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Abstract: Several retrieval studies have reported on metallic depositions on ceramic femoral heads,
but the effect on the wear behavior of artificial hip joints has not been investigated in wear simulator
studies. In the present study, retrieved ceramic heads with metallic depositions as third particles
were tested against cross-linked ultra-high-molecular-weight polyethylene (UHMWPE) liners in a hip
wear simulator. The amount of liner wear and expansion of metallic depositions on the heads were
determined before and after wear testing with digital microscopy. The surface roughness of the heads
was investigated in areas with and without metallic depositions by laser scanning microscopy. After
five million load cycles, a non-significant reduction in the metallic formation on the retrieved heads
was found. The metallic areas showed a higher surface roughness compared to unconcerned areas.
The liners showed a higher wear rate of 1.57 ± 1.36 mg/million cycles for 28 mm heads and 2.42 ± 0.82
mg/million cycles for 36 mm heads with metallic depositions, in comparison with new ceramic heads
with a 28 mm size ((−0.06 ± 0.89) mg/million cycles) and 36 mm size ((2.04 ± 0.46) mg/million cycles).
Metallic transfer on ceramic heads can lead to an increased surface roughness and higher wear rates
at the UHMWPE liners. Therefore, metallic contact of the ceramic femoral head should be avoided.

Keywords: retrievals; hip wear simulator; total hip replacement; third-body wear; metallic deposition;
metallic transfer; ceramic head

1. Introduction

The main cause of total hip revision is aseptic loosening caused by wear particles [1,2]. In order to
increase the durability of artificial hip joints, the amount of wear debris has to be minimized and the
tribological properties of the articulating surfaces have to be optimized [3]. Tribological properties of
ceramic bearings have been proven to be advantageous over metal bearings [4,5]. Therefore, the ceramic
femoral head has become a low-friction standard material [6–9] and combined with polyethylene (PE)
as a bearing couple, it is an established low-abrasion bearing in total hip replacement [9,10].

In retrieval studies of ceramic femoral heads, authors have reported dark shiny metallic formations
on the surface, mainly at the equator of the head [2,3,11,12], due to the transfer of metallic material
to the surface of the ceramic head [11–15]. Such formations were also described in a simulator study
during the testing of ceramic-on-metal bearings [13,16] and they can appear linear and planar. The
metallic transfer can occur in the smallest contact area of the ceramic head with the rim of the metallic
cup [3,17,18]. According to Luchetti et al. [11], these effects can result from total hip subluxation
or dislocation, since this area is within the articulating surfaces during a normal gait. Most studies
indicate that metallic transfer is caused by the malpositioning, loosening, or dislocation of implant
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components [3,6,17]. Dorlot et al. [17] found an average area of 67 mm2 (5–850 mm2) for metallic
transfer on the retrieved ceramic heads. In a recent study, metallic transfer areas in the same size range
were found [15]. A correlation between the extent of metallic transfer and the age, sex, weight, and
activity of patients could not be detected [3,17]. Furthermore, an increase in the surface roughness in the
areas with metallic depositions was reported [3,8]. An increased surface roughness of the femoral head
led to enhanced polyethylene wear of the liner and to elevated third-body wear [3,8,11,13,15,19]. In a
retrieval study by Kim et al. [3], higher wear of the polyethylene liner with increasing contamination
of the heads was found. So far, research on metallic depositions on ceramic heads has only focused on
macroscopic and microscopic analyses of retrievals.

The aim of the present study was to determine the influence of metallic depositions on ceramic
femoral heads on the wear behavior of ceramic-on-PE bearings under standardized test conditions
using a hip wear simulator. Several clinical studies have reported an increase in wear by metallic
transfer on the femoral head [3,11]. Experimental investigations using ceramic-metal bearings also
showed metallic depositions on the femoral component [13,16]. Nevertheless, standard wear test
setups with ceramic-on-PE bearings with metallic depositions have not been performed thus far. In
addition, the influence of metallic transfer on different head sizes was determined. The data were
compared to the results of a previous study using new ceramic-on-PE bearings with an identical design.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Test Specimens

Retrieved alumina femoral heads with shiny metallic areas were used (Figure 1) for a hip wear
simulator test. Three femoral heads that were 28 mm in diameter and three femoral heads that were 36
mm in diameter, made of alumina (Al2O3) with metallic markings, were selected. In order to ensure
comparable ceramic femoral heads for the study, heads with similar distributions and areas of metallic
depositions were selected from the retrieval archive of our hospital. The retrieved ceramic heads were
part of uncemented implant systems combined with polyethylene liners used as a bearing partner. The
implantation period of the 28 mm heads was between 303 and 4769 days and between 51 and 192 days
for the 36 mm heads. For the hip wear simulator, the selected retrieved ceramic heads (Figure 1) were
combined with new cross-linked ultra-high-molecular-weight polyethylene liners in combination with
uncemented acetabular cups (Trident X3, Stryker GmbH & Co. KG, Duisburg, Germany) with an outer
diameter of 56 mm. The study was approved by the Ethics Committee of the University of Rostock
(registration number A 2017-0141).
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Figure 1. Retrieved femoral heads made of alumina (Al2O3) with metallic transfer, 28 mm (n = 3) and 
36 mm (n = 3) in diameter. 

2.2. Hip Simulator Test and Wear Measurement 

In order to investigate the influence of metallic transfer on the wear rate of ceramic-on-PE 
bearings, a wear test using a standard hip wear simulator according to ISO 14241-1 [20] was 
performed. For saturation, the PE liners were stored in the test fluid until saturation for eight weeks 
at room temperature. Bovine serum (Biochrom GmbH, Berlin, Germany) with a protein content of 30 
g/L, including 7.44 g/L ethylene diamine tetra acetic acid (EDTA) and 1.85 g/L sodium acid (NaN3, 
0.2%), was used as the test fluid. 

For wear simulation, the selected retrieved heads (Figure 1) were aligned, so that the surfaces 
with metallic depositions were in the articulating area and, consequently, in the mainly loaded area. 
The wear test was conducted in a hip wear simulator (Endolab GmbH, Rosenheim, Germany), in 
accordance with ISO 14242-1 [20]. Three dynamic loaded stations and one axial loaded soak control 
to validate fluid absorption were used for each head size (28 and 36 mm). Since the soak control does 
not produce any abrasion, the weight change of the PE liners can be directly linked to the amount of 
fluid absorption. By subtracting the fluid adsorption from the mass change of the dynamically 
loaded liners, the abrasion was determined. The measured wear data are shown as the average and 
standard deviation. 

In the hip wear simulator, the tested specimens were loaded according to the movements and 
forces of a normal gait defined by ISO 14242-1 [20]. This includes an axial load of between 0.3 and 3 
kN and movements between 18° and 25° extension/flexion, −4° and 7° abduction/adduction, and 
−10° and 2° external/internal rotation. The movements and loads of the bearing surfaces were 
applied in isolated and tempered with (37 ± 2) °C test chambers with 1 Hz for five million cycles. 
Every 0.5 million cycles, the bovine lubricant was changed and the weight of the liners was 
measured gravimetrically using a high-precision balance (Sartorius ME235S, Sartorius AG, 
Göttingen, Germany, sensibility 0.01 mg, uncertainty 0.03 mg), in accordance with ISO 14242-2 [21]. 
In order to exclude station-conditioned influences, the test implants were changed periodically 
between the running stations. The measured wear data were compared to the wear rates from our 
previous studies [22,23]. 
  

Figure 1. Retrieved femoral heads made of alumina (Al2O3) with metallic transfer, 28 mm (n = 3) and
36 mm (n = 3) in diameter.

2.2. Hip Simulator Test and Wear Measurement

In order to investigate the influence of metallic transfer on the wear rate of ceramic-on-PE
bearings, a wear test using a standard hip wear simulator according to ISO 14241-1 [20] was performed.
For saturation, the PE liners were stored in the test fluid until saturation for eight weeks at room
temperature. Bovine serum (Biochrom GmbH, Berlin, Germany) with a protein content of 30 g/L,
including 7.44 g/L ethylene diamine tetra acetic acid (EDTA) and 1.85 g/L sodium acid (NaN3, 0.2%),
was used as the test fluid.

For wear simulation, the selected retrieved heads (Figure 1) were aligned, so that the surfaces
with metallic depositions were in the articulating area and, consequently, in the mainly loaded area.
The wear test was conducted in a hip wear simulator (Endolab GmbH, Rosenheim, Germany), in
accordance with ISO 14242-1 [20]. Three dynamic loaded stations and one axial loaded soak control to
validate fluid absorption were used for each head size (28 and 36 mm). Since the soak control does
not produce any abrasion, the weight change of the PE liners can be directly linked to the amount
of fluid absorption. By subtracting the fluid adsorption from the mass change of the dynamically
loaded liners, the abrasion was determined. The measured wear data are shown as the average and
standard deviation.

In the hip wear simulator, the tested specimens were loaded according to the movements and
forces of a normal gait defined by ISO 14242-1 [20]. This includes an axial load of between 0.3 and 3 kN
and movements between 18◦ and 25◦ extension/flexion, −4◦ and 7◦ abduction/adduction, and −10◦ and
2◦ external/internal rotation. The movements and loads of the bearing surfaces were applied in isolated
and tempered with (37 ± 2) ◦C test chambers with 1 Hz for five million cycles. Every 0.5 million cycles,
the bovine lubricant was changed and the weight of the liners was measured gravimetrically using
a high-precision balance (Sartorius ME235S, Sartorius AG, Göttingen, Germany, sensibility 0.01 mg,
uncertainty 0.03 mg), in accordance with ISO 14242-2 [21]. In order to exclude station-conditioned
influences, the test implants were changed periodically between the running stations. The measured
wear data were compared to the wear rates from our previous studies [22,23].
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2.3. Measurement of the Expansion of the Metallic Area

The total areas of the metallic deposition of the alumina femoral heads used in the hip wear
simulator (Figure 1) were measured with a digital microscope before and after the wear test in the hip
simulator (VHX-900F, Keyence Germany GmbH, Neu-Isenburg, Germany) using 3D images of the
surfaces. The recorded values were compared after the abrasive wear test.

2.4. Analysis of Surface Roughness

The roughness measurements were performed for all femoral heads shown in Figure 1 after
five million cycles in the hip wear simulator. The maximum height (Rz) and arithmetic average
roughness (Ra) were determined optically with a laser scanning microscope (LSM, VK-X250, Keyence
Germany GmbH, Neu-Isenburg, Germany), according to DIN EN ISO 3274: 1998 [24] and DIN ES ISO
4288: 1998 [25]. For comparison, the roughness of each ceramic head was examined at three different
locations on the unaltered surface without visible metallic deposition and at three areas with metallic
depositions on the same retrieved head. Four roughness measurements were obtained for each location
and the roughness values of the unaltered and altered surface were compared.

2.5. Statistical Analysis

Statistical analysis was performed using IBM® SPSS® software (Statistics version 20, IBM
Corporation, Armonk, NY, USA). The Gaussian distribution of the values for PE wear rates with
new ceramic heads and heads with metallic depositions, the metallic transfer area on the femoral
heads before and after loading in the hip wear simulator, and the roughness of the head surface with
and without metallic depositions were analyzed with the Kolmogorov–Smirnov test. For statistical
comparisons, P-values of <0.05 were considered significant. The statistical tests performed are
explained in further detail in the respective result section.

3. Results

3.1. Wear Rates

The gravimetric wear of the PE liners combined with new and retrieved ceramic femoral heads
with metallic transfer (28 and 36 mm diameters) is shown in Figure 2. The graphs show an almost
linear increase in wear over five million cycles (Figure 2a), whereby the wear of the liners articulated
against the retrieved femoral heads (36 mm head size) was the highest across all five million cycles
(MC), with a total wear of (12.09 ± 4.12) mg ((2.42 ± 0.82) mg per MC). This was followed by liners
articulated against the new femoral heads (36 mm head size), with a total wear of (10.21 ± 2.28) mg
((2.04 ± 0.46) mg per MC) and by liners articulated against retrieved 28 mm femoral heads with metallic
depositions, with a total wear of (7.86 ± 6.79) mg ((1.57 ± 1.36) mg per MC). The combination of PE
liners with new 28 mm femoral heads from the standard test showed nearly no change in gravimetric
weight, with a total wear of (−0.29 ± 4.45) mg ((−0.06 ± 0.89) mg per MC). For determination of all
wear rates, the zero value was included.
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different (p = 0.188). However, Figure 3 shows a slightly reduced metallic deposition area after 
articulation of the surfaces. The difference was particularly evident in femoral heads 28-1 and 28-2. 
  

Figure 2. Mean gravimetric wear of the sequentially cross-linked polyethylene (PE) liners combined
with new [23] and retrieved 28 and 36 mm alumina femoral heads. (a) Total wear over five million
cycles and (b) wear rates per million cycles.

Figure 2b shows the wear rates of the four bearing couples per MC. The wear values were not
normally distributed. The standard test surface was compared to the metallic deposition surface by a
two-way analysis of variance (ANOVA), with the head size and surface area as variables. The wear
values of the PE liners, articulated against the 36 mm femoral heads, were significantly higher than the
wear values of the bearings with the 28 mm femoral heads (p = 0.047). The difference between the wear
values of the new and retrieved femoral ceramic heads with metallic depositions was not statistically
significant (p = 0.150). Moreover, the interaction between the variables head size and condition of
femoral head (new or retrieved) showed no significant influence on wear rates (p = 0.350).

The change in abrasive wear over time shown in Figure 2a was statistically analyzed for all four
groups in a Repeated Measures two-way ANOVA (mixed model) with Tukey’s post hoc test and
Greenhouse–Geisser correction. The analyzed variables were the time and different groups. The
increase in wear values over time was significant (p = 0.001). When comparing all groups, there was
a trend for groups differing from each other (p = 0.079). The highest difference was found between
the new femoral heads with a diameter of 28 mm and the retrieved heads with a diameter of 36 mm
(p = 0.077).

In summary, Figure 2 shows that the PE liners articulated against heads with metallic depositions
tended to exhibit higher wear. The distinctly higher standard deviations in bearings with metallic
transfer probably contributed to the fact that the observed differences did not reach significance.

3.2. Measurement of the Expansion of the Metallic Area

The area of metallic depositions was determined on all six femoral ceramic heads before and
after the hip simulator test. The measured values were normally distributed. For comparisons of
the area before and after the wear test, an unpaired t-test was used. The recorded areas are shown
in Figure 3. Before wear simulator testing, the average area of the metallic depositions for all heads
was (131.09 ± 35.93) mm2 (81.16 mm2–182.45 mm2). After the wear test, the average area decreased to
(100.08 ± 40.01) mm2 (65.99 mm2–177.41 mm2). The total area of metallic depositions on the femoral
heads before and after the articulation of bearings in the wear simulator was not significantly different
(p = 0.188). However, Figure 3 shows a slightly reduced metallic deposition area after articulation of
the surfaces. The difference was particularly evident in femoral heads 28-1 and 28-2.
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Figure 3. Measurement of metallic deposition areas. (a) Metallic depositions, (b) marked area for
evaluation, and (c) recorded values for metallic depositions on retrieved alumina ceramic heads.

3.3. Analysis of Surface Roughness

Since the head size did not significantly influence the roughness Ra (p = 0.643) and the maximum
height Rz (p = 0.689), the comparison of the original surface and metal transfer was based on all
six retrieved heads. The Mann–Whitney U test was used for statistical evaluation, as the recorded
roughness values for Ra and Rz did not show a Gaussian distribution.

Surfaces with metallic depositions displayed significantly higher (p < 0.001) Ra (mean ± SD: (0.35
± 0.23) µm) than the unaltered surfaces of the retrieved femoral heads (mean ± SD: (0.09 ± 0.06) µm).
Rz was also significantly higher (p < 0.001) in the areas with metallic depositions (mean ± SD: (1.90 ±
1.04) µm) than on the unaltered surface of the retrievals (mean ± SD: (0.49 ± 0.42) µm). The distribution
of the roughness parameters is shown in Figure 4.
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Figure 4. Results of the surface analyses of the ceramic heads with (a) arithmetic average roughness Ra
and (b) maximum height Rz; highly significant differences marked with three asterisks.

4. Discussion

In order to investigate the influence of metallic deposition, a wear test using a standard hip
wear simulator according to ISO 14241-1 [20] was performed in the present study. The physiological
conditions in the human hip joint cannot be completely simulated by such standard tests; however,
for a comparison of different bearings, the wear test method with standardized testing conditions
has been successfully established and validated [26]. The same applies to bovine serum used as a
norm-compliant lubricant for the standard wear testing of artificial joints.

The area of the metallic depositions was measured with a digital microscope. It should be noted
that the measurements could be affected by reflections on the smooth surface. This undesirable effect
was largely minimized by the use of diffusers. Nevertheless, the smallest metallic deposition could not
be included in the survey of the transferred areas, and only the areas around the main articulated area
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were included. Another limitation was the selection of the femoral ceramic heads. Although care was
taken to use heads with the same amount of metallic contamination, not all ceramic heads showed
the same expansion or thickness distribution of metallic depositions. Furthermore, femoral heads
from left and right total hips were used. The influence should be minimized by aligning the metallic
depositions in the mainly loaded area. To obtain complete comparability, wear simulations with
unused ceramic heads after standardized metallic deposition might represent a suitable alternative.
Since the material composition of the metallic deposition was not known, this should be determined
in further investigations by means of energy-dispersive X-ray spectroscopy (EDX). The measured
extent of the metallic depositions was similar to the extent already described by Dorlot et al. [17],
which ranged from 5 to 850 mm2, and by Affatato et al. [15], which ranged from 29.6 to 573.6 mm2, on
ceramic heads. The measured areas on the heads before and after wear testing are not significantly
different. However, the statistical significance of this test is only partially meaningful, because the
thickness or volume of the metallic depositions could not be measured in this study. Furthermore,
the non-significant decrease in the deposition area indicates that the removal of the metallic volume
could have a significant influence on the wear rate. The reduction of metallic depositions was apparent
(Figure 3), especially for heads 28-1 and 28-2. One explanation for the difference could be the thinner
metallic deposit on both heads as opposed to head 28-3. A reduction in the deposited metallic amount
on the head surface causes the release of metallic depositions in the form of metal particles and metal
ions, which indicates the presence of third-body particles in the joint space and surrounding tissue.
The correlation between the volume deviation of the metallic depositions and the wear rate of the
polyethylene liner may confirm this relationship. Furthermore, the thickness and extent of the metallic
dispositions may depend on the lifetime of the implant in situ.

For roughness measurements on the retrievals, an LSM was used. Four perpendicular roughness
measurements per analyzed area were obtained in order to exclude the influence of one directional
pattern on the determined roughness parameters. Significantly higher roughness values for Ra and Rz
were detected in the areas with metallic depositions than on the unaltered ceramic surface. Thereby,
high standard deviations in roughness values for the metallic deposition were noted. This is probably
due to the different deposition thicknesses, the different materials, or the residence time of the implant
before retrieval. A limitation is the roughness measurement on the unaltered surface, since the
measurement of invisible thin metallic deposits cannot be excluded. It should also be noted that the
roughness of the bearing surfaces in general increases with the retention time in the human body. The
measured roughness values for Ra were similar to measured data on ceramic femoral heads from
Affatato et al. [15], who determined a value of (0.3 ± 0.1) µm in areas with metallic deposition and (0.03
± 0.1) µm on unaltered surfaces.

By aligning the areas with metallic deposition in the mainly loaded articulation surface, the
influence of the metallic deposition should be increased as much as possible to simulate a worst-case
scenario. Nevertheless, no significant differences in wear rates of ceramic-on-PE bearings with and
without metallic deposition could be determined. In Figure 2, the total wear over five million cycles,
as well as the wear rate per million cycles, show a slightly higher wear of PE on heads with metallic
deposition than on the new heads. As described, the size of the femoral heads exhibited a significant
influence on the wear rate of PE liners in the present study. It is well-known that larger femoral heads
lead to a higher wear rate of the bearing [22,23,27] due to an increased sliding distance, reduced contact
pressure with larger heads [28], and different clearances [29]. It should be emphasized that the bearings
of the 28 mm heads with metallic deposition produced significant wear, which was almost in the order
of the wear rates of the bearings with 36 mm heads, while in the standard test with new 28 mm ceramic
heads, nearly no gravimetric wear could be measured [23]. Zietz et al. [23] found a higher level of fluid
absorption than gravimetric wear for alumina-on-PE bearings with a 28 mm head size. Yan et al. [30]
showed that wear rates decreased after the end of a running-in phase and the beginning of the steady
state phase; thus, the zero point should be excluded from the calculation. This is also required by ISO
14242-2 [21]. However, in order to ensure comparability with the study of Zietz et al. [23], the zero
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point was also taken into account in the calculation of wear rates in this study. Since the same hip
wear simulator was used in both studies, the inclusion of the zero point presents no disadvantage.
Another point to consider is the high standard deviations in the wear data of the PE liners. These may
be due to the different extents and thicknesses of the metallic depositions on the retrieved femoral
heads. Another possible reason may be the different ablation of the metallic film under cyclic loading
of the heads. This would be an indication that the increased wear rates are caused by third-body
particles released from the depositions. However, since similar high standard deviations occurred in
the comparative study of Zietz et al. [23], the test appears to be very robust and comparable, even with
the low number of samples. An important limitation of our study was that the wear rate of retrievals
with metallic deposition was not compared to retrievals without metallic deposition, and only with
new femoral ceramic heads. However, in the study of Kim et al. [3], no significant differences in
surface roughness between retrieved and new ceramic femoral heads could be detected. Furthermore,
the same new PE liners were used in combination with both the new and retrieved femoral ceramic
heads, and nearly linear wear over five million cycles was achieved. Even though the exact influence
of metallic deposition could not be determined, the dynamic load of normal walking still leads to
abrasive wear of the metallic deposition. According to a study by Kim et al. [3], the surface roughness
increases with the grade of contamination by metallic deposition, which leads to an increase in the
wear rate. Due to the movement and friction on the metallic deposition, metallic particles are released
from the surface and reach the joint space, where they may lead to increased wear, acting as third
bodies. The increase in wear rates by third-body particles has already been investigated and confirmed
in several studies [19,31,32]. Therefore, metallic depositions, for instance, caused by subluxation,
dislocation, and reposition of the artificial hip joint or any contact of the ceramic components with
metallic components intraoperatively and postoperatively, should be avoided [2,7,17]. Moreover, in
total hip revision, ceramic heads with metallic depositions should be exchanged.

According to Kim et al. and Dorlot et al., patient history has no influence on the extent of metallic
transfer, but a link between undergoing total hip revision and the extent of metal transfer cannot
be excluded [3,17]. Luchetti et al. [11] suggested that metallic transfer on femoral cobalt-chromium
(CoCr) heads cannot be excluded. Therefore, further retrieval studies on metallic transfer on femoral
heads are needed. Investigational studies of metallic transfer on the retrieved ceramic heads for
determination of the material composition are currently planned. This may clarify the origin of the
metallic deposition, which can be derived from the acetabular cup after subluxation or dislocation,
surgical instruments, screws, or other implant materials. The most commonly expected materials
are titanium, cobalt-chromium, and stainless steel, since these are often used as implant materials
or surgical instruments [11–13]. Since the metallic depositions occurred in femoral heads with an
implantation period of only 51 days (femoral head 36-1, see Figure 1), the probability is high that the
metal application was caused during implantation. The reason for the retrieval was not recorded and
could not be discussed in this study.

Furthermore, an analysis of wear particles from the bovine lubricant of the simulator study could
provide detailed information on the origin and shape of the third-body particles from the metallic
transfer, as well as their abrasive behavior.

5. Conclusion

When studying the influence of metallic depositions on ceramic femoral heads on PE inserts
using a hip wear simulator, heads with metallic depositions exhibited a significantly increased surface
roughness and led to an increase of wear rates compared to new ceramic femoral heads. Therefore,
metallic depositions, for instance, caused by subluxation, dislocation, and reposition of the artificial
hip joint or any contact of the ceramic components with metallic components intraoperatively and
postoperatively, should be avoided. Moreover, in total hip revision, ceramic heads should be exchanged,
as metallic deposition cannot be ruled out.



Materials 2020, 13, 3569 9 of 10

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, J.H. and C.Z.; methodology, J.H. and C.Z.; validation, J.H. and M.J.;
formal analysis, J.H., L.R., and A.K.; investigation, J.H., L.R., and M.J.; resources, R.B.; data curation, J.H. and A.K.;
writing—original draft preparation, J.H.; writing—review and editing, J.H., A.K., R.B., and C.Z.; visualization,
J.H. and L.R.; supervision, R.B. and C.Z.; project administration, R.B. All authors have read and agreed to the
published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research received no external funding

Acknowledgments: The authors gratefully thank the European Union and the LAGUS of Mecklenburg-
Vorpommern, Germany, for providing the laser scanning microscope (VK-X250, reference number GHS-15-0016)
and the digital microscope (VHX-900F, reference number GHS-16-0002). Furthermore, the authors thank the
employees of the precision mechanical workshop of the Physical Institute of the University of Rostock for the
manufacturing of the cones for the simulator test. The study was approved by the Ethics Committee of the
University of Rostock (registration number A 2017-0141). The authors acknowledge D. Hansmann for her help
with the retrieval archive in this study.

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

References

1. Garrelick, G.; Kärrholm, J.; Lindahl, H.; Malchau, H.; Rogmark, C.; Rolfson, O. The Swedish Hip Arthroplasty
Register—Annual Report 2014; The Swedish Hip Arthroplasty Register: Gothenburg, Sweden, 2015.

2. Kim, Y.-H.; Choi, Y.; Kim, J.-S. Cementless total hip arthroplasty with ceramic-on-ceramic bearing in patients
younger than 45 years with femoral-head osteonecrosis. Int. Orthop. 2010, 34, 1123–1127. [CrossRef]

3. Kim, Y.-H. Surface Roughness of Ceramic Femoral Heads after In-Vivo Transfer of Metal Correlation to
Polyethylene Wear. In Bioceramics and Alternative Bearings in Joint Arthroplasty; Springer: Seoul, Korea, 2007;
pp. 49–57. ISBN 978-3-7985-1782-0.

4. Krukemeyer, M.G.; Möllenhoff, G. Endoprothetik: Ein Leitfaden für den Praktiker, 3rd ed.; De Gruyter: Berlin,
Germany, 2013; ISBN 978-3-11-028261-0.

5. Fisher, J.; Jennings, L.M.; Galvin, A.L. Wear of Highly Crosslinked Polyethylene against Cobalt Chrome and
Ceramic femoral heads. In Bioceramics and Alternative Bearings in Joint Arthroplasty; Springer: Rome, Italy,
2006; pp. 185–188. ISBN 978-3-7985-1634-2.

6. Boutin, P. Total arthroplasty of the hip by fritted alumina prosthesis. Experimental study and 1st clinical
applications. Orthop. Traumatol. Surg. Res. 2014, 100, 15–21. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

7. Boutin, P.; Christel, P.; Dorlot, J.-M.; Meunier, A.; de Roquancourt, A.; Blanquaert, D.; Herman, S.; Sedel, L.;
Witvoet, J. The use of dense alumina–alumina ceramic combination in total hip replacement. J. Biomed. Mater.
Res. 1988, 22, 1203–1232. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

8. Santos, E.M.; Vohra, S.; Catledge, S.A.; McClenny, M.D.; Lemons, J.; Moore, K.D. Examination of surface and
material properties of explanted zirconia femoral heads. J. Arthroplast. 2004, 19, 30–34. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

9. Cash, D.J.W.; Khanduja, V. The case for ceramic-on-polyethylene as the preferred bearing for a young adult
hip replacement. HIP Int. 2014, 24, 421–427. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

10. Santavirta, S.; Böhler, M.; Harris, W.H.; Konttinen, Y.T.; Lappalainen, R.; Muratoglu, O.; Rieker, C.; Salzer, M.
Alternative materials to improve total hip replacement tribology. Acta Orthop. Scand. 2003, 74, 380–388.
[PubMed]

11. Luchetti, W.T.; Copley, L.A.; Vresilovic, E.J.; Black, J.; Steinberg, M.E. Drain entrapment and titanium to
ceramic head deposition: Two unique complications following closed reduction of a dislocated total hip
arthroplasty. J. Arthroplast. 1998, 13, 713–717. [CrossRef]

12. Isaac, G.H.; Brockett, C.; Breckon, A.; van der Jagt, D.; Williams, S.; Hardaker, C.; Fisher, J.; Schepers, A.
Ceramic-on-metal bearings in total hip replacement. J. Bone Joint Surg. Br. 2009, 91-B, 1134–1141. [CrossRef]

13. Firkins, P.J.; Tipper, J.L.; Ingham, E.; Stone, M.H.; Farrar, R.; Fisher, J. A novel low wearing differential
hardness, ceramic-on-metal hip joint prosthesis. J. Biomech. 2001, 34, 1291–1298. [CrossRef]

14. Affatato, S.; Ruggiero, A.; De Mattia, J.S.; Taddei, P. Does metal transfer affect the tribological behaviour
of femoral heads? Roughness and phase transformation analyses on retrieved zirconia and Biolox® Delta
composites. Compos. Part B Eng. 2016, 92, 290–298. [CrossRef]

15. Affatato, S.; Ruggiero, A.; Merola, M.; Logozzo, S. Does metal transfer differ on retrieved Biolox® Delta
composites femoral heads? Surface investigation on three Biolox® generations from a biotribological point
of view. Compos. Part B Eng. 2017, 113, 164–173. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00264-009-0878-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.otsr.2013.12.004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24456766
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jbm.820221210
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3069846
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.arth.2004.06.017
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15457415
http://dx.doi.org/10.5301/hipint.5000138
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24817396
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14521286
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0883-5403(98)80018-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1302/0301-620X.91B9.22306
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0021-9290(01)00096-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compositesb.2016.02.020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compositesb.2017.01.026


Materials 2020, 13, 3569 10 of 10

16. Williams, S.; Al-Hajjar, M.; Isaac, G.H.; Fisher, J. Comparison of ceramic-on-metal and metal-on-metal hip
prostheses under adverse conditions. J. Biomed. Mater. Res. B Appl. Biomater. 2013, 101B, 770–775. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

17. Dorlot, J.-M.; Christel, P.; Meunier, A. Wear analysis of retrieved alumina heads and sockets of hip prostheses.
J. Biomed. Mater. Res. 1989, 23, 299–310. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

18. Affatato, S.; Modena, E.; Toni, A.; Taddei, P. Retrieval analysis of three generations of Biolox® femoral heads:
Spectroscopic and SEM characterisation. J. Mech. Behav. Biomed. Mater. 2012, 13, 118–128. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

19. Hembus, J.; Lux, L.; Jackszis, M.; Bader, R.; Zietz, C. Wear analysis of cross-linked polyethylene inserts
articulating with alumina and ion-treated cobalt-chromium femoral heads under third-body conditions.
Wear 2018, 402–403, 216–223. [CrossRef]

20. ISO 14242-1:2014. Implants for Surgery—Wear of Total Hip-Joint Prostheses—Part 1: Loading and Displacement
Parameters for Wear-Testing Machines and Corresponding Environmental Conditions for Test; ISO copyright office:
Geneva, Sitzerland, 2014; Available online: https://www.iso.org/standard/63073.html (accessed on 16 June
2017).

21. ISO 14242-2:2016—Implants for Surgery—Wear of Total Hip-Joint Prostheses—Part 2: Methods of Measurement;
ISO copyright office: Geneva, Sitzerland, 2016; Available online: https://www.iso.org/standard/70668.html
(accessed on 16 June 2017).

22. Fabry, C.; Zietz, C.; Baumann, A.; Bader, R. Wear Performance of Sequentially Cross-Linked Polyethylene
Inserts against Ion-Treated CoCr, TiNbN-Coated CoCr and Al2O3 Ceramic Femoral Heads for Total Hip
Replacement. Lubricants 2015, 3, 14–26. [CrossRef]

23. Zietz, C.; Fabry, C.; Middelborg, L.; Fulda, G.; Mittelmeier, W.; Bader, R. Wear testing and particle
characterisation of sequentially crosslinked polyethylene acetabular liners using different femoral head sizes.
J. Mater. Sci. Mater. Med. 2013, 24, 2057–2065. [CrossRef]

24. DIN EN ISO 3274:1998. Geometrische Produktspezifikationen (GPS)—Oberflächenbeschaffenheit: Tastschnittverfahren—
Nenneigenschaften von Tastschnittgeräten (ISO 3274:1996); Beuth Verlag GmbH: Berlin, Germay, 1998;
Available online: https://www.beuth.de/de/norm/din-en-iso-3274/3361735 (accessed on 7 October 2015).

25. DIN EN ISO 4288:1998. Geometrische Produktspezifikation (GPS)—Oberflächenbeschaffenheit: Tastschnittverfahren—
Regeln und Verfahren für die Beurteilung der Oberflächenbeschaffenheit (ISO 4288:1996); Beuth Verlag GmbH:
Berlin, Germay, 1998; Available online: https://www.beuth.de/de/norm/din-en-iso-4288/3361754 (accessed
on 7 October 2015).

26. McKellop, H.A.; D’Lima, D. Implant Wear Symposium 2007 Engineering Work Group How have wear
testing and joint simulator studies helped to discriminate among materials and designs? J. Am. Acad. Orthop.
Surg. 2008, 16 (Suppl. 1), S111–S119. [CrossRef]

27. Lachiewicz, P.F.; Heckman, D.S.; Soileau, E.S.; Mangla, J.; Martell, J.M. Femoral Head Size and Wear of
Highly Cross-linked Polyethylene at 5 to 8 Years. Clin. Orthop. Relat. Res. 2009, 467, 3290–3296. [CrossRef]

28. Kang, L.; Galvin, A.L.; Fisher, J.; Zhongmin, J. Enhanced computational prediction of polyethylene wear in
hip joints by incorporating cross-shear and contact pressure in additional to load and sliding distance: Effect
of head diameter. J. Biomech. 2009, 42, 912–918. [CrossRef]

29. Teoh, S.H.; Chan, W.H.; Thampuran, R. An elasto-plastic finite element model for polyethylene wear in total
hip arthroplasty. J. Biomech. 2002, 35, 323–330. [CrossRef]

30. Yan, Y.; Neville, A.; Dowson, D. Biotribocorrosion—An appraisal of the time dependence of wear and
corrosion interactions: I. The role of corrosion. J. Phys. Appl. Phys. 2006, 39, 3200–3205. [CrossRef]

31. Zietz, C.; Bergschmidt, P.; Lange, R.; Mittelmeier, W.; Bader, R. Third-body abrasive wear of tibial polyethylene
inserts combined with metallic and ceramic femoral components in a knee simulator study. Int. J. Artif.
Organs 2013, 36, 47–55. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

32. Grupp, T.M.; Holderied, M.; Mulliez, M.A.; Streller, R.; Jäger, M.; Blömer, W.; Utzschneider, S. Biotribology
of a vitamin E-stabilized polyethylene for hip arthroplasty—Influence of artificial ageing and third-body
particles on wear. Acta Biomater. 2014, 10, 3068–3078. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

© 2020 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/jbm.b.32880
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23359608
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jbm.820231405
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2613740
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jmbbm.2012.04.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22842282
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.wear.2018.02.017
https://www.iso.org/standard/63073.html
https://www.iso.org/standard/70668.html
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/lubricants3010014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10856-013-4936-z
https://www.beuth.de/de/norm/din-en-iso-3274/3361735
https://www.beuth.de/de/norm/din-en-iso-4288/3361754
http://dx.doi.org/10.5435/00124635-200800001-00022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11999-009-1038-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jbiomech.2009.01.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0021-9290(01)00215-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0022-3727/39/15/S10
http://dx.doi.org/10.5301/ijao.5000189
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23335379
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.actbio.2014.02.052
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24631660
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Test Specimens 
	Hip Simulator Test and Wear Measurement 
	Measurement of the Expansion of the Metallic Area 
	Analysis of Surface Roughness 
	Statistical Analysis 

	Results 
	Wear Rates 
	Measurement of the Expansion of the Metallic Area 
	Analysis of Surface Roughness 

	Discussion 
	Conclusion 
	References

