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Abstract: In recent years, there has become a growing need for the development of antifouling
technology for application in the marine environment. The accumulation of large quantities of biomass
on these surfaces cause substantial economic burdens within the marine industry, or adversely impact
the performance of sensor technologies. Here, we present a study of transparent coatings with
potential for applications on sensors or devices with optical windows. The focus of the study is
on the abundance and diversity of biofouling organisms that accumulate on glass panels coated
with novel transparent or opaque organically modified silicate (ORMOSIL) coatings. The diatom
assessment was used to determine the effectiveness of the coatings against biofouling. Test panels
were deployed in a marine environment in Galway Bay for durations of nine and thirteen months to
examine differences in biofilm formation in both microfouling and macrofouling conditions. The most
effective coating is one which consists of precursor, tetraethyl orthosilicate (HC006) that has a water
contact angle > 100, without significant roughness (43.52 nm). However, improved roughness and
wettability of a second coating, diethoxydimethylsilane (DMDEOS), showed real promise in relation
to macrofouling reduction.

Keywords: sol gel chemistry; hydrophobic; hydrophilic; antifouling; biofilm formation; transparent
coatings

1. Introduction

Biofouling is often defined as the build-up of biologically derived organic matter on artificial
surfaces immersed in an aquatic environment [1]. Biofilm formation is often complex and occurs in
several steps as illustrated in Figure 1. The process generally begins with the transportation of bacteria
and organic molecules towards a submerged surface. From this, the conditioning layer is formed
which involves the adsorption of organic molecules (i.e., proteins, carbohydrates and nucleic acids)
to the surface. This boundary layer acts as an interface between the submerged surface and bacteria
providing favorable conditions for the attachment of organisms [2,3]. The next step in biofilm formation
is the attachment of cells to a surface. In the case of the biofilm, a solid-liquid interface can provide
an excellent environment for cells to grow as the constant flow of water past these surfaces provides
fresh nutrients necessary for growth. Hydrophilic surfaces in particular have been shown to exhibit
excellent antifouling capabilities (well hydrated, neutral or weakly negative, protein repellant) [4],
providing an optimum environment for cell adhesion, which improves the ability of cells to grow and
proliferate [5]. After this attachment step, cell proliferation leads to the formation of a micro-colony,
and cellular chemical signaling activates biofilm genes which enhance the ability of micro-colonies
to form and adhere to solid interfaces. Mature biofilms can then detach from the solid interfaces to
facilitate the multiplication and dispersal of cells and biofilm microcolonies [5].
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Figure 1. Primary steps in biofilm formation and dispersal (from left to right). (a) Attachment;
(b) growth; (c) maturation and (d) detachment [5].

Fouling organisms are often divided into two classes on the basis of size; (a) microfoulers
and (b) macrofoulers [6]. Microfoulers include microbial organisms such as diatoms and bacteria,
while macrofoulers include larger organisms such as barnacles, polycheates and macroalgae [7,8].
Microfouling formation is made up of two steps, primary and secondary colonization. Primary
colonization is a reversible process whereby diatoms and bacteria adsorb onto a conditioning layer.
The build-up of primary colonizers can lead to the formation of an extracellular polysaccharide layer
(EPS) that contains cells, proteins, extracellular DNA and other organic species. The main foulers in
the secondary colonization include macroalgal spores and protozoa [6].

Biofouling causes huge problems in the marine environment and often is considered a burden
in ocean monitoring whereby materials must be placed underwater. To date, there have been many
attempts to prevent fouling on instrumentation but very little have been tested in situ on oceanographic
systems for long periods of time [9]. Problems associated with fouling on sensors include the long-term
quality of measurements, disturbing the biological and chemical properties of the site being studied and
fluctuations in readings as a result of macro-algae blocking the optical path of the sensor [9]. Current
technologies to combat fouling include the use of commercial paints. However, in 2008, regulations
were put in place to insist upon a change from self-polishing copolymer organotin systems (due to
toxicity in the environment) to silicone and copper-consisting antifouling technologies. The attachment
growth of microfouling communities that contribute to this fouling now require in-depth understanding
to provide the marine industry with the best antifouling alternatives for, sensors, AUVs and buoys [10].
Overall, biocide-based coatings are among the most widely used commercial antifouling coatings.
Marine aquatic species are sensitive to biocides present in anti-fouling paints so it is important to
develop environmentally-friendly coatings that prevent the adhesion of fouling organisms [11].

Sol-gel derived functional coatings are commercially available for many practical applications
(including self-cleaning, anticorrosion, antireflection, etc.) [12], and are emerging as suitable non-toxic
alternatives to biocidal antifouling coatings [13,14]. The sol-gel process provides mild synthetic
conditions and the capacity to include inorganic and organic components at the nanometric scale. This
results in coatings that are able to provide both strength and durability typical of inorganic polymers
but also a wide range of versatility typical of organic polymers [12]. The physicochemical properties
and functionality of the final coating can be designed to meet various requirements by using metallic
and organic precursors. Organic modified silicate (ORMOSIL) coatings [15-17] or metal nanoparticle
doped ORMOSIL [18] are hybrid inorganic-organic silica coatings that have been shown to reduce
biofouling. Sol-gel glassy coatings are transparent and can be effectively applied to submerged optical
windows but also to other surfaces for self-cleaning applications [19]. Other attractive features of
ORMOSIL coatings include the ease of preparation (i.e., one pot or step synthesis [20]), reactivity with
a multitude of surfaces (i.e., glass, fiberglass, metal, wood etc.), low curing temperatures, prolonged
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chemical and physical stability and ease of application (i.e., spraying, dip coating, spin coating). There
are three main strategies used in the design of antifouling coatings. Fouling-resistant coatings prevent
the attachment of biofoulants to surfaces. Fouling-release treatments reduce biofoulant adhesion
strength facilitating the removal of organisms from surfaces. Biocidal biofouling treatments kill
organisms responsible for the formation of biofilms via the use of antimicrobials within the coating
matrix [18]. Fouling release surfaces rely on reduced adhesion of biofoulants and the least favorable
surface energy for bioadhesion in microfouling is between 20-25 mN m~! [21]. In this region of the Baier
curve, bioadhesion is minimal due to the formation of weak interactions between surface EPSs and
proteins [6,14,21]. Biofouling however involves a complex biochemical process, in which microfoulers
(e.g., diatoms) adhere to surfaces via a complex of hydrophilic proteins (EPS) [22] while macrofoulers
(e.g., barnacles) adhere via a complex of hydrophobic proteins they secrete, crosslinked by cysteine
residues [23]. For example, in a paper by Finlay et al., fewer barnacles colonized hydrophobic xerogel
coatings while the removal percentage of diatoms decreased with surface wettability [16]. Similarly, the
fouling release of juvenile barnacles has been achieved by using low wettability and low critical surface
tension xerogel surfaces [15]. An increase in protein adsorption was noticed for superhydrophobic
surfaces with micrometer scale roughness when compared with smooth surfaces, however exposure
to shear stress removed a larger proportion of protein from the superhydrophobic, rough surfaces
than from the smooth surfaces [24]. For the past number of years, research into antibacterial surfaces
has been growing from strength to strength with the proposal of a number of new ways to create
surfaces that are antifouling [25]. One method described to prevent bacteria from forming on a surface
is by means of a bactericidal agent. Examples of these agents may include metals (i.e., silver), metal
oxides such as ZnO, chitosan’s, peptides, antiseptics or antibiotics. The addition of nanotopography,
nanomaterials and nanotechnology has also been noted to improve the functionality of bactericidal
agents with a number of literature reporting on its effectiveness [26,27]. In a paper by Ivanova et al.,
an increase in the average killing rate of 450,000 cells/min/cm? was described by using columnar
nanotopography, having a bactericidal effect independent of surface chemistry. Another method
proposed to reduce bacterial adhesion is the use of anti-adhesive surfaces. Such surfaces may include
superhydrophobic or hydrophilic surfaces [19,24,28-30].

However, by combination of both of these methods, a more effective antibacterial surface can
be created [25]. A paper by Ellinas et al. discusses superhydrophobic surfaces, investigating the
factors influencing the antifouling nature of nanostructured surfaces. It was discovered that tailoring
the chemistries, enriching the surface with bactericidal agents and providing surface topography
at the micron and nanoscale level, an effective antibacterial surface could be realized, without the
need for complicated synthesis procedures. These surfaces termed ‘hybrid” for their anti-adhesive
and bactericidal properties, were shown to reduce bactericidal action on both a long and short term
basis [25]. Another exciting, up and coming area related to creating antifouling surfaces is the use of
nanostructure geometry to enhance the mechanical strength on surfaces causing lysis of cells. A paper
by Elimelech et al. reports some of the first findings of using the ‘mechano-bactericidal mode of
action’. It details the fabrication of single walled carbon nanotubes termed ‘SWCNTs’ that used to
damage the cell membrane of bacteria, E. coli, by direct contact, providing a response to the need for
novel antibacterial materials. Their findings concluded that the bactericidal effect of these nanotubes
was attributed to their high aspect ratio geometry. Another study by Chen et al., reported on thin,
rigid SWCNTs that were capable of enhanced piercing to the cell membranes of gut-bacteria [31].
The marine environment poses a challenge to all deployed structures and biofouling affects all items
that are deployed in the aquatic environment. In environmental sensing applications, optical sensors
are impacted within hours of deployment by biofilm growth. Transparent materials used in sensing
such as optical windows are prone to fouling that can adversely impact data integrity. Therefore, it is
necessary to employ countermeasures to reduce or remove biofilms on optical windows.

The focus of this work is to study several novel transparent sol-gel materials, to determine their
effectiveness as antifouling coatings for potential application to marine deployed sensors, camera
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lenses, solar panels or other related technologies. In this context, a range of sol-gel coatings with
increasing water surface wettability and roughness were developed. The surface energy of antifouling
coatings was altered by modification of surface chemistry, while surface topology was roughened by
the incorporation of amorphous fumed silica within the sol-gel. Sol-gel coatings with a selected range
of surface wettabilities and topologies were deployed into a marine system in Galway Bay for periods
of nine and thirteen months. A long-term initial study in the marine environment was performed to
look at the colonization of diatom species to the sol-gel coatings, based on their surface chemistries
and topologies and offer a comparison of performance against industrial antifouling technologies.

2. Results and Discussion

2.1. Characterization of Developed Coatings

Five ORMOSIL coatings were developed and characterized prior to deployment into the marine
environment in terms of robustness, transparency and water contact angle. Water contact angles
(WCAs) measured on the coatings ranged from 50° to 130°, confirming the increasing wettability of the
surfaces from hydrophobic to hydrophilic (Figure 2). Surface roughness measurements using white
light interferometry show that a wide range of surface topographies were obtained, with average
surface roughness ranging from 43 nm (HC006) to 1600 nm (B Sol) (Figure 3). SEM imaging of the
coatings provides more insight into the topography and shows that smooth, homogeneous dense films
were formed with sols HC006 and DMDEOS, respectively, while porous films were formed when
FmS was incorporated within the sol-gel network. Coatings produced using HC006 and DMDEQOS
formulations generated robust, dense and fully transparent films on glass substrate. DMDEOS was
previously developed in the group for self-cleaning applications and its physical characteristics (i.e.,
material flexibility, mechanical robustness, transparency etc.) assessed [32]. HC006 shows very similar
physical characteristics with DMDEQS, with slightly higher WCAs (110°-115°). As both sols show
similar average roughness values, the increase in contact angle can be attributed to a higher density of
methyl (-CH3) groups on the surface of the coating. These groups were purposely introduced within
the sol-gel by the addition of another precursor, CTMS. This precursor has only one hydrolysable group,
(-Cl) and it acts as a capping agent, which terminates chain growth and adds surface functionality
by lowering the surface free energy [33,34]. Furthermore, CTMS is known to have a positive effect
on the mechanical properties of films by reinforcing weak points within the network and preventing
drying induced cracks [35]. T, sol-gel used for the preparation of T,/FmS CHj (1:1) and Tp/FmS
(5:3) is similar in the precursor composition with HC006 (CTMS replaced with TMES and adjusted
molar ratios, see methods section) but optimized to incorporate more Si-OH reactive groups. This
increase reactivity was introduced to increase the adhesive potential with both the substrate and the
FmS particles. The final coatings produced with this approach had an average roughness of 846 nm
for To/FmS (5:3) and 519 nm for To/FmS CHj (1:1), which is one order of magnitude higher than the
average roughness of HC006 and DMDEOS. The methylation of FmS was found to have a radical effect
on the wettability of the coatings, with a shift from hydrophilic (WCA = 50°) to hydrophobic (WCA =
130°), with a water rolling effect.

2.2. Biofouling Assessment

The effects of different sol-gel coatings on biofilm build-up were accessed. In this work, a series of
novel transparent and opaque sol-gel coatings were developed, characterized and tested in the field for
long periods of time. The new materials were tested alongside commercial antifouling paints. Figure 4
shows the deployment set-up, where 10 replicate slides of each material were fixed. Figure 4a shows
the labelled slides, and 4b the panel before deployment. Figure 4c,d shows the panels retrieved at nine
months and 13 months, respectively.
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Coating Name | Coating Application | Ageing Time |Transparency| Robustness |OtherObservations | MeanWCA () | Mean SD
B Sol D 48 hr HT 81 12.29
DNMDEOS S 13d HT 100 147
HC00e D 90 hr 111 14.37
T2/FmS5 (3:3) 5 48 hr 53 9.69
T./FmS CH; (1:1) = 48 hr 130 341
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Figure 2. Robustness, transparency observations and water contact angle measurements for each of
the sol gels used in this study (top). Water Contact Angle (WCA) measurements taken for each of
the sol gel coatings before deployment in Galway Bay, Ireland (n = 3). Errors bars represent 95%
confidence intervals.

2.2.1. Microfouling Assessment

As can be seen from Table 1, a wide range of fouling organisms, marine benthic diatoms, were
found on the slides deployed for nine months and were identified to the species level using the scanning
electron microscopy (SEM) and a diatom identification key [36]. Species diversity is a good indicator of
antifouling effectiveness but is also a characteristic of the environment and time of year. It was found
that there was a low species diversity overall with most species listed occurring on the slides repeatedly.
Diatom species, Cocconeis, was found on all materials. The novel coating DMDEOS was found to
be the most effective coating demonstrating minimal biofilm colonization when compared with the
commercial paint, Trilux. HC006 and DMDEOS coatings were found to contain a large diversity of
species of diatoms and in large numbers.

2.2.2. Quantification of Protein by Lowry Assay

Determination of early fouling can be done in several ways. One of these is using the biochemical
assay to determine the protein associated with the exopolymeric substances associated with the initial
biofilm. The results obtained from the assessment of slides retrieved after nine months deployment
in Galway Bay indicate that the HC006 material has the lowest protein level, while the B sol has
the greatest and is similar to To/FmS (5:3) (Figure 5). The latter, however, may be an indication of
non-specific adhesion rather than biofilm attachment. Protein measurement can be a better indicator of
biofilm attachment due to the development of a conditioning layer during biofilm formation containing
an abundance of proteins and polysaccharides and providing an optimum environment for cells to
proliferate [37].
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Figure 3. Surface characterization of the sol gel coatings with a profilometer (right) and SEM technique
(left). Average surface roughness (Sa) of the coatings was recorded. (From top down (a—e); B Sol (Sa =
1624.36 nm), DMDEOS (Sa = 68 nm), HC006 (Sa = 43.52 nm), To/FmS (5:3) (Sa = 846.34 nm) and T/FmS
CHj3 (1:1) (Sa =519.93 nm) (1 = 3).
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Figure 4. (A) Schematic of the layout of sol gel materials. Ten replicate slides of each type of coating
were deployed (1 = 10); (B) a pre-deployment clean panel; (C) post-deployment biofouling following
a nine-month deployment from April 2017 to December 2018 during the height of the biofouling season.
Depth: 2.5-3 m; (D) post-deployment biofouling after a 13-mo deployment from April 2017 to May
2018 including both dry and wet seasons. Depth: 24-28 m.
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Figure 5. This figure displays the percent protein present on each of the sol-gel coatings deployed in
the microfouling study in Galway Bay for nine months using the Lowry Protein Assay. The errors bars
calculated represent 95 % confidence intervals. B Sol contained the most percent protein while HC006

contained the least.
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Table 1. Observed diatom settlement on coatings deployed for nine months in Galway Bay.

Sol/Genus Number * 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
B sol + + o+ + + o+
DMDEOS + + + +
HCO006 + + + + o+ o+ o+ + o+
T2/FmS (5:3) + + +
T2/FmS (11) CH3 + + + + + + + + +
Trilux + +

*1: Minidiscus 2: Asterfonellopsis 3: Emilliana 4: Lepidodiscus

9: Proschkinia 10: Navieulo 11:Rhabdonema
- :

2

13: Stephanapysis 14: Amphora
= r -

2.2.3. Macrofouling Assessment

When evaluating the coatings deployed for 13-mo, it was found that macrofoulers predominate
with high levels of colonization. Barnacle colonization was evident on all deployed coatings. The
ANOVA significance testing was performed on the percentage coverage data collected (Excel 2016) to
investigate if the commercial antifouling paints had significantly less percentage barnacle coverage
than those of the sol gel coatings presented in this study. The novel transparent coating DMDEOS
was found to be most effective in reducing macrofouler colonization (p < 0.05) long-term followed by
Micron (p < 0.05) when compared against commercial paints and sol gel coatings when looking at
percent coverage of barnacles on macrofouled glass slides.

In the formation of biofilm there are many stages as illustrated in the schematic in Figure 1. Ideally
coatings will lead to reduced fouling so that deployed devices do not require frequent maintenance.
For the purpose of this study, the performance of novel sol-gel coatings was compared with commercial
antifouling paints.

Figure 6illustrates the colonization of macrofouling organisms on materials deployed for 13 months.
This table includes a subset of images of fouled materials and their analysis using the Image J software.
The images are shown in Figure 6. While it is clear that all materials supported barnacle growth,
the numbers are generally the same for all coatings. However, it was evident that some materials
provide substrates that lead to a variety of settlement patterns. This provides useful information in
understanding the chemistry and topography of effective coatings. The results indicate that the lowest
coating surface coverage of 23.80%, occurs for the novel DMDEOS material, similar to commercial
paint, Cruder Uno at the lowest paint surface coverage of 26.78%. The highest surface coverage
observed was with the B sol at 54.15%. However, more critically, the data showing the mean nearest
neighbour supports the evidence that DMDEOS is effective in reducing macrofouling colonization
(higher average nearest neighbour meaning clustering of macrofouler’s is minimal), with the fumed
silica sol, To/FmS (5:3) demonstrating an even distribution of barnacle settlement. This information
regarding spacing and clustering of fouling organisms provides valuable evidence of the benefit of the
new coatings in disrupting normal settlement patterns. The effectiveness of the differing chemistries of
the materials leading to more effective antifouling technologies is evident in relation to that disruption.
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Again, when looking at the nearest neighbour data calculated for each of the commercial paints and
sols, we can see where the clustering is occurring quite clearly. The lower the nearest neighbour value
given, the more clustering that is occurring. Where the nearest neighbour values have higher averages,
the degree of clustering is lower and therefore fouling is reduced.

Trilux i 7 B Sol

Micron

HCO006, YL DMDEOS

5/ e A 5

Figure 6. Visual data collected during the Image ] analysis showing the percentage coverage of
barnacles of each of the macrofouled glass slides.

Figure 7 shows the detailed analysis data for determination of the nearest neighbour for each
material. This data clearly shows the narrow range of values for T>/FmS (5:3) compared with other
materials. Even the commercial paints demonstrate clustering of fouling organisms.

The average and median of each plate is shown as indicated in the figure. The bounds of the
blue box show the proportion of data that is 25% above and 25% below the median of the data (i.e.,
the distribution of the middle 50% of the data). If the top and bottom of the blue box are dissimilar
sizes this indicates that the spread of values is skewed. The interquartile range (IQR) is the size of the
blue box (middle spread of the data), and the whiskers are the upper and lower half of this box either
added or subtracted from the IQR multiplied by 1.5 (showing the middle 75% of the data). Errors bars
represent 95% confidence intervals.

Figure 8 shows the actual barnacle density data for each deployed coating, and Figure 9 the
percentage coverage of the barnacles on each of the coatings. From this assessment (Table 2) the overall
settlement is similar across all materials (p > 0.05), but the format or pattern of adhesion is different
on some materials. The most effective materials in the microfouling study arise from the T, sol-gel
used for the preparation of To/FmS (5:3) due to the narrow diversity of diatom species observed on
the glass slides. This is similar in the precursor composition with HC006 (CTMS replaced with TMES
and adjusted molar ratios, see methods) but optimized to incorporate more Si-OH reactive groups.
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This increase in reactivity was introduced to increase the adhesive potential of the coating, with both
the substrate and the FmS particles. The final coatings produced with this approach had an average
roughness of 846 nm (Sy,, = 3.094) for T,/FmS (5:3) which is one order of magnitude higher than the
average roughness of HC006 and DMDEOS. The methylation of FmS was found to have a radical
effect on the wettability of the coatings when looking at water contact angle values, with a shift from
hydrophilic (WCA = 50°) to hydrophobic (WCA = 130°), with a water rolling effect. From this study,
it appears that a combination of roughness and wettability is most effective in these static field studies.
The most effective material in the macrofouling study when comparing the overall percentage coverage
of barnacle colonization was DMDEQS (p < 0.05). It would be interesting to evaluate the effectiveness
of this series of coatings in dynamic flow conditions in future studies.

] 25%~75%
T Range within 1.5I1QR
— Median Line
Mean
+ Outliers
. . 3
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[e2]
1
+
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Figure 7. Nearest neighbour data for sol-gel coatings deployed in Galway Bay for thirteen months as
part of the macrofouling study to test the overall effectiveness of our novel antifouling sol-gel coatings
on a long-term basis (1 = 3).

140 + T
120—-
100—-
80 A
60

40

Mean Barnacle Number

20 A

0+

Figure 8. Barnacle attachment on sol-gel coatings deployed in Galway Bay for 13 months as part of
the macrofouling study to test the overall effectiveness of our novel antifouling sol-gel coatings on
a long-term basis (n = 3). Error bars represent standard deviation.
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Figure 9. Percentage area surface coverage of barnacles attached to slides on sol-gel coatings deployed
in Galway Bay for 13 months as part of the macrofouling study to test the overall effectiveness of our
novel antifouling sol-gel coatings on a long-term basis (1 = 3). Error bars represent standard deviation.

Table 2. Data summary of the mean barnacle number mean surface coverage (%) and mean nearest
neighbour data for the macrofouled coatings deployed for 13-mo (n = 3, for each sol gel). This data
was measured using the Image J software (Figure 6). All coatings deployed in the macrofouling study
showed barnacle and tube worm colonization only. Barnacle colonization was the only organisms
accounted for in the calculation of the mean surface coverage and mean nearest neighbour data.

Material Total No. Mean Percent Mean NN NN SD Mean Mean Total
Name of Barnacle Area  Coverage (mm) (mm) Total Area Area SD
Barnacles (mm?) (%) (mm?) (mm?)

Trilux 309 9.63 5291 2.93 0.75 992.11 6.32
Cruder Uno 269 5.84 26.78 2.59 1 502.05 4.71
Micron 241 7.31 30.82 4.24 2.96 577.81 5.13
HCO006 247 10.66 46.81 3.16 0.72 877.65 6.16
B Sol 340 9.43 54.15 2.74 0.74 1015.32 6.99
T, (5:3) 320 6.44 35.93 2.30 0.98 673.62 5.71
T, (1:1) 324 6.55 37.73 2.50 0.73 707.41 5.85
DMDEOS 247 5.42 23.80 3.07 0.83 446.29 3.89

3. Materials and Methods

3.1. Chemical Reagents

All materials were purchased from Sigma-Aldrich (Arklow, Ireland) including Lowry reagent,
Foline & Ciocalteu’s Phenol, D-(+)-Glucose, tetraethyl orthosilicate (TEOS), diethoxydimethylsilane
(DMDEOQOS), ethanol, isopropanol (IPA), triethoxy(ethyl) silane (ETEOS), ethoxytrimethyl silane (TMES),
chlorotrimethylsilane (CTMS), hydrochloric acid (HCI) (37%) and bovine serum albumin solution
(200 mg mL™1) (BSA). Control paints used in this analysis include Trilux, Cruder Uno and Micron
(International). All chemicals purchased were of analytical grade and aqueous solutions were prepared
with deionized water (DI) (18.2 MQ cm™1).

3.2. Instrumentation

A UV 1800 spectrophotometer (Shimadzu, USA) was used to measure the absorbance of reaction
solutions in the Lowry assay for quantification of protein on of each of the sample slides. The scanning
electron microscopy of coatings was carried out on a Hitachi S-3400N instrument with a 20 kV
accelerating voltage. Samples were gold-coated using a 750T sputter coater (Quorum Technologies,
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Lewes, UK). Water contact angle (WCA) measurements were carried out using an Artray and Navitar
camera with the FTA32 software. Surface roughness measurements were performed using a Contour
GT profilometer (Bruker, MA, USA).

3.3. Preparation of Sol-Gel Coated Surfaces

A schematic representation of sol-gel synthesis and application is presented in Figure 10. Glass
microscope slides (25 mm X 75 mm, Fisher Scientific, Ireland) were used as the substrate for the sol-gels
and nanoparticles (NPs). Glass slides (n = 10) were prepared for coating via sonication in detergent
and water for 30 min followed by sonication in IPA for 30 min. The glass slides were then left to dry at
room temperature prior to use.

H,0 + ELOH  Silanes + TMCS/TMES « HCI —H —
-

a. Addition of precursors. b, Stir for 48 h. . Sl ﬂi‘ll"lil'd lo Klﬂ“ substrale mi'ulg airbrush gun or .w.ls:'n coaler,

Sol gel preparation ‘ Ageing ‘ Application

Figure 10. Schematic outlining procedure for sol-gel synthesis and application. Order of precursors:
1.H,O and EtOH; 2. Silanes; 3. TMCS/TMES; 4. HCl (37%); 5. Stir for 48 h.

3.3.1. Sol-Gels Synthesis

Sol-gels used for the generation of transparent, smooth coatings were prepared as outlined in
Figure 10 using a series of silane precursor mixtures (Table 3) hydrolyzed with DI in the presence
of ethanol. The sol-gels were prepared using a molar ratio of one silane: 6.25 x C;HsOH: 4 x H,O:
0.007 HCL. Ageing of the sol-gels to achieve condensation was allowed to proceed for 48 h—for HCOOS,
T2 and B Sol and approximately 400 h—DMDEQOS. Ageing was carried out at room temperature and
under magnetic stirring (300 rpm).

Table 3. Sol-gel recipes; precursors used in the synthesis of the hydrophobic transparent sol-gel coatings
used for deployment in Galway Bay.

Sol Name TEOS ETEOS CTMS EtOH HCl H,O DMDEOS TMES

DMDEOQOS 2.679 - - 1824  0.029 3.6 6.51 -
HC006 2.763 0.886 2.094 12.04  0.007 2378 - -
T2 4.06 0.84 - 11.67  0.007 2252 - 1.42
B Sol 2.793 0.886 20941 12,042 0.007 2378 - -

! Fumed silica methylated (FmS CH3) was used instead of ethanol (EtOH). 2 CTMS was added to sol after 24 h.
Volumes of precursors are given in milliliters (mL).

Topography modification of the coatings was realized using amorphous fumed silica (FmS) while
surface chemistry of the coating was altered by methylation of FmS using CTMS. Briefly, a 3 g quantity
of FmS (Aldrich, Arklow, Ireland, 0.007 um) was weighed and transferred to a 100 mL glass bottle.
A 100 mL volume of ethanol was added to the bottle and the solution was sonicated for 30 min. After
sonication, the FmS was partially methylated by the addition of chlorotrimethylsilane (CTMS). The
FmS and CTMS were mixed together to give a ratio of 10:1 (v/v) FmS: CTMS. This solution was then
stirred using a magnetic stirrer for 24 h at room temperature. Using the FmS dispersion and the
partially methylated FmS dispersion (FmS CHs) two sol-gels were prepared by mixing with Ty, i.e.,
T,/FmS CH3 (1:1) sol was prepared by mixing equal volumes of T, and FmS CHj (1:1, v/v) while
To/FmS (5:3) was prepared by mixing T and FmS in a 5:3, v/v ratio. The newly formed solutions were
allowed to age for another 24 h, ambient temperature, 300 rpm.
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3.3.2. Application to Substrate

Glass microscope slides (Fisher Scientific, Dublin, Ireland, dimensions, 25 mm X 75 mm) were
used as substrate for the deposition of sol-gel films by both spin coating and spray coating. Spin
Coating: The DMDEOS and HCO006 sol-gels were spin coated onto clean glass microscope slides at
500 rpm for 15 s using a Laurell WS-650-23 spin coater. Spray Coating: To/FmS (5:3), To/FmS CHj (1:1)
and B Sol sol-gels were spray coated using a WD-180R VEDA airbrush gun. Each glass substrate was
placed 10 cm from the tip of the spray gun. The spray gun was then filled with the desired sol and the
glass substrate was sprayed over a period of 10 s in a circular motion. Heat treatment at 110 °C was
used to liberate excess solvent and stabilize the coatings.

3.3.3. Characterization of Sol Gel Coatings

Water contact angle. WCA measurements were completed using an Artray and Navitar camera
with the FTA32 2.0 data logging software. WCA measures the shape of ultrapure water droplets
sitting on the surface of the sol-gel coatings. Each coating was made in triplicate and the WCA
angle measured at three different points on each surface to calculate the mean WCA and standard
deviation. Surface roughness. In the assessment of novel transparent antifouling coatings, it is important
to consider roughness. This parameter can not only can have a significant impact on the hydrodynamic
performance of an antifouling coating but can also influence the settlement pattern of biofouling
organisms such as larvae [38]. Surface roughness measurements were taken in triplicate using white
light interferometry on a Bruker Contour GT profilometer. Robustness. Robustness measurements
were taken using a pencil hardness tester, Elcometer 501 (Elcometer inspection equipment, Warren, MI,
USA). Transparency. Transparency measurements were taken using on an ocean optics spectrometer
(USB2000+), a LS1 tungsten halogen lamp (ocean optics, 360 and 2000 nm emission), with a detector,
QP1000-2-UV-Vis (USA) 1 mm internal diameter and optical fibres (2 m length).

3.4. Site Description and Deployment Procedure

Figure 11 illustrates the test bed where the materials were deployed. The location selected for this
experiment was Galway Bay, County Galway, Ireland (53.2000° N, 9.2333° W), depth was approximately
2.5 m-3 m for the microfouling study (panels attached to buoy) and 24 m—28 m for the macrofouling
study (panels attached to underwater observatory). Microscope slides coated with commercial paint
(Trilux, Micron and Cruder Uno as control) and novel transparent antifouling coatings were deployed on
a polymethyl methacrylate (PMMA) panel (57.5 cm X 25 cm) for durations of nine and thirteen months
to assess the durability and performance of novel transparent coatings biofilm growth at different
depths and time periods under different conditions. The deployment device containing samples was
retrieved after nine and 13 months from Galway Bay by the diving team at Smart Bay Ireland. The
panel containing the glass slides was fixed in Styrofoam to minimize movement and damage during
transportation to the laboratory for analysis. Samples were analyzed immediately on delivery.

Figure 11. (a) Renewable energy test site in Galway Bay where panels were deployed. 1. Panels
attached to buoy for microfouling study; 2. Panels attached to underwater observatory for macrofouling
study; (b) right, panels deployed (Image source: Smart Bay Ireland).
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3.5. Characterization of Biofouling
3.5.1. Microfouling

Lowry Assay for Protein Determination

Biofilm accumulated on glass slides was scraped off carefully using a cell scraper and recovered
in individual sample tubes. The samples were then dissolved in 10 mL of deionized water and passed
through 2.5 pm filter paper to remove large particles present in the sample.

Protein standard solutions were made up in the range of 100 pg L=1-400 ug L~!. 1 mL of each
of the standard solutions made up with 200 pg mL~! BSA as well as unknown samples and a blank
sample were taken and placed in a sample tube. To this, 1 mL of the Lowry reagent was added. The
solutions were vortexed vigorously for 1 min before being left for 20 min to react at room temperature.
A 0.5 mL volume of Foline & Ciocalteu’s phenol working solution was then added to each of the
samples and vortexed again to give a homogeneous solution. These solutions were then left to stand
for 30 min at room temperature. This allowed for the reduction of phosphomolybdotungstate. The
absorbance of each of the standard solutions, blank and unknown samples were then measured at
750 nm using deionized water used to zero the instrument.

Diatom Identification Using Scanning Electron Microscopy

For the identification of diatoms using SEM, a glass slide from each coating was prepared using
a gold sputter coater. The samples were coated for 30 s before being analyzed under SEM. At 5 kV and
1 mm and 20 kV and 10 pm, images of the various diatom species were taken and identified at species
level using a diatom identification key.

3.5.2. Macrofouling

Image ] analysis

The Image ] software was used to calculate the nearest neighbour distances and macrofouling
coverage in the following way; An image was taken of three replicate slides of each type of coating
and loaded into the Image J software. The scale of the image was set to those of a microscope glass
slide (25 mm X 75 mm). The image was converted to 8-bit and using the paintbrush tool, circles were
drawn around the barnacles covering each slide. The threshold of the image was then adjusted to (0,0).
The circles drawn around each of the barnacles could then be filled in using the paint bucket tool in
a different colour (i.e., blue). The threshold of the image was adjusted again in the range of 160-180
(to yield an image of black circles (i.e., barnacles). The measurements were then set to include the area
and centroid. The analyzed particles feature was used to calculate the number and area of barnacles
present on each of the slides. Nearest neighbour distances were calculated using the plugin feature
‘nnd’ in the plugins tab of Image ] [39].

Statistical Analysis

The ANOVA statistical analysis was performed using Microsoft Excel (2016) with the data analysis
toolbar. Statistical analysis was performed to understand which sol-gel coatings were most effective
at preventing macrofouler’s from attaching to glass microscope slides in comparison to commercial
paints, Trilux, Cruder Uno and Micron.

4. Conclusions

The purpose of this study was to investigate the antifouling effectiveness of novel transparent
sol-gel coatings deployed in the marine environment. Five novel materials were developed with
varying chemistries leading to different hydrophobicities, wettability characteristics and roughness.
The study extended greater than 12 months, with an initial evaluation of primary fouling (at nine-mo),
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followed by a study of macrofouling (four-mo later). It was found that materials that showed greatest
diversity of organism colonization in the initial stages, did not lead to the heaviest biofilm (in terms of
protein levels). However, there is no consistent pattern and further study is required. HC006 shows
very similar physical characteristics with DMDEOS, with slightly higher WCAs (110° -115°). As both
sols show similar average roughness values, the increase in contact angle can be attributed to a higher
density of trimethylsilyl (-CH3) groups on the surface of the coating. Overall, the most effective coating
in reducing the formation of an initial biofilm is HC006. The greatest diversity of organisms is seen,
reducing the likelihood of permanent biofilm. However, this is not a very robust material and that may
reduce its effectiveness over time. The material that has been most effective in reducing attachment of
macrofouling organisms (barnacles) is DMDEOS. This is borne out by the overall coverage and nearest
neighbour data. The roughness of the T»/FmS (5:3) also shows promise as an effective material worthy
of further study in dynamic conditions.

A future application of this work would be to incorporate sol gel coatings on the optical windows
of sensors to reduce early stage fouling. The advantage of using the sol gel method for this application
lies in its ability to coat optical fibres or waveguides and precisely control sensitivity determining
parameters such as film thickness and length. Depending on the method of coating, the thickness
of the film can be controlled for the desired result. For example, a high film thickness is achievable
using the dip coating method where the thickness can be controlled by withdrawal speed. Sol gel films
exhibit excellent mechanical strength and strong adhesion properties, in particular, thin films, which
display faster response times [40]. A paper by Liu et al. discusses the influence of film thickness on the
detection of ammonia in water. Silica coatings of varying film thicknesses are coated on the surface of
the fiber sensor. It was found that the silica coatings of higher thickness displayed a better sensitivity
of 0.131 nm/ppm to ammonia than that of the thinner films (0.069 nm/ppm) [41]. Another example
of the influence of sol gel film thickness on the sensor signal can be found in a paper by Mc Donagh
et al. This paper involved the modification of sol gel films for enhancement of the optical sensing of
O, in gas and aqueous phases. It was found that the increase in film hydrophobicity occurred from
the modification of the precursors within the sol gel matrix. This alteration resulted in enhanced
dissolved oxygen (DO) sensor performance [42]. Clearly sol-gels with defined chemistry, roughness
and wettability provide real promise as antifouling transparent coatings for sensors or other devices
that require such technology.

Author Contributions: FR., A.B. and C.B.B. designed the study, the main conceptual ideas and proof outline.
C.R. planned and carried out the experiments. M.R.J. and C.R. analyzed the data. C.R. led the writing and all
authors contributed significantly to writing the manuscript, providing critical feedback to help outline the research
and analysis.

Funding: This research was funded by the DCU Water Institute, Smart Bay Ireland and Marine Institute under
the project NIAP-LS-16003: “Characterizing biofouling and biocorrosion on deployment mooring elastomers and
springs and review of alternative materials for deployment”.

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

References

1. Kirschner, C.M.; Brennan, A.B. Bio-Inspired Antifouling Strategies. Annu. Rev. Mater. Res. 2012, 42, 211-229.
[CrossRef]

2. Monroe, D. Looking for Chinks in the Armor of Bacterial Biofilms. PLoS Biol. 2007, 5, 2458-2461. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

3. Alexander, I.R. Marine Biofouling: Colonization Processes and Defenses; CRC Press: Baco Raton, FL, USA, 2004.

4. Schleno, J.B. Zwitteration: Coating Surfaces with Zwitterionic Functionality to Reduce Nonspeci fi c
Adsorption. Langmuir 2014, 30, 9625-9636. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. Jamal, M,; Tasneem, U.; Hussain, T.; Andleeb, S. Bacterial Biofilm: Its Composition, Formation and Role in
Human Infections. Res. Rev. J. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 2015, 4, 1-14.


http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-matsci-070511-155012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.0050307
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18001153
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/la500057j
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24754399

Molecules 2019, 24, 2983 16 of 17

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

Selim, M.S.; Shenashen, M.A.; Higazy, S.A.; Selim, M.M.; Isago, H.; Elmarakbi, A.; El-Safty, S.A. Recent
progress in marine foul-release polymeric nanocomposite coatings. Prog. Mater. Sci. 2017, 87, 1-32.
[CrossRef]

Chapman, J.; Hellio, C.; Sullivan, T.; Brown, R.; Russell, S.; Kiterringham, E.; Nor, L.L.; Regan, F. Bioinspired
synthetic macroalgae: Examples from nature for antifouling applications. Int. Biodeterior. Biodegrad. 2014, 86,
6-13. [CrossRef]

Piazza, V.; Dragi¢, L.; Sep¢i¢, K.; Faimali, M.; Garaventa, F; Turk, T.; Berne, S. Antifouling activity of synthetic
alkylpyridinium polymers using the barnacle model. Mar. Drugs 2014, 12, 1959-1976. [CrossRef]
Delauney, L.; Comp, C. Biofouling protection for marine environmental sensors. Ocean Sci. 2010, 6, 503-511.
[CrossRef]

Murphy, K.; Heery, B.; Sullivan, T.; Zhang, D.; Paludetti, L.; Lau, K.T.; Diamond, D.; Costa, E.; Connor, N.O.;
Regan, F. A low-cost autonomous optical sensor for water quality monitoring. Talanta 2015, 132, 520-527.
[CrossRef]

Amara, I; Miled, W.; Slama, R.B.; Ladhari, N. Antifouling processes and toxicity effects of antifouling paints
on marine environment. A review. Environ. Toxicol. Pharm. 2018, 57, 115-130. [CrossRef]

Pagliaro, S.M.; Ciriminna, R.; Palmisano, G. Silica-based hybrid coatings. J. Mater. Chem. Pages 2009, 19,
3093-3312. [CrossRef]

Nir, S.; Reches, M. Bio-inspired antifouling approaches: The quest towards non-toxic and non-biocidal
materials. Curr. Opin. Biotechnol. 2016, 39, 48-55. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Detty, M.R,; Ciriminna, R.; Bright, EV.; Pagliaro, M. Environmentally Benign Sol-Gel Antifouling and
Foul-Releasing Coatings. Acc. Chem. Res. 2014, 47, 678-687. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Tang, Y.; Finlay, J.A.; Kowalke, G.L.; Meyer, A.E.; Bright, EV.; Callow, M.E.; Callow, J.A.; Wendt, D.E,;
Detty, M.R. Hybrid xerogel films as novel coatings for antifouling and fouling release. Biofouling 2005, 21,
59-71. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Bennett, S.M.; Finlay, J.A.; Gunari, N.; Wells, D.D.; Meyer, A.E.; Walker, G.C.; Callow, M.E.; Callow, A.].;
Bright, EV.; Detty, M.R.; et al. The role of surface energy and water wettability in aminoalkyl/fluorocarbon/
hydrocarbon-modified xerogel surfaces in the control of marine biofouling. Biofouling 2010, 26, 235-246.
[CrossRef]

Oldani, V.; Sergi, G.; Pirola, C.; Sacchi, B.; Bianchi, C.L. Sol-gel hybrid coatings containing silica and
a perfluoropolyether derivative with high resistance and anti-fouling properties in liquid media. J. Fluor.
Chem. 2016, 188, 43—49. [CrossRef]

Chapman, J.; Weir, E.; Regan, F. Period four metal nanoparticles on the inhibition of biofouling. Colloids Surf.
B Biointerfaces 2010, 78, 208-216. [CrossRef]

Ebert, D.; Bhushan, B. Transparent, superhydrophobic, and wear-resistant coatings on glass and polymer
substrates using SiO2, ZnO, and ITO nanoparticles. Langmuir 2012, 28, 11391-11399. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Zhang, X.X.; Xia, B.B.; Ye, H.-P; Zhang, Y.-L.; Xiao, B.; Yan, L.-H.; LV, H.-B.; Jiang, B. One-step sol-gel
preparation of PDMS-silica ORMOSILs as environment-resistant and crack-free thick antireflective coatings.
J. Mater. Chem. 2012, 22, 13132-13140. [CrossRef]

Baier, R.E.; Shafrin, E.G.; Zisman, W.A. Adhesion: Mechanisms That Assit or Impede It. Scienice 1968, 162,
1360-1368. [CrossRef]

Ulbricht, M. Advanced functional polymer membranes. Polymer 2006, 47, 2217-2262. [CrossRef]

Callow, M.E.; Callow, J.A. Marine biofouling: A sticky problem. Biologist 2002, 49, 1-5.

Koc, Y.; Mello, A.].D.; Newton, M.A.; Roach, P,; Shirtcliffe, N.J. Nano-scale superhydrophobicity: Suppression
of protein adsorption and promotion of flow-induced detachment. Lab Chip 2008, 8, 582-586. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Ellinas, K.; Kefallinou, D.; Stamatakis, K.; Gogolides, E.; Tserepi, A. Is There a Threshold in the Antibacterial
Action of Superhydrophobic Surfaces? ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2017, 9, 39781-39789. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Yu, Q.; Wu, Z; Chen, H. Dual-function antibacterial surfaces for biomedical applications. Acta Biomater. 2015,
16, 1-13. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Liu, Y,; Cao, H.; Chen, S.; Wang, D. Ag Nanoparticle-Loaded Hierarchical Superamphiphobic Surface
on an Al Substrate with Enhanced Anticorrosion and Antibacterial Properties. J. Phys. Chem. 2015, 119,
25449-25456. [CrossRef]


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pmatsci.2017.02.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ibiod.2013.03.036
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/md12041959
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/os-6-503-2010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.talanta.2014.09.045
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.etap.2017.12.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b819615j
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.copbio.2015.12.012
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26773304
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ar400240n
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24397288
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/08927010500070935
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16019392
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/08927010903469676
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jfluchem.2016.06.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.colsurfb.2010.03.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/la301479c
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22765167
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c2jm31005h
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.162.3860.1360
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.polymer.2006.01.084
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b716509a
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18369513
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsami.7b11402
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29058866
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.actbio.2015.01.018
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25637065
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.5b08679

Molecules 2019, 24, 2983 17 of 17

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.
37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

Dodiuk, H.; Rios, PF; Dotan, A.; Kenig, S. Hydrophobic and self-cleaning coatings. Polym. Adv. Technol.
2007, 19, 560-568. [CrossRef]

Chapman, B.J.; Regan, F. Nanofunctionalized Superhydrophobic Antifouling Coatings for Environmental
Sensor Applications—Advancing Deployment with Answers from Nature. Adv. Eng. Mater. 2012, 14,
175-184. [CrossRef]

Rahmawan, Y,; Xu, L.; Yang, S. Self-Assembly of Nanostructures towards Transparent, Superhydrophobic
Surfaces. J. Mater. Chem. A 2013, 1, 2955-2969. [CrossRef]

Lin, N.; Berton, P.; Moraes, C.; Rogers, R.D.; Tufenkji, N. Nanodarts, nanoblades, and nanospikes:
Mechano-bactericidal nanostructures and where to find them. Adv. Colloid Interface Sci. 2018, 252,
55-68. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Power, A.C.; Barrett, A.; Abubakar, J. Versatile Self-Cleaning Coating Production Through Sol-Gel Chemistry.
Adv. Eng. Mater. 2015, 18, 76-82. [CrossRef]

Dash, S.; Mishra, S.; Patel, S.; Mishra, B.K. Organically modified silica: Synthesis and applications due to its
surface interaction with organic molecules. Adv. Colloid Interface Sci. 2008, 140, 77-94. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Shang, HM.; Wang, Y.; Limmer, S.J.; Chou, T.P; Cao, G.Z; Takahashi, K. Optically transparent
superhydrophobic silica-based films. Thin Solid Film 2005, 472, 37-43. [CrossRef]

Maloney, R.; Sakamoto, J. Large deformation of chlorotrimethylsilane treated silica aerogels. J. Non-Cryst.
Solids 2011, 357, 2059-2062. [CrossRef]

Kelly, M. Identification of common benthic diatoms in rivers. Field Stud. 2000, 9, 583-700.

Petrova, O.E.; Sauer, K. Sticky Situations: Key Components That Control Bacterial Surface Attachment.
J. Bacteriol. 2012, 194, 2413-2425. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Howell, D.; Behrends, B.; Howell, D.; Behrends, B. A review of surface roughness in antifouling coatings
illustrating the importance of cutoff length. Biofouling 2007, 7014, 1029-2454. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Mao, Y. Nearest Neighbor Distances Calculation with Image]. Available online: https://icme.hpc.msstate.edu
(accessed on 15 June 2019).

Maccraith, B.D.; McDonagh, C.M.; O’Keeffe, G.; McEvoy, A.K,; Butler, T.; Sheridan, ER. Sol-gel coatings for
optical chemical sensors and biosensors. Sens. Actuators 1995, 29, 51-57. [CrossRef]

Liu, D.; Han, W.; Mallik, A K,; Yuan, J.; Yu, C; Farrell, G.; Semenova, Y.; Wu, Q. High sensitivity sol-gel silica
coated optical fiber sensor for detection of ammonia in water. Opt. Express 2016, 24, 2837-2845. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Mcdonagh, C.; Maccraith, B.D.; Mcevoy, A.K. Tailoring of Sol-Gel Films for Optical Sensing of Oxygen in
Gas and Aqueous Phase. Anal. Chem. 1998, 70, 45-50. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Sample Availability: Samples of the compounds are available from the authors.

@ © 2019 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
@ article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution

(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).


http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/pat.957
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adem.201180037
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C2TA00288D
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cis.2017.12.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29317019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adem.201500112
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cis.2007.12.006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18321464
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tsf.2004.06.087
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jnoncrysol.2011.02.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JB.00003-12
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22389478
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/08927010601035738
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17178573
https://icme.hpc.msstate.edu
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0925-4005(95)01662-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/OE.24.024179
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27828249
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ac970461b
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21644598
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Results and Discussion 
	Characterization of Developed Coatings 
	Biofouling Assessment 
	Microfouling Assessment 
	Quantification of Protein by Lowry Assay 
	Macrofouling Assessment 


	Materials and Methods 
	Chemical Reagents 
	Instrumentation 
	Preparation of Sol-Gel Coated Surfaces 
	Sol-Gels Synthesis 
	Application to Substrate 
	Characterization of Sol Gel Coatings 

	Site Description and Deployment Procedure 
	Characterization of Biofouling 
	Microfouling 
	Macrofouling 


	Conclusions 
	References

