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Abstract: Voice prosthesis implantation with the creation of a tracheoesophageal fistula is the gold
standard procedure for voice rehabilitation in patients after a total laryngectomy. All patients
implanted with a voice prosthesis (VP) have biofilms of fungi and bacteria grow on their surface.
Biofilm colonization is one of the main reasons for VP degradation that can lead to VP dysfunction,
which increases the high risk of pneumonia. In a 20-month evaluation period, 129 cases of prostheses
after replacement procedures were investigated. Microbiological examination of the biofilms revealed
that there were four of the most common fungi species (Candida spp.) and a large variety of bacterial
species present. We studied the relationship between the time of proper function of Provox VP,
the microorganism composition of the biofilm present on it, and the degradation level of the silicone
material. Evaluation of the surface of the removed VP using an atomic force microscope (AFM)
has demonstrated that biofilm growth might drastically change the silicone’s mechanical properties.
Changes in silicone stiffness and thermal properties might contribute to the failure of VP function.
Our data can serve in future studies for the development of methods to prevent or inhibit biofilm
formation on the VP surface that would translate to an increase in their durability and safety.

Keywords: laryngeal cancer; voice prosthesis; biofilm; silicone

1. Introduction

In 2018, worldwide laryngeal cancer was diagnosed in 177,422 patients, and there were 94,771
deaths caused by it [1]. Total laryngectomy (TL) is a method of choice in the treatment of the
advanced stages of laryngeal cancer (>T3 in the TNMS staging system) and as salvage treatment
in the case of recurrence after primary organ preservation treatment. As a result of TL, a patient
loses the physiological ability of speech and may experience social hardship. Vocal rehabilitation
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is essential to improve their quality of life [2]. The most effective method of voice rehabilitation
among postlaryngectomy patients is tracheoesophageal (TE) puncture with voice prosthesis (VP)
implantation [3]. The pioneer of this method was Polish professor Erwin Mozolewski, who published
his results in 1972 [4]. Then in 1980, Singer and Blom developed a VP made of medical-grade silicone [5].
The indwelling low-resistance Provox voice prosthesis, developed in the Netherlands Cancer Institute
in 1988, and the Blom-Singer VP are the most commonly used ones nowadays [6,7]. They both have a
similar voice quality and lifetime [8]. The function of the TE fistula is to restore the connection between
the airways (trachea) and the upper parts of the gastrointestinal tract (esophagus, pharynx, oral cavity)
that has been lost due to TL. The mechanism of the implanted VP is that of a one-way valve to allow
airflow from the trachea to the esophagus and to prevent esophageal content (mainly fluids) from
leaking into the trachea (Figure 1).
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Figure 1. Schematic representation showing the location of implanted voice prosthesis (VP).
The tracheoesophageal fistula is typically located on the posterior wall of the trachea, about 5 mm
under the upper edge of the tracheostoma. There is a tightly placed VP inside the fistula that acts as a
one-way valve.

The most serious disadvantage of silicone polymer-based voice prosthesis and other medical
devices is their colonization by fungi and bacteria [9-11]. The main yeast strains isolated from
the biofilms present on dysfunctional devices are Candida albicans, Candida glabrata, Candida krusei,
and Candida tropicalis. On the VP surface, Candida spp. form a tridimensional network leading to
prosthesis malfunction [12,13]. Candida albicans cells in the biofilm structure express the surface
adhesion molecules Eapl and Als3, which serve as specific surface receptors responsible for bacterial
binding, including the viridans (oralis) groups Streptococci and Staphylococcus aureus [14,15]. In effect,
mixed species bacteriofungal biofilm is the most common type of biofilm that develops on the silicone
used to produce medical devices. The adherence of Candida species hyphae is crucial to initiating
biofilm formation. The penetration of the yeast filaments is facilitated by the enzymatic degradation of
silicone. The process of enzymatic silicone degradation might supply nutrients for growing yeast [12,16].
Moreover, free radicals (superoxide anion O%>7) and extracellular enzymes released by monocytes
and neutrophils (nicotinamide adenine dinucleotide phosphate oxidase (NADPH)) are also involved
in the process of silicone damage [17]. Another reaction leading to silicone polymer degradation is
oxidation caused by hydrogen peroxidase [18]. Candida albicans has 30 genes in which mutations could
decrease adherence of hyphae. In addition to their genetic profile, the surface topography and host
immunology are important factors controlling Candida albicans adherence [19,20]. Immune-competent
cells present on the VP surface increase their migration upon activation by biofilm components [21].
However, the microorganisms residing within the biofilm structure are resistant to the host immune
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response and exogenous antimicrobial agents, mostly because they are protected by the biofilm’s
extracellular matrix (ECM) [22]. Unlike the silicone polymer, the surrounding tissue is more susceptible
to damage by immune cells. In some cases, voice prosthesis dysfunction is not only associated with
valve blockage, but also with the destruction and deformation of the entire prosthesis and fistula
inflammation. Fungal biofilms on medical devices are a reservoir of pathogens that can potentially
lead to local or systemic infections [7,23]. However, in the context of VP, it is worth noting that except
for local inflammatory reactions of tracheoesophageal fistula, there is no evidence to date of serious
life-threatening infection caused directly by colonized microorganisms. On the other hand, it appears
that the process of biofilm growth is the main reason for VP damage and deformation, which leads
to its dysfunction. Central and lateral leakage of fluids by the tracheoesophageal fistula is the most
common and potentially life-threatening dysfunction. It might lead to aspiration pneumonia [24-26].
The average lifetime of a single Provox voice prosthesis is about 4-6 months, but there are individual
variations of the time of exploitation [27]. Factors influencing the time of voice prosthesis degradation
are primary or postoperative irradiation for the head and neck region, as well as diet. Some studies
have proven that consuming large quantities of dairy products has a significant effect on the extension
of VP exploitation time [28].

Some attempts to elongate VP lifespan by reducing biofilm development include the use of
nystatin, antimicrobial agents, oral wash, and to clean the VP by special brush. All have pros and cons
but are still not fully satisfactory [29,30]. Looking for methods that will prevent initial adherence of
hyphae (an essential step in biofilm formation) should be considered essential in the development of
future VP material.

This study has been conducted in part as a prospective cohort study and retrospective clinical
study describing biofilms on Provox VPs removed from patients. We have identified four of the
most common Candida species and a few groups of bacteria that should be considered as typical
steps of VP colonization. Additionally, using scanning electron microscope (SEM) and atomic force
microscope (AFM) analyses, we have characterized VP surface material damage caused by biofilm
growth. Information on the qualitative composition of “microorganism inhabitants” on VP and
characteristics of the damage of the material that can be caused by biofilm growth provide a platform
for further studies to develop new means to extend the time of VP exploitation and increase the safety
of VP users after cancer treatment.

2. Results

2.1. Assessment of Microorganism Species Growing in Collected Biofilm Samples

On examined voice prostheses, we identified 13 different species of fungi (Table 1). The most
common were Candida krusei (identified on 55.8% of 129 VPs), Candida albicans (46.5%), Candida glabrata
(42.6%), Candida tropicalis (18.6%), and Saccharomyces cerevisiae (6.2%). We observed that there is no
statistically significant difference between the occurrences of certain fungal species in each group
(Table 1). Groups of patients were classified by the time of VP proper function, and they are fully
characterized in Section 4.2. There is no relationship between fungal species growth and time of voice
prosthesis exploitation.

There were many different species of bacteria identified on VPs from each group, and, for this
study, most of them were included in three categories, as indicated in Table 2. Pseudomonas aeruginosa
and Staphylococcus aureus have not been assigned to any of those categories and are shown separately,
considering their high potential to cause local (tracheoesophageal fistula) or general (pneumonia)
infections. The most common bacterial species was Staphylococcus aureus (44.2%). The second most
commonly identified species were members that belong to a group of physiological oropharyngeal
microbiota (32.6%). We have observed that there is no statistically significant difference between the
prevalence of certain bacteria species in each group (Table 3).
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Table 1. Yeast species identified on collected VP in relation to the total number of VP. (a) Statistically
analyzed occurrence of the five most common species identified on collected voice prostheses in each
group and in total (Candida albicans, Candida glabrata, Candida krusei, Candida tropicalis, Saccharomyces
cerevisiae). (b) Other yeast species that were identified occasionally. Groups of patients were classified
by the time of VP proper function, and they are fully characterized in Section 4.2.

@)
Species/Group of Groupl(m Group2(n Group3(n Group4(n Group5(m Total (n= = Value
the Prostheses =7 n (%) =2)n(%) =3)n(%) =4Nn(%) =1Nn(%) 129n%) P~
Candida krusei 3(2.3) 13 (10.1) 16 (12.4) 28 (21.7) 12 (9.3) 72 (55.8)  p=0.648*
Candida albicans 3(2.3) 11 (8.5) 16 (12.4) 24 (18.6) 6(4.7) 60 (46.5) p=0.882*
Candida glabrata 4(3.1) 9(7.0) 11 (8.5) 20 (15.5) 11 (8.5) 55 (42.6) p=0268*
Candida tropicalis 2(1.55) 4(3.1) 7 (5.4) 9(7.0) 2 (1.55) 24 (186) p=0865*
Saccharomyces _ .
cerevisioe 0 (0.0) 1(0.8) 1(0.8) 5(3.9) 1(0.8) 8(6.2) p=0.581
* 2 test; p > 0.05.
(b)
Species/Group of the  Group 1 (n Group 2 (n Group 3 (n Group 4 (n Group 5 (n Total (n =
Prosthesis =7n =24)n =32)n =49 n =17)n 129) n
Candida dubliniensis 0 0 1 0 0 1
Candida kefyr 0 1 1 2 0 4
Candida lusitaniae 1 0 0 0 0 1
Cryptococcus 0 0 1 0 0 1
neoformans
Candida norvegensis 0 0 1 2 0 1
Candida parapsilosis 0 1 0 1 0 2
Rhodotorula glutinis 0 0 2 1 1 4
Cryptococcus laurenti 0 0 0 1 0 1
No species identified 0 1 0 3 0 4

Table 2. Bacteria identified on VPs. When possible, each individual species was classified into wider
groups for the purpose of this study—see column no. 1 “Category” (Cat.).

Group 1 Group 2 Group 3 Group 4 Group 5 Total (n

Cat. Species m=7)n m=24)n n=32)n n=49n m=17)n =129 n
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* I—enterobacteria; II—f-hemolytic streptococci; III—physiological oropharyngeal microbiota; No
Cat.—not categorized.



Pathogens 2020, 9, 793 50f17

Table 3. An overview of the bacteria identified on the investigated voice prostheses. Statistical analysis
of the main groups of bacteria species in relation to all prostheses (1-5).

Species/Group of Group 1 Group 2 Group 3 Group 4 Group 5 Total (n =

the Prosthesis n=7)n n=24)n (m=32)n n=49Yn (m=17)n 129) n p = Value
Staphylococcus aureus
3(2.3) 11 (8.5) 16 (12.4) 23 (17.8) 4(3.1) 57 (442) p=0439*
Physiological oropharyngeal microbiota
2(1.55) 13 (10.1) 10 (7.75) 14 (10.85) 3(2.3) 42(326) p=0.131*
Enterobacteria
1(0.78) 6 (4.65) 12 (9.3) 14 (10.85) 6 (4.65) 39302 p=0675*
Physiological oropharyngeal microbiota only
1(0.78) 11 (8.5) 6 (4.65) 11 (8.5) 2 (1.55) 31(24.0) p=0.090*
3-hemolytic streptococci
1(0.78) 1(0.78) 4(3.1) 1(0.78) 0(0.0) 7(5.4) p=0.166*
Pseudomonas aeruginosa
1(0.78) 2 (1.55) 3(2.3) 1(0.78) 1(0.78) 8(6.2) p=0527"*

* x2 test; p > 0.05.

Our study shows that for the most part, we identified a mix of bacterial and fungal species on the
voice prostheses biofilms (83% of tested samples), but, in some cases, there were only bacteria (2.3%)
or only fungi (14.7%) (Table 4). The occurrence of the most common species of fungi and bacteria
categories identified on all voice prostheses is shown in Figure 2.

Table 4. An overview of the nature of biofilm present on the investigated voice prostheses. Statistical
analysis of the main groups of bacteria species identified in relation to all prostheses (1-5).

Type of Occurrence of the Certain Type of Biofilm in Each Group (%)
Biofilm Group 1 Group2 Group3 Group4 Group5 Total

mixed
(bacteria/fungi) 714 87.5 93.8 79.6 70.6 83.0

fungi 28.6 8.3 6.3 16.3 29.4 14.7
bacteria 0.0 42 0.0 41 0.0 2.3
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Figure 2. Total percentage of identified microorganisms in all exploitation time groups. (A) Percentage
of identified fungi within the biofilm. (B) Percentage of identified bacteria within biofilms (n = 129).

2.2. Microscopic Examination

To evaluate the effects of biofilm growth on the properties of the silicone surface, collected VPs
and attached biofilms were subjected to studies using SEM and a laser confocal microscope (CLSM).
Prostheses from all groups that were described based on exploration time (Table 5) were investigated.
The nature of surface changes was similar but more pronounced within Group 5. Figure 3 shows images
of one representative (from the 10 tested) biofilm that formed on a VP removed from a patient who
reported prosthesis dysfunction. Panels A and B represent morphological features of the esophageal
flange and the valve, respectively. Macroscopic examination of the tracheal and esophageal parts
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of the removed prostheses showed adherent biofilm deposits that could be held responsible for the
deterioration of the silicone rubber. Deposits of biofilm structures on both the valve and the internal ring
of the valve suspension were observed. The esophageal surfaces of the investigated prosthesis—the
esophageal flange, the valve flap, and the valve seating—were mostly covered by biofilm infestation.
Observed colonization patterns ranged from single scattered biofilm deposits to those that fully cover
the VP surface. Photos confirm that the flexible medical-grade silicone is especially prone to microbial
infestation by biofilms. Panels C and D present SEM images of the esophageal flange with biofilm
deposits. Detailed imaging of the adhered deposits revealed the characteristics of the biofilm on
the polymer surface. Stiff and compact bulges in the biofilm layers on the flange were observed.
Additionally, biofilm growth, with infiltration into silicone rubber, was observed. Panels E and F show
a microscopic view (CLSM microscope) of the esophageal flange with biofilm covers. Panel F shows a
3D topography image with height measurements of the biofilm layer. The stiff biofilm deposition was
observed to have a height of up to 0.5 mm. These dense and high biofilm deposits can impede valve
closure and lead to transprosthetic leakage of esophageal contents into the trachea.

Table 5. Number of tested voice prostheses categorized by the time of exploitation and the sex of the
patient. Abundance and characteristics of each group are listed in the table. Total number of collected
prostheses nn = 129.

The Time of Number of Prostheses =~ Number of Males Number of
Exploitation Tested n (%) n (%) Females n (%)
Total 129 (100) 116 (90) 13 (10)
<one month (Group 1) 7 (5) 6(4.7) 1(0.8)
1-3 months (Group 2) 24 (19) 21 (16.3) 3(2.3)
4-6 months (Group 3) 31 (25) 28 (21.8) 4(3.1)
7-12 months (Group 4) 49 (38) 47 (36.4) 2 (1.6)
>12 months (Group 5) 17 (13) 14 (10.9) 3(2.3)

L&

F

Figure 3. Macroscopic and microscopic views of the used silicone voice prosthesis from one
representative VP collected from a patient from Group 5. Panels (A,B) show a general view of
the used representative prosthesis, investigated using microscopic methods, with biofilm formations
on the esophageal and tracheal flange surfaces and the prosthesis’ valve. Panels (C,D) show examples
of the microscopic topography (SEM) from the representative prosthesis’ polymeric surfaces, showing
biofilm formations. Panels (E,F) show the microscopic topography characterization (CLM microscope)
of polymeric surfaces with biofilm formations, with 3D height visualization (white arrows show
biofilm formations).
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Figure 4 shows the AFM morphology of biofilm deposited on the silicone surface. Panels A and
B present the control—clear surfaces with remnants from manufacturing processes such as injection
die molding. Panels C-F show biofilm structures. Detailed imaging of the adhered deposits revealed
biofilm composition on the polymer surfaces.

bacteria

:g ‘;‘,-

Figure 4. Microscopic (AFM) nanoscale views of the biofilm formed on the representative silicone voice
prosthesis. Panels (A,B) show the topography of the control samples. Panels (C-F) show the polymer
morphology, with formed biofilms where fungi or bacteria dominate. All images are representative of
10 different VPs removed from who reported prosthesis dysfunction and were included in Group 5
(n = 10).

Figure 5 shows examples of silicone deterioration revealed after biofilm removal from the
representative VP from the fifth time-group (n = 10). Panels A and B show control sample surfaces with
remnants from the manufacturing process. Panels C-F show the topography of the silicone surface
after biofilm removal using sonification. The interaction between tissue, material, and the development
of biofilm might account for all material damage. Confocal microscopy revealed the porosity (blue
arrows) of the silicone surface (Panels C and D). Microcracks (yellow arrows) were also visible using
AFM (Panels E and F).

Changes in the mechanical and thermal properties of the representative VP from the fifth group
(n = 10) after biofilm removal are shown in Figure 6. Panel A indicates that the structures of the evenly
developed biofilm are much less stiff than flexible medical silicone. Panel B shows the changes in
Young’s modulus of the silicone. The biofilm-silicone interaction might result in a significant increase
in polymer stiffness. The mean value of Young’s modulus of the control silicone was 780 kPa, while for
the used silicone, it was 1800 kPa. Changes in the thermal parameters of the polymer, denoting
internal changes in the structure, were also observed. Panels C and D show changes in the crystallinity
and activation energy of the silicone prostheses. Mean values of crystallinity and activation energy
of used VPs are higher compared to new VPs, but the differences between averages did not reach
statistical significance. These changes were not as significant as in the case of Young’s modulus but
determined a certain upward trend, and we can associate these changes with silicone mechanical
changes. We observed not only the shape deformation of the prostheses, surface porosity, microcracks,
and valve obstruction but also structural changes and degeneration.
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Figure 5. Polymer surface damage, visible after biofilm removal. Panels (A,B) show a picture and
3D topography of the control sample surfaces. Panels (C,D) show silicone surface porosity from the
representative used prosthesis (blue arrows) as a result of interaction between tissue and silicone and
biofilm action. Panels (E,F) show microcracks (yellow arrows) in the silicone surfaces. Panels (A-D) are
from the CLM microscope; panels (E,F) are from the AFM microscope. All images are representative of

10 different VPs removed from patients who reported prosthesis dysfunction and were included in
Group 5 (n = 10).
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Figure 6. Mechanical and thermal properties of biofilm and silicone from representative VPs belonging
to the fifth time-group. Panel (A) shows biofilm stiffness on the silicone surface compared to the clean
material. Panel (B) shows changes in silicone surface stiffness after biofilm removal. Panels (C,D) show
changes in the thermal properties of silicones under biofilm influence: changes in silicone crystallinity

and silicone activation energy, respectively (n = 10, * p < 0.05) were considered to be statistically
significant; *** p < 0.001; N.S.S.—not statistically significant).
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3. Discussion

3.1. Analysis of the Study Group

The incidence of laryngeal cancer has a male-to-female ratio of 5:1 [31]. The higher ratio in
our study (9:1) could be caused by the fact that the men were diagnosed at more advanced stages,
by which time, the organ preservation treatment is not possible. Most of our patients had simultaneous
implantation of voice prosthesis at the time of laryngectomy. The rest of them had undergone secondary
implantation procedures similar to those in another study [32].

There is a variety of data published about VP lifespan. Some authors assessed that the average
time of Provox Vega exploitation ranges from 3.5-18 months [27,28]. The average and median number
of replacements per year is smaller than in another study, where the results were an average of 2.2
replacements and a median of 4.1 replacements per year [33]. There is a difference between our study
and similar research, where patients were also categorized based on the period of exploitation. In the
mentioned study, the most numerous group was the group of 4-6 months exploitation [32]. In our
study, the longest time was 61 months. In this extreme case, the prosthesis was visibly covered by
biofilm and was deformed, but it was still functioning well without any leakage. All analyzed patients
did not have any symptoms of local or systemic infection. Moreover, none of our patients suffered
from aspiration pneumonia. This observation agrees with previous reporting [32].

3.2. Assessment of Microorganism Species Growing in Collected Biofilm Samples

The variety of microorganisms identified during our study was large. The most common yeast
identified on VPs were Candida species. Our results are similar to the results of other authors,
but in our studies, the dominant species was Candida krusei instead of the previously reported
Candida albicans [11,33]. In our study, similar to other publications, the most common bacterial species
forming biofilms on VPs was Staphylococcus aureus [11,33]. Colonization of Candida spp. is highly
associated with the destruction of the silicone material [16]. The biofilm growth, especially when
taking place on the valve, can shorten the device’s lifetime. A biofilm containing a mixed flora of yeasts
and bacteria, which we detect on the silicone surface, was similar to data reported in [11]. Interestingly,
within the biofilm mass, it was possible to identify areas with either mostly bacterial or fungal cells.
It has been suggested that initial adherence to the silicone polymer surface of Candida species can
be preceded by bacteria. Fungi might create a conditioning biofilm on the soft surface of silicone
prostheses. The presence of mixed microbial flora can be considered “a material coinfection”, with a
synergistic interplay between bacterial and fungal cells [16].

However, the results have shown that there are no statistically significant correlations between
the lifetime of voice prostheses and the microorganism composition of the biofilms that develop on
the VPs. No species, neither yeasts nor bacteria, changed the lifespan of the voice prosthesis with
statistical significance.

We found that the most common yeasts identified on the VP biofilm belonged to Candida spp.,
but our statistical analysis has shown that there is no relationship between each of the species of
Candida and the VP lifespan. We also found similar changes in the structural, thermal, and mechanical
properties of the silicone material of the VP. Therefore, we concluded the VP’s degradation time and
failure is not due to the presence of certain fungi or bacteria, but caused by the biofilm formation as a
process, no matter the microbial composition. We assume that the structures of the biofilm are the
decisive cause of valve nonclosure and the destruction of flanges through microcracks and material
deformation [11,34]. Changes in the physicochemical properties during the exploitation when biofilm
first develops on the VP surface may result from stress accumulation in some areas, leading to the
polymer cracking. Cracks and deformation can cause the leaking of fluids through the prosthesis and
failure of its function [11].
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3.3. Microscopic Examination

Asreported in [16,35], the esophageal surfaces of the investigated prosthesis—the esophageal flange,
the valve flap, and the valve seating—-were mostly covered by biofilm infestation. There were similar
structures, like stiff and compact bulges in the biofilm layers, on the flanges described in previous
studies [36-39] as we observed in our setting. Synthetic silicone is known to be rapidly colonized
by microorganisms [11]. We confirmed that some silicone properties favor microbial colonization,
and biofilm can cause the deterioration of polymer material. Prosthesis material can be not only
superficially damaged but also penetrated, and their 3D structure can be disrupted by microorganisms.
The deterioration of silicone surfaces is an interfacial process between the tissue—polymer surface and
the polymer—biofilm surface and is related to the conditions prevailing on these surfaces. Overall,
silicone deterioration in this setting can be considered a combination of biofilm formation [16],
lytic processes, and extraction of soluble material compounds by microbial cells, and their products
may lead to silicone embrittlement and structural damage [36]. Other studies suggest that the growth
of biofilm generates an initial deterioration and long-term internal changes of the silicone through
the adhesive forces of fungi and bacteria and the subsequent pressure increase, action of free radicals,
and extracellular enzymes. Additionally, the presence of the biofilm activates the immune system
and the production of proinflammatory molecules, which are involved in the mechanism of silicone
damage [11,21]. The observed increase in crystallinity and activation energy of thermal decomposition
of the polymers may indicate the effect of the biofilm on the length of polymer chains. Shortening of
the chains can lead to easier crystalline rearrangement inside. Increased leaching of additives and
monomers out of the polymer matrix, plasticizer degradation, and changes in crystallinity may all lead
to elasticity changes and the increased embrittlement of the silicone [40].

The new polymeric material should be improved to prevent deformation and cracking during
exploitation. A modification that will give us antimicrobial properties would also be highly desirable.
One possibility to achieve such a goal is the addition of antimicrobial nanosystems or chemical
compounds to polymers [41-46] that might reduce the ability of microorganisms to form and develop
biofilms on the prosthesis’ surface.

It is worth underlining that patients involved in this study did not develop any systemic infection
during the time the study was conducted. This observation suggests that microorganisms colonizing
the VP are very unlikely to become the direct etiological factor of infections. However, it seems they
lead to VP failure, which can cause leakage from the esophagus to the trachea, and it could be the
main reason for aspiration pneumonia. Some previous publications have indicated that patients with
a dysfunctional TE fistula had a three-fold higher risk of pneumonia than patients with the proper
function of VP and TE fistula [47].

Even though the different factors that might govern biofilm formation on the VP surface are not yet
defined, biofilm existence is a critical element from the perspective of the deterioration of VP silicone
rubber. Additionally, the biofilm itself does not seem to be a hazard for the patient directly, but the
consequences of voice prosthesis failure and dysfunction could lead to serious clinical complications.

4. Materials and Methods

4.1. Voice Prostheses Collection

We collected 187 dysfunctional Provox voice prostheses from 129 laryngectomized patients
admitted to the Department of Otolaryngology, Head and Neck Surgery, of the Holy-Cross Oncology
Centre in Kielce, Poland, over the span of 20 months. Some patients had replacement procedures more
than once during that period—there were 58 such cases, but these prostheses were not included in the
study. Before the replacement procedure, all patients were informed about the purpose and methods
of the study. All patients agreed to participate in the study. The bioethical committee approved
the study (Resolution of Bioethical Committee no. 16/2019). A physician, using sterile instruments,
did the replacement procedure and collected the prostheses, which were placed into sterile containers.
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Directly after removal from the patients’ tracheoesophageal fistula, dysfunctional voice prostheses
were subjected to microbiological evaluation. After the replacement procedure, patients answered
questions about their medical history. Then, the information collected from the patients was compared
with the data provided by the internal digital medical history system “CliniNet”. Correlations between
the groups of collected prostheses and occurrences of certain fungi or bacteria species were calculated
using the chi-square test of independence (variables such as the group of VP and the species of the
microorganism were set as qualitative variables).

4.2. Characteristics of the Study Group

Among all included patients, there were 116 males and 13 females. The male-to-female ratio was
9:1. The average age of patients was 66. The youngest patient was 47, and the oldest was 89. Patients
underwent total laryngectomy from 18 years to 3 months (average 7.1 years) before the replacement
procedure included in the study. Most of them (85%) had simultaneous implantation of voice prosthesis
at the time of laryngectomy. The rest of them had undergone a secondary implantation procedure.
In total, 88% of included patients had undergone radiation therapy: 73% as postoperative irradiation,
and 15% as primary radical radiotherapy. The average number of voice prosthesis replacements per
year in the studied patients after laryngectomy was 1.5 replacements (median 1.7), and the highest was
7 replacements. The average time between the previous replacement and the present replacement of
voice prosthesis for a patient was 8.2 months (median time: 7 months).

All patients and prostheses were categorized into five groups depending on the time of exploitation
(Table 5). The most abundant was Group 4 (7-12 months of exploitation), with 49 collected prostheses.
Group 1 (less than 1 month of exploitation) was the smallest in number (7 pcs of collected VPs;
Figure 7). All patients used indwelling Provox voice prostheses (Table 6). The cause of replacement
was categorized into two groups: device-related (63%) and fistula-related (37%). Device-related
problems were mainly leakage through the valve and obstruction of the prosthesis, leading to increased
airflow resistance during voicing. The fistula-related problems included leakage around the prosthesis,
hypertrophy, and infection of tissues around the trachea—esophageal fistula. Accidental loss of
prosthesis was not included in this study. In our study, there were no patients manifesting systemic
infection that had been diagnosed in the time between the previous and the studied replacement
procedures. Moreover, none of our patients had aspiration pneumonia during this time.

mGroup 1

m Group 2

Total n =129 Group 3

Group 4

m Group 5

Figure 7. Proportion of the voice prosthesis included in each group, depending on the time of
exploitation. Less than one month (Group 1), 1-3 months (Group 2), 4-6 months (Group 3), 7-12 months
(Group 4), and over 12 months (Group 5). Total number of studied prostheses n = 129.
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Table 6. Type and size of collected voice prostheses. All collected voice prostheses were Provox.
There were different types (standard Provox Vega, standard Provox 2, and XS-extra seal) and sizes.
In the table are the presented numbers of each voice prosthesis by type and size.

Type of Voice Prosthesis Number of Prostheses Tested 1 (%)
Total 129 (100)
Provox Vega 119 (92)
4 mm 1
6 mm 30
8 mm 66
10 mm 17
12.5 mm 5
Provox 2 4 (3)
Provox XS 6 (5)

4.3. Assessment of Microorganisms Growing in Collected Biofilm Samples

In recruited patients, directly after the VP replacement procedure, failed VPs were placed in
sterile specimen containers and immediately transported to a microbiological laboratory. The voice
prostheses were immersed in 5 mL of thioglycolate broth (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Waltham, MA,
USA) and vortexed for 2-3 min. Then, 50 uL of the eluted material was seeded onto solid media
for yeast and bacteria growth. The solid culture media used for microbiological examination was as
follows: Sabouraud agar with and without antibiotics, Columbia agar with sheep’s blood, MacConkey
agar, and hemophilus selective agar (all media were from Thermo Fisher Scientific). After a minimum
of 48 h incubation, predominantly yeast and bacteria were identified using routine procedures that
involved colony morphology examination and Gram staining. Then, identification of the species was
performed using a Vitek 2 automated system (bioMerieux) with GNI, GPI, and Yeast ID cards.

4.4. Microscopic Studies

Macroscopic evaluation of the prostheses was performed within 5 h after removal.
Biofilm morphology, coverage, and localization of plaques were assessed. Microscopic examination
(topography) and mechanical measurements of the silicone prostheses and biofilm grown on their
surfaces were recorded using a laser confocal microscope Olympus LEXT OLS4000 (CLSM), a scanning
electron microscope Hitachi S-3000N (SEM), and an atomic force microscope JPK Instruments/Bruker
NanoWizard 4 BioScience (AFM). SEM microscopy showed the biofilm characterization on the
prosthesis surface. Images were made in BSE mode in a low vacuum. The CLSM microscope, in turn,
made it possible to visualize the surface of the silicone after biofilm removal and observe their damage
(3D topography maps). The topography of the biofilm on silicone surfaces was recorded using an
AFM. Pyramidal-shaped cantilevers (OLYMPUS OMCL-RC800) were used and characterized by a
spring constant of 0.1 N/m. Due to the lateral forces during contact mode scanning, a force-curve-based
imaging mode was used (JPK QI™ mode—Quantitative Imaging). Topography maps of size 50 X 50 pm
and 20 X 20 um were carried out, with the resolution of 128 pixels per line, to show characteristics of
the prosthesis surface and biofilm morphology. AFM experiments were done within 1 h of sample
preparation, and silicone millimeter-scale pieces with biofilm were stored and kept in distilled water
during experiments at room temperature. AFM ran in force-spectroscopy mode also served as a
nanodetector for biofilm and polymer stiffness measurements. Elastic modulus (i.e., Young’s modulus)
of the biofilm and polymers was calculated based on force-indentation curves. For biofilm stiffness
measurements, force-indentation curves were collected on a stiff substrate and on the elastic biofilm
parts. Due to the biofilm’s high deformability and complexity, force-indentation curves were collected
using a silicone nitride cantilever with a spring constant of 2.5 N/m and a 20-pum diameter bead attached
to the end. Elasticity maps with a scan area of 50 X 50 um, corresponding to a grid of 2 X 2 pixels,
were made in various places on the sample. By separation of the force curves recorded on the silicone
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surface and on the biofilm structures, we obtained the properties of the biofilm grown on prostheses.
Local mechanical properties (Young’s modulus) of new and used prostheses were also calculated based
on the force-indentation curves collected using OLYMPUS OMCL-RC800 cantilevers characterized
by a spring constant of 0.4 N/m. Elasticity maps with a scan area of 20 X 20 pm, corresponding to
a grid of 10 x 10 pixels, were made. All elasticity maps were collected from various sample areas
in liquid conditions. Young’s moduli of biofilm and silicone were derived from the Hertz—Sneddon
model applied to force-indentation curves [48] using the following formula:

F(Az) = g VR-E*-Az"®
where E* is the apparent Young’s modulus:

2 2
1 _1_Mtip 1_[”lsumple

E* Etip Esumple

If Eqample < Etip (as is true for living cells), then El can be simplified:

2
-y sample
E* E sample

Esample is Young’s modulus of the sample, and piggmple is the Poisson ratio of the sample, related to
the compressibility of the material [31,49] and assumed to be 0.5 for an incompressible material.

4.5. Thermal Measurements

Differential scanning calorimetry (DSC) studies were carried out using a DSC Discovery
apparatus (TA Instruments, New Castle, DE, USA). The measurements were conducted in three
cycles (heat—cool-heat) in a temperature range from —90 to 350 °C, with a heating rate of 10 °C/min
and a cooling rate of 5 °C/min. The results discussed in the work were taken from the second heating
curves (first heating and cooling were performed to reduce the thermal history of the tested samples).
The obtained DSC curves were used to analyze melting temperature (Tm) and fusion enthalpy (AHm).
The degree of the silicone’s crystallinity (Xc) was determined [50] according to the following equation:

AH,,
Xc = AF100

m

-100%

where AH} is the fusion enthalpy of 100% crystalline polydimethylsiloxane 38.2 J/g.

Thermogravimetry (TG) tests were carried out using a Q500 thermogravimetric analyzer (TA
Instruments, New Castle, DE, USA) in a temperature range from 30 to 1000 °C and a nitrogen
atmosphere, with heating rate (k) values of 5, 10, and 20 °C/min. Special attention was paid to the
temperature at the start of thermal decomposition (Tpg; taken as 1% of the weight loss of the sample).
The Kissinger method was used to determine the activation energy of the thermal decomposition
of the tested materials. This method is based on the dependence of the temperature value Tmax
(corresponding to the maximum DTG signal) to the heating rate k:

ln( k )——é ! + const
R Tmax '

As the heating rate increases, the temperature of the maximum intensity of the DTG signal also
increases. The Kissinger method is based on presenting the obtained Tmax values in the configuration.
The directional coefficient of the obtained straight line corresponds to the value (where Ea is the
activation energy, and R is a gas constant equal to 8.31 J/mol-K).
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4.6. Statistical Analysis

Statistical significance was determined using a two-tailed Student’s t-test for overall values.
Statistical analyses were performed using OriginPro 9.65 (OriginLab Corporation, Northampton, MA,
USA). p-values <0.05 were considered to be statistically significant. Results are expressed as the
average from all force curves for each group. Overall average values of Young’s modulus and thermal
properties are presented as mean + SD, where mean is the average value and SD is standard deviation.

The lack of relationship between fungal or bacterial species occurrence and VP lifetime is presented
as a result of the x? independence test in the column “p-value” of Tables 1a and 3. The hypothesis
of no correlation between bacterial or fungal species occurrence and time of VP exploitation (HO)
vs. the hypothesis of the correlation between bacterial or fungal species occurrence and time of VP
exploitation (H1 alternative) were tested. As the p test result is higher than the chosen significance
level of o = 0.05, there is no reason to reject HO. Therefore, it can be concluded that the occurrence of a
given species of fungus and bacteria is independent of the group of patients. For fungi and bacteria
species, p > «, so we did not observe statistical significance.

5. Conclusions

The formation of biofilms and the subsequent material deterioration by fungal and bacterial
growth are the main reasons for VP failure in laryngectomized patients. Changes in the mechanical
and thermal properties of silicone by the process of biofilm formation were also observed. The most
common fungal species on the VPs were Candida krusei, Candida albicans, Candida glabrata, and Candida
tropicalis. The most common bacterial species was Staphylococcus aureus. We have observed that there
is no statistically significant difference between the occurrence of certain fungal or bacterial species
and the time of VP function upon implantation. No patients involved in this study developed any
systemic infection that could be associated with microorganisms residing in VP biofilm. New polymeric
material that is developed to produce VPs should be improved to prevent deformation and cracking
during exploitation.
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Abbreviations

VP Voice prostheses

TL Total laryngectomy

SEM Scanning electron microscope

AFM Atomic force microscope

TE Tracheoesophageal

ECM Extracelullar matrix

NADPH Nicotinamide adenine dinucleotide phosphate
CLSM Laser confocal microscope

DsC Differential scanning calorimetry

TG Thermogravimetry

References

1.  Ferlay, J.; Colombet, M.; Soerjomataram, I.; Mathers, C.; Parkin, D.M.; Pifieros, M.; Znaor, A.; Bray, F.

Estimating the global cancer incidence and mortality in 2018: GLOBOCAN sources and methods. Int. |.
Cancer 2018, 144, 1941-1953. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

2. Da Silva, A.P; Feliciano, T.; Freitas, S.V.; Esteves, S.; Sousa, C.A.E. Quality of Life in Patients Submitted to
Total Laryngectomy. J. Voice 2015, 29, 382-388. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

3.  Souza, EG.R,; Santos, I.C.; Bergmann, A.; Thuler, L.C.S.; Freitas, A.S.; Freitas, E.Q.; Dias, F.L. Quality of
life after total laryngectomy: Impact of different vocal rehabilitation methods in a middle income country.
Health Qual. Life Outcomes 2020, 18, 1-12. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

4. Mozolewski, E. Surgical rehabilitation of voice and speech following laryngectomy. Otolaryngol. Polska 1972,
26, 653-661.

5. Singer, M.I; Blom, E.D. An Endoscopic Technique for Restoration of Voice after Laryngectomy. Ann. Otol.
Rhinol. Laryngol. 1980, 89, 529-533. [CrossRef]

6.  Hilgers, F; Cornelissen, M.; Balm, A. Aerodynamic characteristics of the Provox low-resistance indwelling
voice prosthesis. Eur. Arch. Oto Rhino Laryngol. 1993, 250, 375-378. [CrossRef]

7. Rodrigues, M.E.; Gomes, F.; Rodrigues, C.F. Candida spp./Bacteria Mixed Biofilms. ]. Fungi 2020, 6, 5.
[CrossRef]

8. Lequeux, T.; Badreldin, A.; Saussez, S.; Thill, M.P; Oujjan, L.; Chantrain, G. A comparison of survival lifetime
of the Provox® and the Provox®2 voice prosthesis. . Laryngol. Otol. 2003, 117, 875-878. [CrossRef]

9.  Douglas, L.J. Candida biofilms and their role in infection. Trends Microbiol. 2003, 11, 30-36. [CrossRef]

10.  Kojic, E.M.; Darouiche, R.O. Candida Infections of Medical Devices. Clin. Microbiol. Rev. 2004, 17, 255-267.
[CrossRef]

11.  Galli, J.; Calo, L.; Meucci, D.; Giuliani, M.; Lucidi, D.; Troiani, G.P,; Torelli, R.; Sanguinetti, M.; Parrilla, C.
Biofilm in voice prosthesis: A prospective cohort study and laboratory tests using sonication and SEM
analysis. Clin. Otolaryngol. 2018, 43, 1260-1265. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12.  Ell, S.R. Candida—'the cancer of silastic’. J. Laryngol. Otol. 1996, 110, 240-242. [CrossRef]

13. Bertl, K.; Ma, B.Z.; Leonhard, M.; Matejka, M.; Schneider-Stickler, B. Anaerobic and microaerophilic pathogens
in the biofilm formation on voice prostheses: A pilot study. Laryngoscope 2012, 122, 1035-1039. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

14. Nobbs, A.H.; Vickerman, M.M.; Jenkinson, H.F. Heterologous Expression of Candida albicans Cell
Wall-Associated Adhesins in Saccharomyces cerevisiae Reveals Differential Specificities in Adherence
and Biofilm Formation and in Binding Oral Streptococcus gordonii. Eukaryot. Cell 2010, 9, 1622-1634.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

15. Peters, B.M.; Ovchinnikova, E.S.; Krom, B.P.; Schlecht, L.M.; Zhou, H.; Hoyer, L.L.; Busscher, H.J.; Van Der
Mei, H.C.; Jabra-Rizk, M. A ; Shirtliff, M.E. Staphylococcus aureus adherence to Candida albicans hyphae is
mediated by the hyphal adhesin Als3p. Microbiology 2012, 158, 2975-2986. [CrossRef]

16. Van Weissenbruch, R.; Albers, EW.].; Bouckaert, S.; Nelis, H.].; Criel, G.; Remon, ].P,; Sulter, A.M. Deterioration

of the Provox"Silicone Tracheoesophageal Voice Prosthesis: Microbial Aspects and Structural Changes.
Acta Oto Laryngol. 1997, 117, 452—458. [CrossRef]


http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ijc.31937
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30350310
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jvoice.2014.09.002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25619472
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12955-020-1281-z
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32245483
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/000348948008900608
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00180379
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/jof6010005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1258/002221503322542881
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0966-842X(02)00002-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/CMR.17.2.255-267.2004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/coa.13141
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29768730
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0022215100133304
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/lary.23193
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22374743
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/EC.00103-10
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20709785
http://dx.doi.org/10.1099/mic.0.062109-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.3109/00016489709113420

Pathogens 2020, 9, 793 16 of 17

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

Babior, B.; Lambeth, J.; Nauseef, W.M. The Neutrophil NADPH Oxidase. Arch. Biochem. Biophys. 2002, 397,
342-344. [CrossRef]

Beranova, M.; Wasserbauer, R.; Vancurova, D.; Stifter, M.; O¢enaskova, J.; Mara, M. Effect of cytochrome
P-450 inhibition and stimulation on intensity of polyethylene degradation in microsomal fraction of mouse
and rat livers. Biomaterials 1990, 11, 521-524. [CrossRef]

Lagree, K.; Mon, H.H.; Mitchell, A.P,; Ducker, W.A. Impact of surface topography on biofilm formation by
Candida albicans. PLoS ONE 2018, 13, €0197925. [CrossRef]

Finkel, ].S.; Xu, W.; Huang, D.; Hill, EM.; Desai, ].V.; Woolford, C.; Nett, ].E.; Taff, H.; Norice, C.T.; Andes, D.R,;
et al. Portrait of Candida albicans Adherence Regulators. PLOS Pathog. 2012, 8, e1002525. [CrossRef]
Fusconi, M.; Taddei, A.R.; Gallo, A.; Conte, M.; De Virgilio, A.; Greco, A.; Vasco, VR.L.; Macri, G.F; Roma, R.;
Volpini, F; et al. Degradation of Silicone Rubber Causes Provox 2 Voice Prosthesis Malfunctioning. J. Voice
2014, 28, 250-254. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Costerton, ].W.; Philip, S.P.; Greenberg, E.P. Bacterial biofilms: A common cause of persistent infections.
Science 1999, 284, 1318-1322. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Carolus, H.; Van Dyck, K.; Van Dijck, P. Candida albicans and Staphylococcus Species: A Threatening
Twosome. Front. Microbiol. 2019, 10, 2162. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Van Den Hoogen, EJ.; Oudes, M.].; Hombergen, G.; Nijdam, H.F.; Manni, J.J. The Groningen, Nijdam and
Provox Voice Prostheses: A Prospective Clinical Comparison Based on 845 Replacements. Acta Oto Laryngol.
1996, 116, 119-124. [CrossRef]

Laccourreye, O.; Ménard, M.; Crevier-Buchman, L.; Couloigner, V.; Brasnu, D. In Situ Lifetime, Causes
for Replacement, and Complications of the ProvoxTM Voice Prosthesis. Laryngoscope 2009, 107, 527-530.
[CrossRef]

Lewin, J.; Baumgart, L.M.; Barrow, M.P.; Hutcheson, K.A. Device Life of the Tracheoesophageal Voice
Prosthesis Revisited. JAMA Otolaryngol. Neck Surg. 2017, 143, 65-71. [CrossRef]

Kress, P; Schifer, P.; Schwerdtfeger, F.P.; RofSler, S. Are modern voice prostheses better? A lifetime comparison
of 749 voice prostheses. Eur. Arch. Oto Rhino Laryngol. 2013, 271, 133-140. [CrossRef]

Pawar, P; Kelkar, R.; Biswas, S.; Datta, S.; Nair, D.; Chaukar, D.; D’cruz, A.; Chaturvedi, P,; Syed, S. Microbial
colonization of Provox voice prosthesis in the Indian scenario. Indian J. Cancer 2014, 51, 184. [CrossRef]
Ameye, D.; Honraet, K.; Loose, D.; Vermeersch, H.; Nelis, H.; Remon, J.P. Effect of a buccal bioadhesive
nystatin tablet on the lifetime of a Provox™ silicone tracheoesophageal voice prosthesis. Acta Oto Laryngol.
2005, 125, 304-306. [CrossRef]

Messing, B.P.,; Kim, M.; Hirata, R.; Thompson, C.B.; Gebhart, S.; Sugar, E.A.; Saunders, ].M.; Sciubba, J.;
Califano, J. Evaluation of prophylaxis treatment of Candida in alaryngeal patients with tracheoesophageal
voice prostheses. Laryngoscope 2014, 125, 1118-1123. [CrossRef]

Obid, R.; Redlich, M.; Tomeh, C. The Treatment of Laryngeal Cancer. Oral Maxillofac. Surg. Clin. 2019, 31,
1-11. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Op de Coul, B.M,; Hilgers, FJ.; Balm, AJ.; Tan, I.B.; Van den Hoogen, FJ.; Van Tinteren, H. A decade of
postlaryngectomy vocal rehabilitation in 318 patients: A single Institution’s experience with consistent
application of provox indwelling voice prostheses. Arch Otolaryngol. Head Neck Surg. 2000, 126, 1320-1328.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Talpaert, M.].; Balfour, A.; Stevens, S.; Baker, M.; Muhlschlegel, F.A.; Gourlay, C.W. Candida biofilm formation
on voice prostheses. |. Med. Microbiol. 2015, 64, 199-208. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Timmermans, A.].; Harmsen, H.J.; Bus-Spoor, C.; Buijssen, K.J.; Van As-Brooks, C.; De Goffau, M.C;
Tonk, R.H.; Van den Brekel, M.W.; Hilgers, EJ.; Van der Laan, B.F. Biofilm formation on the Provox
ActiValve: Composition and ingrowth analyzed by Illumina paired-end RNA sequencing, fluorescence in
situ hybridization, and confocal laser scanning microscopy. Head Neck 2015, 38, E432-E440. [CrossRef]
Leonhard, M.; Zatorska, B.; Tan, Y.; Moser, D.; Schneider-Stickler, B. In vitro biofilm growth on modern voice
prostheses. Head Neck 2017, 40, 763-769. [CrossRef]

Leonhard, M.; Moser, D.; Reumueller, A.; Mancusi, G.; Bigenzahn, W.; Schneider-Stickler, B. Comparison of
biofilm formation on new Phonax and Provox 2 voice prostheses-A pilot study. Head Neck 2009, 32, 886-895.
[CrossRef]


http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/abbi.2001.2642
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0142-9612(90)90070-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0197925
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1002525
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jvoice.2013.08.012
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24315657
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.284.5418.1318
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10334980
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2019.02162
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31620113
http://dx.doi.org/10.3109/00016489609137724
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00005537-199704000-00018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jamaoto.2016.2771
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00405-013-2611-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.4103/0019-509X.138303
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00016480410022778
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/lary.25034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.coms.2018.09.001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30449522
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/archotol.126.11.1320
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11074828
http://dx.doi.org/10.1099/jmm.0.078717-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25106862
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/hed.24014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/hed.25053
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/hed.21276

Pathogens 2020, 9, 793 17 of 17

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

Free, RH.; Elving, G.J.; Van Weissenbruch, R.; Busscher, H.J.; Van Der Mei, H.C.; Albers, EW].
Biofilm formation on voice prostheses: In vitro influence of probiotics. Ann. Otol. Rhinol. Laryngol.
2001, 110, 946-951. [CrossRef]

Leonhard, M.; Reumueller, A.; Moser, D.; Bigenzahn, W.; Schneider-Stickler, B. Examination of biofilm related
material deterioration on 20 PROVOX2 voice prostheses by scanning electron microscopy. Laryngo Rhino
Otol. 2009, 88, 392-397. [CrossRef]

Ariani, N.; Vissink, A.; Van Oort, R.P; Kusdhany, L.; Djais, A.; Rahardjo, T.B.W.; Van Der Mei, H.C.; Krom, B.P.
Microbial biofilms on facial prostheses. Biofouling 2012, 28, 583-591. [CrossRef]

Flemming, H.-C. Relevance of biofilms for the biodeterioration of surfaces of polymeric materials.
Polym. Degrad. Stab. 1998, 59, 309-315. [CrossRef]

Bucki, R.; Niemirowicz-Laskowska, K.; Deptula, P.; Wilczewska, A.Z.; Misiak, P.; Durnas, B.; Fiedoruk, K.;
Piktel, E.; Mystkowska, J.; Janmey, P.A. Susceptibility of microbial cells to the modified PIP2-binding sequence
of gelsolin anchored on the surface of magnetic nanoparticles. J. Nanobiotechnol. 2019, 17, 81. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Durnas, B.; Wnorowska, U.; Pogoda, K.; Deptuta, P.; Watek, M.; Piktel, E.; Gluszek, S.; Gu, X.; Savage, P.B.;
Niemirowicz, K.; et al. Candidacidal Activity of Selected Ceragenins and Human Cathelicidin LL-37 in
Experimental Settings Mimicking Infection Sites. PLoS ONE 2016, 11, e0157242. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Durnas, B.; Piktel, E.; Watek, M.; Wollny, T.; G6zdz, S.; Smok-Kalwat, J.; Niemirowicz-Laskowska, K.;
Savage, P.B.; Bucki, R. Anaerobic bacteria growth in the presence of cathelicidin LL-37 and selected ceragenins
delivered as magnetic nanoparticles cargo. BMC Microbiol. 2017, 17, 167. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Niemirowicz, K.; Durnas, B.; Tokajuk, G.; Piktel, E.; Michalak, G.; Gu, X.; Kulakowska, A.; Savage, P.B.;
Bucki, R. Formulation and candidacidal activity of magnetic nanoparticles coated with cathelicidin LL-37
and ceragenin CSA-13. Sci. Rep. 2017, 7, 4610. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Niemirowicz-Laskowska, K.; Gtuszek, K.; Piktel, E.; Pajuste, K.; Durnas, B.; Krdl, G.; Wilczewska, A.Z,;
Janmey, A.P; Plotniece, A.; Bucki, R. Bactericidal and immunomodulatory properties of magnetic
nanoparticles functionalized by 1,4-dihydropyridines. Int. J. Nanomed. 2018, 13, 3411-3424. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Niemirowicz-Laskowska, K.; Mystkowska, J.; Lysik, D.; Chmielewska, S.; Tokajuk, G.;
Misztalewska-Turkowicz, I.; Wilczewska, A.Z.; Bucki, R. Antimicrobial and Physicochemical Properties of
Artificial Saliva Formulations Supplemented with Core-Shell Magnetic Nanoparticles. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2020,
21, 1979. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Hutcheson, K.A.; Lewin, ].; Sturgis, EMM.; Risser, J. Outcomes and adverse events of enlarged
tracheoesophageal puncture after total laryngectomy. Laryngoscope 2011, 121, 1455-1461. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Lekka, M.; Gil, D.; Pogoda, K.; Dulifiska-Litewka, J.; Jach, R.; Gostek, J.; Klymenko, O.; Prauzner-Bechcicki, S.;
Stachura, Z.; Wiltowska-Zuber, J.; et al. Cancer cell detection in tissue sections using AFM. Arch. Biochem.
Biophys. 2012, 518, 151-156. [CrossRef]

Pogoda, K.; Chin, L.; Georges, P.C.; Byfield, FJ.; Bucki, R.; Kim, R.; Weaver, M.; Wells, R.G.; Marcinkiewicz, C.;
Janmey, P.A. Compression stiffening of brain and its effect on mechanosensing by glioma cells. New J. Phys.
2014, 16, 075002. [CrossRef]

Lysik, D.; Mystkowska, J.; Markiewicz, G.; Deptuta, P.; Bucki, R. The Influence of Mucin-Based Artificial
Saliva on Properties of Polycaprolactone and Polylactide. Polymers 2019, 11, 1880. [CrossRef]

@ © 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/10.1177/000348940111001010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1055/s-0028-1119409
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/08927014.2012.698614
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0141-3910(97)00189-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12951-019-0511-1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31286976
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0157242
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27315208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12866-017-1075-6
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28747178
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-04653-1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28676673
http://dx.doi.org/10.2147/IJN.S157564
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29928120
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/ijms21061979
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32183193
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/lary.21807
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21647906
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.abb.2011.12.013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/16/7/075002
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/polym11111880
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Results 
	Assessment of Microorganism Species Growing in Collected Biofilm Samples 
	Microscopic Examination 

	Discussion 
	Analysis of the Study Group 
	Assessment of Microorganism Species Growing in Collected Biofilm Samples 
	Microscopic Examination 

	Materials and Methods 
	Voice Prostheses Collection 
	Characteristics of the Study Group 
	Assessment of Microorganisms Growing in Collected Biofilm Samples 
	Microscopic Studies 
	Thermal Measurements 
	Statistical Analysis 

	Conclusions 
	References

