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Abstract: A deeper understanding of plasma electrolytic oxidation (PEO) can in turn shed light on
the evolution of coating structures during such oxidation processes. Here, a three-dimensional (3D)
structure of PEO coating was investigated based on the morphologies at different locations in a PEO
coating and on the elemental distribution along certain sections. The coating surface was dominated
by a crater- or pancake-like structure of alumina surrounded by Si-rich nodules. A barrier layer with
a thickness of ~1 µm consisting of clustered cells was present at the aluminum/coating interface.
As the coating thickened, the PEO coating gradually evolved into a distinct three-layer structure,
which included a barrier layer, an internal structure with numerous closed holes, and an outer layer
with a rough surface. During the PEO process, molten zones formed along with the plasma discharges.
The volume and lifetime of the molten zones changed with oxidation time. The diversities of cooling
rates around the molten zones resulted in structural differences along a certain section of the coating.
A growth and discharge model of PEO coatings was established based on the 3D structure of the
particular coating studied herein.

Keywords: plasma electrolytic oxidation (PEO); aluminum; three-dimensional structure;
aluminum/coating interface; growth model

1. Introduction

Plasma electrolytic oxidation (PEO) is a surface-modification technique for producing ceramic
coatings on light metals and their alloys (such as aluminum, magnesium, and titanium) [1,2].
PEO coating is considered to be amongst the most promising protective coatings for application
in a wide range of industry sectors because of its high microhardness and its good wear and corrosion
resistance [3,4]. However, the long-term protection performance of a PEO coating is limited by its
high porosity. Researchers have different opinions on whether the pores in the coating extend to the
substrate [5,6]. Hence, the three-dimensional (3D) structure and growth mechanism of PEO coatings
need to be studied.

In general, most information about the structure of PEO coatings is obtained from the conventional
surface and polished cross section. The coating surface is porous and coarse, consisting of pancake-like
structures with a central hole [7]. PEO coatings are divided into three layers, i.e., an outer loose
layer, an inner dense layer, and the barrier layer near the substrate [8,9]. A free-standing coating
detached from the substrate can be used to obtain more information about the PEO coating structure,
e.g., the structure of the coating/substrate interface. Some researchers have tried to use chemical
solutions to detach the coating from the aluminum substrate. However, chemical dissolution in NaOH
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may dissolve alumina coating [10,11], and chemical dissolution in CuCl2 may lead to a copper cover at
the coating surface [12]. Recently, free-standing coatings have been obtained via dissolving the coated
aluminum with an electrochemical method [13,14]. Moreover, 3D information about the porosity of
PEO coating structures has been obtained by X-ray computed tomography [6,15] and the resin replica
method [16]. Additional information on the 3D structure of PEO coatings, especially the evolution of
the 3D structure during the PEO process, is needed for a deeper understanding of the PEO mechanism.

For the growth of PEO coatings, the most commonly accepted mechanism is attributed to
an outward–inward growth mechanism [17–21]. The presence of inward growth has been confirmed by
18O element labeling [22], which is regarded as a process of repetitive breakdown and passivation of the
barrier layer at the coating/substrate interface [13]. Additionally, the outward growth of PEO coatings
has been shown by analyzing the elemental distribution in PEO coatings prepared on a substrate of Ti
covering Al [19]. The outward growth of coatings is usually considered a process of ejecting molten
oxide [18,23,24]. Another theory is that the outward growth of PEO coatings occurs because the outer
layer expands outwards under a squeezing effect owing to a thickening barrier layer [25]. Further
studies of the PEO mechanism are limited by a lack of understanding of the coating structure.

In this work, PEO coatings were prepared on 1060 aluminum alloy in the silicate-phosphate
electrolyte. The free-standing coating was obtained by the dissolution of substrate using
an electrochemical method. The 3D structure of the PEO coating was analyzed using a field emission
gun SEM (FE-SEM) and energy dispersive spectroscopy (EDS) by layer-by-layer thinning. The 3D
structure of the coating, including the surface, the internal structure, the aluminum/coating interface,
and the fracture cross-section structure, was studied in detail. Based on the above results, a growth
model of PEO coatings is proposed.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Materials and PEO Treatment

The 1060 aluminum alloy (99.6% purity) was used as substrate in this experiment. Specimens
with the dimension of 20 mm × 20 mm × 2 mm were polished using silicon-carbide abrasive paper up
to 1000 grit and cleaned with acetone for 5 min.

The PEO process was performed using a direct-current pulsed power supply (WHD-20, Harbin
Institute of Technology, Harbin, China) at a constant current density of 15 A/dm2, a frequency of
500 Hz, and a duty ratio of 60%. Electrolyte, mainly comprised of 8 g/L Na2SiO3·9H2O and 3 g/L
Na5P3O10, was prepared by deionized water and high-purity chemicals. A water-cooling system
was used to maintain an electrolyte temperature below 300 K. The specimens were subjected to PEO
treatment for 5, 15, 45, and 60 min, cleaned ultrasonically in deionized water and dried in warm air.

2.2. Specimen Characterization

The 3D structure of PEO coating, including a surface, an internal structure, an aluminum/coating
interface, and a fracture cross section, was obtained by an electrochemical dissolution method,
a layer-by-layer thinning method, and a cross-cutting method. Among them, the internal structure
was obtained by exfoliating the outer layer using a single scratch tester (WS-2005, Lanzhou Institute of
Chemical Physics, CAS, Lanzhou, China). The scratch tests were made with a diamond indenter (120◦

cone with a tip with a radius of 200 µm) under a loading rate of 50 N/min, a loading range of 0–100 N,
and a scratch length of 10 mm. The free-standing coating was obtained by removing the substrate
using an electrochemical method [13,14]. The specific operation process is as follows: specimens with
PEO coatings were firstly polished from one side to a ~0.5 mm thickness. The specimen was immersed
partly into a 3.5 wt % NaCl solution as the anode and a stainless-steel cell as the cathode, which was
connected with a direct-current power supply with an operating voltage of 15 V. The aluminum had
been dissolved completely when the current decreased to zero. A free-standing coating was obtained,
cleaned in deionized water, and left to dry naturally.
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The surface, internal structure, coating/substrate interface, and fractured cross-sectional
morphologies of the PEO coatings were observed by a field emission gun SEM (FE-SEM, Nova
Nano SEM 450, Thermo Fisher Scientific, Hillsboro, OR, USA). Chemical compositions of the PEO
coatings were analyzed by energy dispersive spectroscopy (EDS, INCA 250, Oxford Instruments,
Oxford, UK) equipped on the FE-SEM system. The high voltage and spot size were set to 15 kV and
3.0, respectively. During EDS semi-quantitative analysis, five measurements were taken randomly,
and the average value was taken. The standardless quantitative analysis and the XPP correction
method were used for the atomic percent calculation of various elements during EDS analysis. For the
elements investigated in this study (O, Al, Si, and P), the total relative uncertainty was estimated to be
±5%. The phase composition of the coatings was analyzed by X-ray diffraction (XRD, D8-Advance,
Bruker, Karlsruhe, Germany) using Cu Kα radiation operated at 40 kV and 40 mA in a range from
10◦ to 80◦ with a step size of 0.02◦. Before XRD analysis, free-standing coatings were obtained using
the electrochemical method and then ground into powder samples using the mortar. The maximum
height difference between the peaks and valleys of the coating was characterized by a 3D digital video
microscope (KH-7700, Hirox Co., Ltd., Tokyo, Japan). The size of the 3D scanning region in this work
was 295 µm × 220 µm. The 3D scanning resolution was 1 µm. The resolution of Z-axis step motor was
0.05 µm/pulse.

3. Results

3.1. Fracture Cross-Sectional Morphology and Chemical Composition of the PEO Coating

Free-standing coatings were obtained by electrochemically dissolving the aluminum substrate in
the NaCl solution. Figure 1 shows the SEM images of the fracture cross-section of the free-standing PEO
coatings and the corresponding EDS results at different treatment times. Figure 1a–d shows that all
aluminum/coating interfaces had a wavy-jagged appearance, which may be a result of discontinuous
oxidation of the aluminum substrate. A dense barrier layer with a relatively constant thickness of
~1 µm existed near the aluminum/coating interface.

In the initial stage (Figure 1a), the coating was compact with a thickness of ~1.2 µm. At 15 min
(Figure 1b), the fracture cross-section displayed a clear longitudinal profile of the strip pores, which
was thought to be the residue of the discharge channels in the PEO process. As shown in Figure 1c,d,
the PEO coating with a three-layer structure was clearly revealed at 45–60 min, and large cavities were
present in the coating. Discontinuous nodules were distributed over the outer surface. The internal
structure was filled with a large number of micropores, and some cracks appeared to traverse the
entire outer-layer thickness.

EDS analysis was conducted to achieve a better understanding of the cross-sectional structure.
As shown in Figure 1e,f, the EDS point analysis (Point 4) revealed that the nodules were rich in Si.
A small amount of Si was also detected at the edge of the cavity (Point 2). Very little P was detected
at Point 2 (Figure 1d), since the oxides containing P were hard to deposit in the coatings [26]. It is
noted that the PEO coatings contain a certain amount of Si and P in addition to aluminum, and these
elements may also combine with oxygen, causing a higher O/Al ratio than expected. Electrolyte
evaporation, condensation, decomposition, and deposition were caused by the heat of the plasma
discharges, which resulted in the incorporation of the electrolyte composition into the PEO coating.

Figure 1g gives the typical EDS mappings corresponding to the cross section of the PEO coating
(Figure 1d). It can be seen that Si was higher in nodules at the surface, suggesting that the silicate
in the electrolyte was prone to be deposited to form Si-rich nodules at the surface of PEO coating.
However, the P mostly distributed around the cavity, showing that the electrolyte had been penetrated
into the cavity during the PEO process. The higher level of P in the inner coating might be related to
the short-circuit transport of electrolyte components through the outer coating, which would be left
inside the coating [27].
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Figure 1. (a–d) SEM images of fracture cross section of PEO coatings formed at (a) 5 min, (b) 15 min, 
(c) 45 min, and (d) 60 min. (e,f) The corresponding EDS results to the coating of (c) and (d).  
(g) Typical EDS mappings of PEO coatings marked in Figure 1d.  
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Figure 2 shows the SEM and 3D images at the surface of PEO coatings prepared at various 
oxidation times. As shown in Figure 2a–d, a large number of micropores and cracks were present at 
the surface of PEO coatings. Moreover, there were two categories for all coating surfaces. One is a 
loose nodule, and the other is a molten-shaped product with open or sealed micropores in the 
center. The morphology and size of the molten-shaped products changed with the increase in 
oxidation time. At 15 min, the molten-shaped products presented as craters with an open pore in 
the center. After 45 min, the molten-shaped products looked like pancakes with a sealed pore in the 
center. Additionally, 3D images displayed the evolution of the height difference at the coating 
surface (Figure 2e–h), indicating that nodules also enlarged during the PEO process. 

In the initial stage (5 min), the PEO coating was compact and flat. As shown in Figure 2a,e, 
many fine nodules were present at the coating surface, but the molten-shaped product was not 
obvious. At 15 min, a large number of striped and sub-circular pores appeared at the PEO coating 
surface, and a group of nodules were present around these pores, as shown in Figure 2b. The 3D 
image (Figure 2f) also shows many obvious peaks and valleys. However, the surface morphology of 
the PEO coatings that formed at 45–60 min was obviously different from that of the thinner coatings. 
As shown in Figure 2c,d, pancake-like structures with a central pore were the main feature of these 
coatings, while larger nodules were also present. In addition, the height difference at the coating 
surface increased slightly as the oxidation increased from 45 to 60 min, which mainly resulted from 
the changes in nodules. 

Figure 1. (a–d) SEM images of fracture cross section of PEO coatings formed at (a) 5 min, (b) 15 min,
(c) 45 min, and (d) 60 min. (e,f) The corresponding EDS results to the coating of (c) and (d). (g) Typical
EDS mappings of PEO coatings marked in Figure 1d.

3.2. Surface Morphology and Chemical Composition of PEO Coating

Figure 2 shows the SEM and 3D images at the surface of PEO coatings prepared at various
oxidation times. As shown in Figure 2a–d, a large number of micropores and cracks were present
at the surface of PEO coatings. Moreover, there were two categories for all coating surfaces. One is
a loose nodule, and the other is a molten-shaped product with open or sealed micropores in the
center. The morphology and size of the molten-shaped products changed with the increase in
oxidation time. At 15 min, the molten-shaped products presented as craters with an open pore
in the center. After 45 min, the molten-shaped products looked like pancakes with a sealed pore in the
center. Additionally, 3D images displayed the evolution of the height difference at the coating surface
(Figure 2e–h), indicating that nodules also enlarged during the PEO process.

In the initial stage (5 min), the PEO coating was compact and flat. As shown in Figure 2a,e, many
fine nodules were present at the coating surface, but the molten-shaped product was not obvious.
At 15 min, a large number of striped and sub-circular pores appeared at the PEO coating surface,
and a group of nodules were present around these pores, as shown in Figure 2b. The 3D image
(Figure 2f) also shows many obvious peaks and valleys. However, the surface morphology of the
PEO coatings that formed at 45–60 min was obviously different from that of the thinner coatings.
As shown in Figure 2c,d, pancake-like structures with a central pore were the main feature of these
coatings, while larger nodules were also present. In addition, the height difference at the coating
surface increased slightly as the oxidation increased from 45 to 60 min, which mainly resulted from the
changes in nodules.
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The elemental content of the PEO coatings were investigated by EDS analysis marked in Figure 2,
as presented in Table 1. All coatings were composed of O, Al, and Si. Al in the coatings originated
from the aluminum substrate, whereas Si was from the electrolyte. A small P peak was also detected
(as shown in Figure S1), this phosphorus might result from the residual electrolyte. With the increase
in oxidation time, the surface content of coatings had no obvious change. The EDS result was affected
by the aluminum substrate, because the penetration depth of the X-ray was ~3 µm under the present
conditions. Thus, the aluminum content in the thin coating formed in 5 min was unusually high.
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Figure 2. (a–d) Surface SEM (back-scattered electron mode) and (e–h) 3D color maps of PEO coatings
formed at (a,e) 5 min, (b,f) 15 min, (c,g) 45 min, and (d,h) 60 min.

Table 1. Surface EDS analysis of PEO coatings formed at different times marked in Figure 2 (at.%).

Coating Location O Al Si P Si/Al P/Al

5 min Spec. 1 55.6 43.2 1.2 – 0.03 –
15 min Spec. 2 62.6 30.9 5.4 1.1 0.17 0.04
45 min Spec. 3 61.8 28.9 8.5 ≤1 0.30 ≤0.03
60 min Spec. 4 62.9 29.2 7.6 ≤1 0.26 ≤0.03

Figure 3 shows the XRD patterns of PEO coatings prepared at different times. Both the powder
sample and PEO coating sample with the substrate formed at 60 min were used for the XRD test.
As shown in Figure 3d,e, the only difference between the two was that the diffraction peak of Al
was present in the coating sample with the substrate. In order to reduce the effect of the aluminum
substrate on the XRD results, free-standing coatings were ground to powders for the XRD tests. During
the initial stages (5–15 min), the major crystalline phase in the coating was γ-Al2O3. The coatings
formed over a longer period (45–60 min) showed a presence of γ-Al2O3, α-Al2O3, and σ-Al2O3.

In addition, the element distribution at the surface of the typical coating (60 min) are shown in
Figure 4. As shown in Figure 4a, the surface of the PEO coating formed at 60 min was dominated by
the compact pancake-like structures that were surrounded by loose nodules. EDS mappings show that
Al and O were present in most regions of the coating, but the distribution of Al in the nodules was
relatively low. Si and P were the main components of the nodules. EDS point analyses (Figure 4f) also
revealed significant difference between the nodules and pancake-like structures.

Based on the above analysis, it can be deduced that the oxidation of aluminum and the deposition
of electrolyte composition contributed to the growth of PEO coatings [28,29] in the silicate-phosphate
electrolyte. The molten-shaped products resulted from the oxidation of aluminum, whereas the nodules
were caused by the deposition of electrolyte compounds. Interestingly, the molten-shaped products
were always surrounded by the nodules. Combined with the EDS and XRD results, the surface
structure of PEO coating could be described as a molten-shaped structure of alumina surrounded by
Si-rich nodules.
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single scratch tester. Figure 5 shows the plan images of the internal structure during different PEO 
stages. It can be seen in Figure 5 that the cohesion of the PEO coatings was poor and that spalling 
occurred on the edge of the scratch. The internal structure of the coatings was obvious different 
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3.3. Internal Structure of PEO Coating

The internal structure of PEO coating was observed by exfoliating the outer layer using a single
scratch tester. Figure 5 shows the plan images of the internal structure during different PEO stages.
It can be seen in Figure 5 that the cohesion of the PEO coatings was poor and that spalling occurred on
the edge of the scratch. The internal structure of the coatings was obvious different from the outer
surface. Nodules and pancake-like structures were absent inside the coating. For the coating formed at
5 min (Figure 5a,e), the exposed internal structure was smooth. After 15 min, all the internal structure
showed obvious cracks and submicron pores with the different sizes and shapes.
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and (d,h,l) 60 min. 
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grown with the development of the PEO process. The sites of the hill-like protrusions reflected the 

Figure 5. (a–d) SEM images (back-scattered electron mode) and (e–h) magnified SEM images of the
internal structure of PEO coatings formed at (a,e) 5 min, (b,f) 15 min, (c,g) 45 min, and (d,h) 60 min.

3.4. Aluminum/Coating Interface Morphology of PEO Coating

To understand the structure evolution of the coatings during the PEO process,
the aluminum/coating interface structures were obtained after the coatings were detached
from the samples. Figure 6 shows the 3D and SEM images of the aluminum/coating interface at
different oxidation times. The structure of the aluminum/coating interface was greatly different from
the outer surface and the internal structure of the PEO coating. The aluminum/coating interface was
irregular and uneven, and appeared as “hill”-like features.
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The 3D images (Figure 6a–d) displayed that the height difference at the aluminum/coating
interface raised as the oxidation time increased. This transformation indicated that the “hills” had
grown with the development of the PEO process. The sites of the hill-like protrusions reflected
the depression locations in the aluminum substrate. Thus, the depth of oxidation of the aluminum
substrate increased with the growth of the coating.

A similarly increasing trend could be observed in the corresponding SEM images shown in
Figure 6e–h. With the increase in oxidation time, the volume of the concave and convex regions at
the interface increased and the boundary became smoother. According to the magnification images in
Figure 6i–l, the aluminum/coating interface structure was more compact than the surface and internal
structure of the PEO coating. The aluminum/coating interface was formed by a high density of cells
within the cluster, and almost no pores or cracks were present. Moreover, the diameter of the cells
always maintained a constant size of ~1 µm with the increase in treatment time, although the volume
of the “hill”-like projections increased.

It can be inferred that the inward growth of the PEO coating was carried out such that
the aluminum transformed into oxide in many valley-shaped pools as oxidation time increased.
Both Figures 1 and 6 indicate that the aluminum/coating interface was a dense layer composed of
many small cells within clusters embedded into the aluminum substrate.

4. Discussion

4.1. The Formation Process for 3D Structures of PEO Coating

The surface morphologies of the PEO coatings (Figure 2) demonstrate that numerous nodules
surrounding the molten-shaped products were the main feature of the coating surface. The EDS results
(Figures 1e,f and 4) confirmed that nodules were Si-rich products of electrolyte deposits and that
the molten-shaped products were mainly oxides of the substrate. The different morphologies and
components at the surface were ascribed to various kinds of discharges in the integrated discharge
model [30–32]. Additionally, a ~1 µm barrier layer that consists of dense cells was present at the
aluminum/coating interface. Hill-like protrusions at the aluminum/coating interface enlarged
over time. According to the surface and the aluminum/coating interface, it can be deduced that
molten zones were present around the plasma discharge channels due to the high temperature
(~16000 ± 3500 K [33]). The molten zone was considered to be the basic unit for the formation of
the coating.

Figure 7 gives a schematic diagram of the discharge at the molten zone of local coating. When the
discharge occurred, the aluminum was melted and reacted with oxygen.

Al→ Al3+ + e (1)

2Al3+ + 3O2− → Al2O3 (2)

The aluminum/coating interface was an important cooling region because of the extremely
high thermal conductivity (~230 W·m−1·K−1 [34]) of the aluminum substrate. The region of the
molten zone near the aluminum rapidly solidified and formed a hill-like protrusion, as shown in
Figure 7a. A part of the molten products was ejected along the discharge channel to the coating surface.
The coating/electrolyte interface acted as a vital cooling region, and the molten products rapidly
solidified. A molten-shaped product structure formed at the coating surface.

At local high temperatures of the discharges, electrolyte will evaporate, concentrate, transform,
and deposit at the coating surface to form nodules consisting of electrolyte constituents [8].
Thus, nodules rich in Si elements formed around the molten-shaped products.

In general, the following transformation process takes place.

H2O + SiO3
2− → SiO2 + 2OH− (3)
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This analysis is confirmed by Figures 2 and 4, which show that most nodules were distributed
around the molten zones and contained higher levels of Si.Coatings 2018, 8, x FOR PEER REVIEW  9 of 13 
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Plasma discharges occurred repeatedly near the cooling region. The previously formed nodules
would be broken again and incorporated into the molten products. Thus, a fresh molten-shaped
product was formed after the molten zone cooling. A molten-shaped product structure of alumina
surrounded by the nodules containing some electrolyte constituents was finally produced. The molten
zone was generally considered to be a closed system during the cooling process. The escape of a large
amount of gas was impeded, and numerous closed holes were enclosed inside the coating.

4.2. Growth Model of PEO Coating

In general, mechanisms such as “dielectric breakdown”, “discharge-in-pore”, and “contact glow
discharge electrolysis” were the mainstream views about the plasma discharges during the PEO
process [35]. Various growth models were proposed based on these mechanisms to describe the
formation of the PEO coating [30–32,36]. These models illustrated the origins of plasma discharges and
the relationship between discharges and coating structure. However, the aluminum/coating interface
and the correlations between the growth mechanism and the 3D structure were not considered in
these models. Many studies have shown that the discharges become more powerful and extend as the
coating thickens [30,37]. Therefore, the molten zones caused by discharges will also enlarge and last
longer as the coating thickens.

According to the surface and aluminum/coating interface morphologies (Figures 2 and 6),
the molten-shaped products, the nodules at the surface, and the hill-like structures at the
aluminum/coating interface tended to decrease in number and increase in size as the coating thickened.
Since the molten zones were the main routes by which a new coating was formed at local regions,
continuous changes and overlaps of the molten zones would lead to the evolution of the coating
structure. Based on the above results, a growth model is here proposed to explain the correlations
between the molten zones and 3D structure evolution during the PEO process.
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Figure 8 provides the growth model of the PEO coating. The formation of a dielectric film on the
surface of the sample was a necessary condition for the plasma discharge. The dielectric film would be
damaged once plasma discharge occurred.

In the early stage (5 min), as the discharges were weak, the previously formed anodic film had
not been significantly damaged. The major crystalline phase in the coating was γ-Al2O3. The height
difference of the aluminum/coating interface was lower, as demonstrated by the weak hill-like features.
At this stage, obvious porosity defects were difficult to find, because the gas could easily escape from
the molten zone, as shown in Figure 8a.

With the increase in oxidation time, a thin and dense barrier layer near the coating/substrate
interface was clearly visible in the coating formed at 15 min (Figures 1b, 6f, and 7j). The higher height
difference of the aluminum/coating interface (Figure 6b) suggested an increased depth of the oxidation
of the aluminum substrate. The larger nodules at the surface (Figure 2b) indicated an increased area
and a longer duration of the molten zone, which was caused by a stronger discharge. Additionally,
as shown in Figures 1b and 2b, trench-like open pores were present in the center of the molten-shaped
products, which was very common and usually appeared in the thinner PEO coatings on Al [38],
Mg [31], and Ti [6]. A reasonable explanation for the open pores was that the amount of molten
products was insufficient to complement the plasma discharge channels in the cooling process. Now,
the model of the PEO coating and discharge was shown in Figure 8b. At this stage, the molten-shaped
product presented a “crater”-like morphology with an open pore in the center.

As the oxidation time increased, the dielectric breakdown of the thicker coating became difficult,
and the discharge events appeared to be more powerful. Longer cooling periods might occur in this
situation, and there is a strong tendency for discharges in the cascade [33]. It was reasonable to consider
that the long-lasting molten zones were easier to form in the later stages. As oxidation time increased,
the coating tended to form more high temperature phases of α-Al2O3 and σ-Al2O3. Consequently,
the larger pancake-like structures with closed center pores formed on the coating over 45 min, and the
hill-like protrusions at the aluminum/coating interface were further enlarged. Figure 8c,d illustrates
the model of these coatings.
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formation of three-layer structure; and (d) further evolution of three-layer structure.
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It has been proven that excessive gas is released during discharge [39] and that gas might be
generated near the substrate/coating interface [9,15]. In this work, cracks or pores would form
when high-pressure gases escaped from the molten zone. Many gas bubbles could not escape in
time, which left the closed, spherical pores outside the coating. The volume shrinkage during the
solidification of the molten regions and the gas expansion left large cavities near the substrate/coating
interface. Different discharges occurred repeatedly at adjacent locations, which caused an overlap
of molten zones, implying in turn that channels, cracks, and large cavities formed in the coating.
Thus, a fine, interconnected porosity network structure was formed in the PEO coating. The porosity
network caused the electrolyte to penetrate into the large cavities, and a secondary coating/electrolyte
interface formed inside the coating. Further discharges were likely to initiate at the base of the cavities,
so a thinner, finely porous inner-layer coating was formed, as shown in Figure 2c,d. As the coating
grew, the thickness of the inner-layer continuously increased. It can be inferred that a series of reactions
(evaporation, dehydration, and deposition) occurred in the large cavities. Thus, a higher proportion of
electrolyte species was present at the edges of large cavities (Figure 1e,f).

5. Conclusions

The 3D structure of a PEO coating on aluminium, including the surface, the internal structure,
the aluminum/coating interface, and the fracture cross-section morphology, was obtained. The PEO
coating surface can be described as molten-shaped products of alumina surrounded by Si-rich nodules.
A barrier layer consisting of clustered cells was present at the aluminum/coating interface. The PEO
coating gradually evolved into a distinct three-layer structure as the coating thickened, including
a barrier layer, an inner layer with enclosed pores, and an outer layer with a rough surface. Interestingly,
obvious cavities appeared between the inner and outer layers in the thicker coatings.

PEO coatings were grown via the oxidation of aluminum and the deposition of electrolyte
compounds. The oxidation of aluminum resulted in a crater- or pancake-like molten-shaped product,
whereas the deposition of electrolyte compounds usually formed nodules at the coating surface.

During the PEO process, molten zones were formed around the plasma discharges. The thickening
of the coating mainly depended on the forming, closing, and repeated movement of molten zones.
The uneven cooling rates around the molten zones resulted in a distinction between the coating
surface and the aluminum/coating interface structure. At different discharge periods, the intensity
and duration of discharges determined the volume and lifetime of the molten zones, which resulted in
various 3D microstructures of the PEO coating.

Supplementary Materials: The following are available online at http://www.mdpi.com/2079-6412/8/3/105/s1,
Figure S1: the EDS spectrum of PEO coating formed at 60 min.
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