ni coatings as Cd replacement for corrosion protection of

high strength steel. Corros. Sci. 2011, 53, 1489–1497. [CrossRef]
10. Pushpavanam, M. Critical review on alloy plating: A viable alternative to conventional plating. Bull. Electrochem. 2000, 16,

559–566.

https://doi.org/10.1038/089315a0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.surfcoat.2004.10.115
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.surfcoat.2014.12.054
https://doi.org/10.1002/9780470602638.ch10
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matchemphys.2010.07.004
https://doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.86815
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.corsci.2011.04.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.corsci.2011.01.021


Materials 2023, 16, 5985 32 of 42

11. Alfantazi, A.M.; Erb, U. Corrosion Properties of Pulse-Plated Zinc-Nickel Alloy Coatings. Corrosion 1996, 52, 880–888. [CrossRef]
12. Dini, J.W.; Johnson, H.R. Electrodeposition of Zinc-Nickel Alloys Coatings. In Proceedings of the Workshop on Alternatives for

Cadmium Electroplating in Metal Finishing, Gaithersburg, MD, USA, 4 October 1977.
13. Maniam, K.K.; Paul, S. Corrosion Performance of Electrodeposited Zinc and Zinc-Alloy Coatings in Marine Environment. Corros.

Mater. Degrad. 2021, 2, 163–189. [CrossRef]
14. Lotfi, N.; Aliofkhazraei, M.; Rahmani, H.; Barati, G. Zinc–Nickel Alloy Electrodeposition: Characterization, Properties, Multilayers

and Composites. Prot. Met. Phys. Chem. Surf. 2018, 54, 1102–1140. [CrossRef]
15. Zhu, L.; Tong, X.; Ye, Z.; Lin, Z.; Zhou, T.; Huang, S.; Li, Y.; Lin, J.; Wen, C.; Ma, J. Zinc phosphate, zinc oxide, and their dual-phase

coatings on pure Zn foam with good corrosion resistance, cytocompatibility, and antibacterial ability for potential biodegradable
bone-implant applications. Chem. Eng. J. 2022, 450, 137946. [CrossRef]

16. Fernández-Calderón, M.C.; Cifuentes, S.C.; Pacha-Olivenza, M.A.; Gallardo-Moreno, A.M.; Saldaña, L.; González-Carrasco, J.L.;
Blanco, M.T.; Vilaboa, N.; González-Martín, M.L.; Pérez-Giraldo, C. Antibacterial effect of novel biodegradable and bioresorbable
P.L.D.A./Mg composites. Biomed. Mater. 2017, 12, 015025. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

17. Spathis, P.; Poulios, I. The corrosion and photocorrosion of zinc and zinc oxide coatings. Corros. Sci. 1995, 37, 673–680. [CrossRef]
18. Faraz, M.; Ansari, M.Z.; Khare, N. Synthesis of nanostructure manganese doped zinc oxide/polystyrene thin films with excellent

stability, transparency and super-hydrophobicity. Mater. Chem. Phys. 2018, 211, 137–143. [CrossRef]
19. Islam, F.; Shohag, S.; Uddin, M.J.; Islam, M.R.; Nafady, M.H.; Akter, A.; Mitra, S.; Roy, A.; Emran, T.B.; Cavalu, S. Exploring the

Journey of Zinc Oxide Nanoparticles (ZnO-NPs) toward Biomedical Applications. Materials 2022, 15, 2160. [CrossRef]
20. Wang, Y.G.; Lau, S.P.; Lee, H.W.; Yu, S.F.; Tay, B.K.; Zhang, X.H.; Tse, K.Y.; Hng, H.H. Comprehensive study of ZnO films prepared

by filtered cathodic vacuum arc at room temperature. J. Appl. Phys. 2003, 94, 1597–1604. [CrossRef]
21. Constantino, J.A.; Delgado-Rastrollo, M.; Pacha-Olivenza, M.A.; González-Martín, M.; Quiles, M.; Pérez-Giraldo, C.; Bruque, J.M.;

Gallardo-Moreno, A.M. In vivo bactericidal efficacy of the Ti6Al4V surface after ultraviolet C treatment. J. Orthop. Traumatol.
2017, 18, 59–67. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

22. Ibs, K.H.; Gabriel, P.; Rink, L. Zinc and the immune system of elderly. Adv. Cell Aging Gerontol. 2002, 13, 243–259. [CrossRef]
23. Vallee, B.L. A Role for Zinc in Gene Expression. J. Inherit. Metab. Dis. 1983, 1, 31–33. [CrossRef]
24. Huang, Y.; Zhang, X.; Mao, H.; Li, T.; Zhao, R.; Yan, Y.; Pang, X. Osteoblastic cell responses and antibacterial efficacy of Cu/Zn

co-substituted hydroxyapatite coatings on pure titanium using electrodeposition method. RSC Adv. 2015, 5, 17076–17086.
[CrossRef]

25. Yamaguchi, M. Role of nutritional zinc in the prevention of osteoporosis. Mol. Cell. Biochem. 2010, 338, 241–254. [CrossRef]
26. Yamaguchi, M.; Yamaguchi, R. Action of zinc on bone metabolism in rats: Increases in alkaline phosphatase activity and DNA

content. Biochem. Pharmacol. 1986, 35, 773–777. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
27. Wistrand, C.; Falk-Brynhildsen, K.; Sundqvist, A.S. Important interventions in the operating room to prevent bacterial contamina-

tion and surgical site infections. Am. J. Infect. Control 2022, 50, 1049–1054. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
28. Yavari, S.A.; Castenmiller, S.M.; van Strijp, J.A.G.; Croes, M. Combating Implant Infections: Shifting Focus from Bacteria to Host.

Adv. Mater. 2020, 32, e2002962. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
29. Mah, T.-F. Biofilm-specific antibiotic resistance. Future Microbiol. 2012, 7, 1061–1072. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
30. Kumar, R.; Umar, A.; Kumar, G.; Nalwa, H.S. Antimicrobial properties of ZnO nanomaterials: A review. Ceram. Int. 2017, 43,

3940–3961. [CrossRef]
31. Kehrer, J.P.; Lund, L.G. Cellular reducing equivalents and oxidative stress. Free Radic. Biol. Med. 1994, 17, 65–75. [CrossRef]
32. Wiernsperger, N.F. Oxidative stress as a therapeutic target in diabetes: Revisiting the controversy. Diabetes Metab. 2003, 29,

579–585. [CrossRef]
33. Zhou, H.; Xiao, L.; Luo, Y.; Chen, J.-H.; Xu, J.-H.; Zeng, Y.; Zhong, M.-Z. Facile synthesis of monodispersed Fe2O3 nanoparticles

and its cellular uptake and cytotoxicity studies. J. Nanosci. Nanotechnol. 2013, 13, 6560–6565. [CrossRef]
34. Klekotko, M.; Matczyszyn, K.; Siednienko, J.; Olesiak-Banska, J.; Pawlik, K.; Samoc, M. Bio-mediated synthesis, characterization

and cytotoxicity of gold nanoparticles. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2015, 17, 29014–29019. [CrossRef]
35. Alberto, J.; León, G.; Vázquez-Duhalt, R.; Oyuky, K. Antioxidant system imbalance caused by exposure to zinc oxide and copper

oxide nanoparticles. Mundo Nano 2022, 15, e00056.
36. Yin, H.; Casey, P.S.; McCall, M.J.; Fenech, M. Effects of surface chemistry on cytotoxicity, genotoxicity, and the generation of

reactive oxygen species induced by ZnO nanoparticles. Langmuir 2010, 26, 15399–15408. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
37. Mishra, A.; Ahmad, R.; Singh, V.; Gupt, M.N.; Sardar, M. Preparation, characterization and biocatalytic activity of a nanoconjugate

of alpha amylase and silver nanoparticles. J. Nanosci. Nanotechnol. 2013, 13, 5028–5033. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
38. Reddy, L.S.; Nisha, M.M.; Joice, M.; Shilpa, P.N. Antimicrobial activity of zinc oxide (ZnO) nanoparticle against Klebsiella

pneumoniae. Pharm. Biol. 2014, 52, 1388–1397. [CrossRef]
39. Zhang, L.; Li, Y.; Liu, X.; Zhao, L.; Ding, Y.; Povey, M.; Cang, D. The properties of ZnO nanofluids and the role of H2O2 in the

disinfection activity against Escherichia coli. Water Res. 2013, 47, 4013–4021. [CrossRef]
40. Zhang, L.; Jiang, Y.; Ding, Y.; Povey, M.; York, D. Investigation into the antibacterial behaviour of suspensions of ZnO nanoparticles

(ZnO nanofluids). J. Nanopart. Res. 2007, 9, 479–489. [CrossRef]
41. Pasquet, J.; Chevalier, Y.; Pelletier, J.; Couval, E.; Bouvier, D.; Bolzinger, M.-A. The contribution of zinc ions to the antimicrobial

activity of zinc oxide. Colloids Surf. A Physicochem. Eng. Asp. 2014, 457, 263–274. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.5006/1.3292081
https://doi.org/10.3390/cmd2020010
https://doi.org/10.1134/S2070205118060187
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2022.137946
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-605X/aa5a14
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28211364
https://doi.org/10.1016/0010-938X(95)80001-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matchemphys.2018.02.011
https://doi.org/10.3390/ma15062160
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1592007
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10195-016-0407-x
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27137674
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1566-3124(02)13014-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01811320
https://doi.org/10.1039/C4RA12118J
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11010-009-0358-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/0006-2952(86)90245-5
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3954786
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajic.2021.12.021
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34971709
https://doi.org/10.1002/adma.202002962
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32914481
https://doi.org/10.2217/fmb.12.76
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22953707
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ceramint.2016.12.062
https://doi.org/10.1016/0891-5849(94)90008-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1262-3636(07)70072-1
https://doi.org/10.1166/jnn.2013.7748
https://doi.org/10.1039/C5CP01619C
https://doi.org/10.1021/la101033n
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20809599
https://doi.org/10.1166/jnn.2013.7593
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23901526
https://doi.org/10.3109/13880209.2014.893001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2012.10.054
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11051-006-9150-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.colsurfa.2014.05.057


Materials 2023, 16, 5985 33 of 42

42. Joe, A.; Park, S.-H.; Kim, D.-J.; Lee, Y.-J.; Jhee, K.-H.; Sohn, Y.-K.; Jang, E.-S. Antimicrobial activity of ZnO nanoplates and its Ag
nanocomposites: Insight into an ROS-mediated antibacterial mechanism under UV light. J. Solid. State Chem. 2018, 267, 124–133.
[CrossRef]

43. Sun, J.; Cai, S.; Li, Q.; Li, Z.; Xu, G. UV-irradiation induced biological activity and antibacterial activity of ZnO coated magnesium
alloy. Mater. Sci. Eng. C 2020, 114, 110997. [CrossRef]

44. Jalal, R.; Goharshadi, E.K.; Abareshi, M.; Moosavi, M.; Yousefi, A.; Nancarrow, P. ZnO nanofluids: Green synthesis, characteriza-
tion, and antibacterial activity. Mater. Chem. Phys. 2010, 121, 198–201. [CrossRef]

45. Ye, W.; Jiang, Y.; Liu, Q.; Xu, D.; Zhang, E.; Cheng, X.; Wan, Z.; Liu, C. The preparation of visible light-driven ZnO/Ag2MoO4/Ag
nanocomposites with effective photocatalytic and antibacterial activity. J. Alloys Compd. 2022, 891, 161898. [CrossRef]

46. Padmavathy, N.; Vijayaraghavan, R. Enhanced bioactivity of ZnO nanoparticles—An antimicrobial study. Sci. Technol. Adv. Mater.
2008, 9, 035004. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

47. Lipovsky, A.; Nitzan, Y.; Gedanken, A.; Lubart, R. Antifungal activity of ZnO nanoparticles-the role of ROS mediated cell injury.
Nanotechnology 2011, 22, 105101. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

48. Sawai, J.; Shoji, S.; Igarashi, H.; Hashimoto, A.; Kokugan, T.; Shimizu, M.; Kojima, H. Hydrogen peroxide as an antibacterial
factor in zinc oxide powder slurry. J. Ferment. Bioeng. 1998, 86, 521–522. [CrossRef]

49. Appierot, G.; Lipovsky, A.; Dror, R.; Perkas, N.; Nitzan, Y.; Lubart, R.; Gedanken, A. Enhanced antibacterial activity of
nanocrystalline ZnO due to increased ROS-mediated cell injury. Adv. Funct. Mater. 2009, 19, 842–852. [CrossRef]

50. Ann, L.C.; Mahmud, S.; Bakhori, S.K.M.; Sirelkhatim, A.; Mohamad, D.; Hasan, H.; Seeni, A.; Rahman, R.A. Effect of surface
modification and UVA photoactivation on antibacterial bioactivity of zinc oxide powder. Appl. Surf. Sci. 2014, 292, 405–412.
[CrossRef]

51. Manohar, A.; Park, J.; Geleta, D.D.; Krishnamoorthi, C.; Thangam, R.; Kang, H.; Lee, J. Synthesis and characterization of ZnO
nanoparticles for photocatalysis anti-bacterial and cytotoxicity in kidney cancer (A498) cell lines. J. Alloys Compd. 2021, 874,
159868. [CrossRef]

52. Gao, Z.; Zhang, D.; Li, X.; Jiang, X.; Zhang, Q. Current status, opportunities and challenges in chemical conversion coatings for
zinc. Colloids Surf. A Physicochem. Eng. Asp. 2018, 546, 221–236. [CrossRef]

53. Allongue, P.; Maroun, F. Metal electrodeposition on single crystal metal surfaces mechanisms, structure and applications. Curr.
Opin. Solid State Mater. Sci. 2007, 10, 173–181. [CrossRef]

54. Huang, Y.; Wu, X.; Nie, L.; Chen, S.; Sun, Z.; He, Y.; Liu, W. Mechanism of lithium electrodeposition in a magnetic field. Solid State
Ion. 2020, 345, 115171. [CrossRef]

55. Hao, F.; Verma, A.; Mukherjee, P.P. Electrodeposition stability of metal electrodes. Energy Storage Mater. 2019, 20, 1–6. [CrossRef]
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256. Kubásek, J.; Vojtěch, D.; Jablonská, E.; Pospíšilová, I.; Lipov, J.; Ruml, T. Structure, mechanical characteristics and in vitro

degradation, cytotoxicity, genotoxicity and mutagenicity of novel biodegradable Zn–Mg alloys. Mater. Sci. Eng. C 2015, 58, 24–35.
[CrossRef]

257. Zhu, D.; Su, Y.; Young, M.L.; Ma, J.; Zheng, Y.; Tang, L. Biological Responses and Mechanisms of Human Bone Marrow
Mesenchymal Stem Cells to Zn and Mg Biomaterials. ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2017, 9, 27453–27461. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

258. Shearier, E.; Bowen, P.K.; He, W. In Vitro Cytotoxicity, Adhesion, and Proliferation of Human Vascular Cells Exposed to Zinc
In Vitro Cytotoxicity, Adhesion and Prolif-eration of Human Vascular Cells Exposed to Zinc. ACS Biomater. Sci. Eng. 2016, 2,
634–642. [CrossRef]

259. Su, Y.; Yang, H.; Gao, J.; Qin, Y.X.; Zheng, Y.; Zhu, D. Interfacial Zinc Phosphate is the Key to Controlling Biocompatibility of
Metallic Zinc Implants. Adv. Sci. 2019, 6, 1900112. [CrossRef]

260. Li, H.F.; Xie, X.H.; Zheng, Y.F.; Cong, Y.; Zhou, F.Y.; Qiu, K.J.; Wang, X.; Chen, S.H.; Huang, L.; Tian, L.; et al. Development of
biodegradable Zn-1X binary alloys with nutrient alloying elements Mg, Ca and Sr. Sci. Rep. 2015, 5, srep10719. [CrossRef]

261. Su, Y.; Cockerill, I.; Wang, Y.; Qin, Y.X.; Chang, L.; Zheng, Y.; Zhu, D. Zinc-Based Biomaterials for Regeneration and Therapy 2018.
Trends Biotechnol. 2019, 37, 428–441. [CrossRef]

262. Xu, Y.; Wang, W.; Yu, F.; Yang, S.; Yuan, Y.; Wang, Y. The enhancement of mechanical properties and uniform degradation of
electrodeposited Fe-Zn alloys by multilayered design for biodegradable stent applications. Acta Biomater. 2023, 161, 309–323.
[CrossRef]

263. Kawamura, H.; Ito, A.; Muramatsu, T.; Miyakawa, S.; Ochiai, N.; Tateishi, T. Long-term implantation of zinc-releasing calcium
phosphate ceramics in rabbit femora. J. Biomed. Mater. Res. 2002, 65A, 468–474. [CrossRef]

264. Ma, J.; Zhao, N.; Zhu, D. Bioabsorbable zinc ion induced biphasic cellular responses in vascular smooth muscle cells. Sci. Rep.
2016, 6, 26661. [CrossRef]

265. Komori, T. Regulation of Osteoblast Differentiation by Transcription Factors. J. Cell. Biochem. 2006, 99, 1233–1239. [CrossRef]
266. Yang, G.; He, F.; Hu, J.; Wang, X.; Zhao, S. Biomechanical Comparison of Biomimetically and Electrochemically Deposited

Hydroxyapatite-Coated Porous Titanium Implants. J. Oral. Maxillofac. Surg. 2010, 68, 420–427. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41556-019-0437-8
https://doi.org/10.7150/ijbs.62506
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.smim.2007.11.004
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18162407
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11051-012-0819-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00925737
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-2143(96)90113-4
https://doi.org/10.1093/jn/131.4.1142
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11285316
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2017.08.022
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28858721
https://doi.org/10.4162/nrp.2010.4.5.356
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrn1671
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.1700344
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28875161
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2014.04.101
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24862443
https://doi.org/10.1152/physrev.1993.73.1.79
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8419966
https://doi.org/10.1039/C4TB00837E
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actbio.2011.05.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.msec.2015.08.015
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.7b06654
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28787130
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsbiomaterials.6b00035
https://doi.org/10.1002/advs.201900112
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep10719
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tibtech.2018.10.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actbio.2023.02.029
https://doi.org/10.1002/jbm.a.10524
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep26661
https://doi.org/10.1002/jcb.20958
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.joms.2009.09.014


Materials 2023, 16, 5985 41 of 42

267. Tao, Z.; Zhou, W.; Qiang, Z.; Tu, K.K.; Huang, Z.L.; Xu, H.M.; Sun, T.; Lv, Y.X.; Cui, W.; Yang, L. Intermittent administration
of human parathyroid hormone (1–34) increases fixation of strontium-doped hydroxyapatite coating titanium implants via
electrochemical deposition in ovariectomized rat femur. J. Biomater. Appl. 2015, 30, 952–960. [CrossRef]

268. Miao, S.; Lin, N.; Cheng, K.; Yang, D.; Huang, X.; Han, G.; Weng, W.; Ye, Z. Zn-Releasing FHA Coating and Its Enhanced
Osseointegration Ability. J. Am. Ceram. Soc. 2011, 260, 255–260. [CrossRef]

269. Yang, F.; He, F. Osteoblast response to porous titanium surfaces coated with zinc-substituted hydroxyapatite. Oral Surg. Oral Med.
Oral Pathol. Oral Radiol. 2012, 113, 313–318. [CrossRef]

270. Ding, Q.; Zhang, X.; Huang, Y. In vitro cytocompatibility and corrosion resistance of zinc-doped hydroxyapatite coatings on a
titanium substrate. J. Mater. Sci. 2015, 50, 189–202. [CrossRef]

271. Li, J.; Li, J.; He, N.; Fu, Q.; Feng, M.; Li, Q.; Wang, Q.; Liu, X.; Xiao, S.; Jin, W.; et al. In situ growth of Ca-Zn-P coatings on the
Zn-pretreated WE43 Mg alloy to mitigate corrosion and enhance cytocompatibility. Colloids Surf. B Biointerfaces 2022, 218, 112798.
[CrossRef]

272. Ito, A.; Ojima, K.; Naito, H.; Ichinose, N.; Tateishi, T. Preparation, solubility, and cytocompatibility of zinc-releasing calcium
phosphate ceramics. J. Biomed. Mater. Res. 1999, 50, 178–183. [CrossRef]

273. Tang, Y.; Chappell, H.F.; Dove, M.T.; Reeder, R.J.; Lee, Y.J. Biomaterials Zinc incorporation into hydroxylapatite. Biomaterials 2009,
30, 2864–2872. [CrossRef]

274. Ren, F.; Xin, R.; Ge, X.; Leng, Y. Characterization and structural analysis of zinc-substituted hydroxyapatites. Acta Biomater. 2009,
5, 3141–3149. [CrossRef]

275. Alcantara, E.H.; Young, M.; Feldmann, J.; Nixon, G.F.; Beattie, J.H.; Kwun, I.S. Long-term zinc deprivation accelerates rat vascular
smooth muscle cell proliferation involving the down-regulation of JNK1/2 expression in MAPK signaling. Atherosclerosis 2013,
228, 46–52. [CrossRef]

276. Honda, Y.; Anada, T.; Morimoto, S.; Suzuki, O. Labile Zn ions on octacalcium phosphate-derived Zn-containing hydroxyapatite
surfaces. Appl. Surf. Sci. 2013, 273, 343–348. [CrossRef]

277. Wang, X.; Ito, A.; Sogo, Y.; Li, X.; Oyane, A. Zinc-containing apatite layers on external fixation rods promoting cell activity. Acta
Biomater. 2010, 6, 962–968. [CrossRef]

278. Horiuchi, S.; Hiasa, M.; Yasue, A.; Sekine, K.; Hamada, K.; Asaoka, K.; Tanaka, E. Fabrications of zinc-releasing biocement
combining zinc calcium phosphate to calcium phosphate cement. J. Mech. Behav. Biomed. Mater. 2014, 29, 151–160. [CrossRef]

279. Leilei, Z.; Hejun, L.; Kezhi, L.; Shouyang, Z.; Qiangang, F.; Yulei, Z.; Jinhua, L.; Wei, L. Preparation and characterization of
carbon/SiC nanowire/Na-doped carbonated hydroxyapatite multilayer coating for carbon/carbon composites. Appl. Surf. Sci.
2014, 313, 85–92. [CrossRef]

280. Ren, B.; Wang, Y.; Zhen Ou, J. Engineering Two-dimensional metal oxides via surface functionalization for biological applications.
J. Mater. Chem. B 2020, 8, 1108–1127. [CrossRef]

281. Wang, J.; Han, W.; Ge, C.; Guan, H.; Yang, H.; Zhang, X. A general solution of unsteady Stokes equations. Renew. Energy 2004, 229,
657–663. [CrossRef]

282. Jiang, S.; Lin, K.; Cai, M. ZnO Nanomaterials Current Advancements in Antibacterial Mechanisms and Applications. Front. Chem.
2020, 8, 580. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

283. Moradpoor, H.; Safaei, M.; Moza, R. An overview of recent progress in dental applications of zinc oxide nanoparticles. RSC Adv.
2021, 11, 21189–21206. [CrossRef]

284. Ganvir, A.; Nagar, S.; Markocsan, N.; Balani, K. Deposition of hydroxyapatite coatings by axial plasma spraying: Influence
of feedstock characteristics on coating microstructure; phase content and mechanical properties. J. Eur. Ceram. Soc. 2021, 41,
4637–4649. [CrossRef]

285. Yla, H.O.; Ekholm, C.; Karlsson, K.H.; Aro, H.T. Pore Diameter of More Than 100 microm Is Not Requisite for Bone Ingrowth in
Rabbits. J. Biomed. Mater. Res. 2001, 58, 679–683. [CrossRef]

286. Zhou, K.; Li, Y.; Zhang, L.; Jin, L.; Yuan, F.; Tan, J.; Yuan, G.; Pei, J. Bioactive Materials Nano-micrometer surface roughness
gradients reveal topographical influences on differentiating responses of vascular cells on biodegradable magnesium. Bioact.
Mater. 2021, 6, 262–272. [CrossRef]

287. Lu, M.; Chen, H.; Yuan, B.; Zhou, Y.; Min, L.; Xiao, Z.; Zhu, X.; Tu, C.; Zhang, X. Electrochemical Deposition of Nanostructured
Hydroxyapatite Coating on Titanium with Enhanced Early Stage Osteogenic Activity and Osseointegration. Int. J. Nanomed. 2020,
15, 6605–6618. [CrossRef]

288. Sánchez, M.C.; Bueno, J.; Figuero, E.; Toledano, M.; Medina-Castillo, A.L.; Osorio, R.; Herrera, D.; Sanz, M. Antibacterial effects of
polymeric PolymP-n Active nanoparticles An in vitro biofilm study. Dent. Mater. 2018, 35, 156–168. [CrossRef]

289. Mehrvarz, A.; Khalil-allafi, J.; Khosrowshahi, A.K. Biocompatibility and antibacterial behavior of electrochemically deposited
Hydroxyapatite/ZnO porous nanocomposite on NiTi biomedical alloy. Ceram. Int. 2022, 48, 16326–16336. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1177/0885328215610898
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1551-2916.2010.04038.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tripleo.2011.02.049
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10853-014-8578-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.colsurfb.2022.112798
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1097-4636(200005)50:2%3C178::AID-JBM12%3E3.0.CO;2-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2009.01.043
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actbio.2009.04.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atherosclerosis.2013.01.030
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsusc.2013.02.040
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actbio.2009.08.038
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmbbm.2013.09.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsusc.2014.05.144
https://doi.org/10.1039/C9TB02423A
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fluiddyn.2004.06.001
https://doi.org/10.3389/fchem.2020.00580
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32793554
https://doi.org/10.1039/D0RA10789A
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jeurceramsoc.2021.02.050
https://doi.org/10.1002/jbm.1069
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bioactmat.2020.08.004
https://doi.org/10.2147/IJN.S268372
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dental.2018.11.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ceramint.2022.02.183


Materials 2023, 16, 5985 42 of 42

290. Qiu, D.; Yang, L.; Yin, Y.; Wang, A. Preparation and characterization of hydroxyapatite/titania composite coating on NiTi alloy by
electrochemical deposition. Surf. Coat. Technol. 2011, 205, 3280–3284. [CrossRef]

291. Sehgal, R.R.; Carvalho, E.; Banerjee, R. Mechanically Stiff, Zinc Cross-Linked Nanocomposite Scaffolds with Improved Osteostim-
ulation and Antibacterial Properties. ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2016, 8, 13735–13747. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

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

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.surfcoat.2010.11.049
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.6b02740
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27176647

	Introduction 
	Surface Morphology of the Zn Coating 
	Current Density 
	Temperature 
	Additives 
	Hydrogen Peroxide 
	Other Additives 

	Electroactive Ions 

	Corrosion 
	Current Density 
	Temperature 
	Additives 
	Electroactive Ions 

	Antimicrobial Behaviour of Zn Coatings 
	Cell Adhesion and Proliferation of Zn Coatings 
	Conclusions 
	References

