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Effect of Steam Autoclaving on Laser Sintered Polyamide 12

Abstract

Purpose — The use of Laser Sintering (LS) in the medical sector has increased dramatically in recent years. With the move towards
direct use of these parts in clinical applications, there is a greater need to understand the effects of standard processes, such as

sterilisation, on the mechanical properties.

Design/methodology/approach — The research presented here focuses on the effect of a single steam sterilisation cycle on the me-
chanical properties of polyamide 12 parts manufactured using LS. The influence of water content on the properties was investigated,
with additional drying steps trialled to establish the potential to reverse any changes observed, and to determine their root cause.
Findings — The results show that steam sterilisation has a significant effect on the mechanical properties of LS polyamide 12 parts,
with a 39% reduction in elastic modulus, a 13% decrease in ultimate tensile strength, and a 64% increase in the elongation at break.
These properties were also all found to correlate with the water content, suggesting that this was the cause of the difference. The
original properties of the parts were able to be recovered after oven-drying.

Practical implications — These results show that with an additional drying step, LS polyamide 12 parts can be steam sterilised with

no effect on the mechanical properties.

Originality/value — This is believed to be the first investigation into the effects of steam sterilisation in isolation on LS polyamide 12
parts, the first instance of drying parts to recover mechanical properties, and the first instance of multiple water content measurements

being directly linked to the mechanical properties.

Keywords: Laser Sintering, Polyamide 12, Sterilisation, Water Content

1. Introduction

Over the last 30 years, Laser Sintering (LS) has established itself
as one of industry’s preferred methods of manufacturing func-
tional, end-use products using Additive Manufacturing (AM). As
with the majority of AM processes, material is joined layer by
layer to make parts from 3D model data (ASTM, 2015); with LS
selectively melting (or sintering) consecutive cross-sections of
a powder bed to build parts. For polymer materials, LS has
the added benefit of unsintered powder acting as support ma-
terial. This means that LS has the capability of producing mul-
tiple personalised and unique parts in the same build, with little
appreciable increase in manufacturing cost due to the geometric
complexity (Goodridge et al., 2012; Schmidt et al., 2017). Com-
bined with the relatively short lead times offered by AM, this
makes LS an attractive option for the medical sector, where there
is an inherent need for personalised, patient-specific medical de-
vices.

Often used in the creation of 3D models for the visualisation
and planning of complex surgeries, AM parts are also used di-
rectly to treat patients by acting as surgical guides or even im-
plants (Leiggener et al., 2009; Gibson, 2005). All these are
able to be produced far more effectively, economically and with
greater complexity than by using traditional manufacturing meth-
ods, resulting in shorter recovery times and reducing the need for
repeat surgeries. However, there are certain procedures that any
parts must be proven to withstand before entering a highly con-

trolled environment such as an operating theatre. Guidelines in
place for over 50 years, state that critical items (such as surgical
guides) which pose a high risk of infection if contaminated with
any microorganisms, must be sterilised before use (Spaulding,
1968; Rutala et al., 2017; Rutala and Weber, 2004).

As the use of AM in medical devices has increased in re-
cent years, specific guidance for the testing of parts is start-
ing to be produced addressing the unique challenges associ-
ated with AM. For example, with the potential for multiple
post-processing steps, specifying that the mechanical proper-
ties must be measured after parts have been “subjected to all
post-processing, cleaning, and sterilisation steps” (U.S. Food
& Drug Administration, 2017) could mean that different val-
ues are found. The effect of these steps therefore needs to be
more thoroughly understood, particularly for devices such as
surgical guides, which rely on the stiffness and dimensional
accuracy in order to maintain their shape while in use. For
polymer parts fabricated with other AM technologies, this
has occasionally been seen as a limitation, both due to their
stiffness and the need for more lengthy and expensive low-
temperature sterilisation methods (Dahake et al., 2016; Marei
et al., 2019). Some studies focusing on the effects of steam
sterilisation have been carried out (Marei ef al., 2019; Torok
et al., 2020); however the broad range of AM processes, ma-
terials, and sterilisation methods available, means that many
more combinations still to be investigated.

The term sterilisation covers “any process by means of which
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all forms of microbial life (bacteria, spores, fungi, and viruses),
contained in liquids, on instruments and utensils, or within vari-
ous substances, are completely destroyed” (Perkins, 1969). The
most common, and preferred, method of achieving this is through
steam sterilisation in an autoclave (Rutala et al., 2017; Rutala and
Weber, 2004), where direct contact with high temperature steam
is used to kill microbes (Dion and Parker, 2013). This method is
widely used in hospitals due to its effectiveness, ease of use, low
cost, and lack of any chemical residue.

While LS polyamide 12 is often marketed as being able to
withstand the conditions in steam sterilisation, there is a remark-
able lack of literature supporting this, with specific regards to the
mechanical properties. With such parts now being used for crit-
ical applications, such as surgical guides (Krishnan et al., 2012;
Leiggener et al., 2009), there is a need for a deeper knowledge
of how these parts are affected by the steam sterilisation pro-
cess. Some research has been carried out in this area (Haerst
et al., 2015); however, this only focused on the multiple re-use
of items and used a combination of different methods to sterilise
the parts, making it impossible to differentiate the effects of each
process. As the largest use of these parts is likely to be custom
made, single-use applications, the effects of a single sterilisation
cycle need to be understood more deeply. This research focuses
on these single-use applications such as surgical guides, where
only initial sterilisation is needed.

When exposed to the conditions present in an autoclave,
changes could be caused by either the exposure to high temper-
ature, exposure to moisture / water, or a combination of the two.
The first of these, exposure to high temperatures, was not ex-
pected to have a large effect on the mechanical properties of the
LS parts. This is based on the extensive research carried out on
the effect of temperature on LS powders during the printing pro-
cess, whose main focus is on powder re-use (Dadbakhsh er al.,
2017; Wudy and Drummer, 2019; Goodridge et al., 2012). While
thermal degradation of polyamide 12 can be experienced during
printing, the temperatures the unsintered powder are exposed to
(typically 160-180°C) exceed those of steam sterilisation (typi-
cally 121-134°C), and the time these are held at is much greater
(even exceeding 24h depending on the machine and build setup).
Despite this, it is common practice to reuse this unsintered pow-
der with either 100% virgin (unused), or a mixture of virgin
and used (unsintered) powder generally chosen to build parts
with comparable mechanical properties. Some research into the
effects of the temperatures experienced in steam sterilisation have
been carried out on LS polyamide 11, with no significant differ-
ence found after one cycle (George and Crawford, 2010).

It has previously been shown that the mechanical properties of
polyamides are affected by their water content, as the absorbed
water molecules break hydrogen bonds in the material, lower-
ing the glass transition temperature and potentially degrading the
polymer (Batzer and Kreibich, 1981; Jia and Kagan, 2001; Rajesh
et al., 2002; Razumovskii et al., 1985; Kurokawa et al., 2003;
Fan et al., 2009; Radheshkumar and Miinstedt, 2005). While
some papers have alluded to this affecting the properties of LS
polyamide parts (Goodridge et al., 2010; Cooke et al., 2011;
Gibson and Shi, 1997; Moeskops et al., 2004), few have explic-

itly measured this (Seltzer et al., 2011; Salazar et al., 2014) and
conflicting effects on the mechanical properties have often been
found. Focusing on the tensile properties, it is generally agreed
that the ultimate tensile strength and the Young’s modulus de-
crease with an increase in water content (Gibson and Shi, 1997,
Goodridge et al., 2010; Cooke et al., 2011; Salazar et al., 2014;
Haerst et al., 2015; Seltzer et al., 2011), however the effect on the
elongation at break has been reported to both increase (Goodridge
etal.,2010; Cooke et al., 2011) and decrease (Salazar et al., 2014,
Seltzer et al., 2011) as a result. It is worth noting that the major-
ity of these studies did not measure the water content directly, of-
ten only hypothesising that observed changes in properties were
due to increased water content. Additionally, the studies that did
measure the water content only considered two cases of “dry”
and “wet” samples, which were saturated under accelerated con-
ditions (namely being submerged at 90°C for 80+ days). This
process introduces more potential causes of any differences ob-
served (such as physical ageing or higher temperatures) and only
looks at the extremes of the possible water contents, meaning it
was not possible to observe a trend in the results. Another key
point, which has not been investigated, is whether after exposure
to these adverse conditions, the properties of the parts can be re-
covered through simple methods such as drying, or whether they
represent a permanent degradation of the polymer.

The research presented here investigates the effect of a sin-
gle steam sterilisation cycle on the mechanical properties of LS
polyamide 12 parts, separately investigating the effects of auto-
claving (temperature and moisture) and temperature alone on the
properties. The reversibility of any changes in mechanical prop-
erties was investigated as an indicator of the root causes, and a
methodology to simply measure the water content at the time of
tensile testing is presented.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Materials

Test specimens were printed on an EOS Formiga P100 Laser Sin-
tering machine using a polyamide 12 powder (PA2200). In to-
tal, 45 test specimens were built in a 1x5x9 (XYZ) stack, in
the same orientation (XY — with the longest dimension in the
x-direction, parallel to the front of the machine), in the centre
of a dedicated build. This ensured comparability between the
samples; however it should be noted that parts built in other
orientations are likely to have different properties. All parts
were built with a 50/50 mix of virgin (unused) and used pow-
der, a combination widely used in industry and recommended
by the manufacturer. The default “performance” parameters
for 50/50 PA2200 were used (Pfefferkorn and Weilhammer,
2017), these being laser power 21 W, scan spacing 0.25 mm, scan
speed 2500 mm/s, layer height 100 um and a bed temperature
of 170°C. Excess powder was removed from the parts in post-
processing by bead blasting and compressed air.
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Figure 1: Dimensions of a Type I tensile specimen from
ASTM D638. All dimensions in mm.

As Built Heat and Steam Heat Only
No Drying A B C
Air-dried D E F
Oven-dried G H J

Table 1: Combinations of conditioning (As Built, Heat and
Steam, and Heat Only) and drying (No Drying, Air-dried, and
Oven-dried) for each sample set.

2.2. Mechanical Testing

In order to determine the mechanical properties of the LS sam-
ples, tensile testing was used. All testing was carried out in
accordance with ASTM D638 (ASTM, 2014), with a type I
geometry used (as shown in Figure 1). A Tinius Olsen 5K
with Laser Extensometer was used, with 5 X specimens tested
per sample set at a rate of Smm/min. The Young’s Modulus
(E), Ultimate Tensile Strength (oy), and Elongation at Break
(€max) Were subsequently determined to characterise the mechan-
ical properties.

2.3. Specimen Preparation

Some of the tensile test specimens were kept “as built”, while the
remainder received a combination of either heating with steam,
or heating only (henceforth referred to as the conditioning step),
followed by a drying step prior to testing. These were chosen to
determine the effect of autoclaving (Heat and Steam) and of heat
only, with three drying methods chosen to identify the causes of
any changes observed. The combinations of these sample sets are
summarised in Table 1, where each label represents a set of 5 x
specimens.

Details for each of these conditioning and drying steps are
shown in Sections 2.3.1 and 2.3.2.

2.3.1.

To separately investigate the combined effects of autoclaving and
of temperature alone, three different conditioning methods were
used:

Conditioning

* As Built — no conditioning (control group).

» Heat and Steam — samples were subjected to steam at 121°C
for 20 minutes. Specimens were placed in autoclave
pouches for steam sterilisation, allowing them to remain
sterile after removal from the autoclave.

* Heat Only — samples were heated to 121°C for 20 minutes
(no steam).

Rapid Prototyping Journal

The conditioning was carried out immediately after post-
processing of the parts, with the autoclaving and heating taking
place simultaneously to ensure comparability.

2.3.2. Drying

In order to test the reversibility of any changes, three methods of
drying the specimens were investigated:

* No Drying — samples were tested immediately after condi-
tioning, without any drying.

* Air-dried — samples were left uncovered in a non-dessicated
environment for 7 days.

* Oven-dried — samples were held at 50°C for 7 days.

The “As Built — No Drying” specimens were used as a con-
trol group to compare all of the other combinations of condi-
tioning and drying to, as this represented the standard prop-
erties after printing. The air-drying and oven-drying were fixed
at 7 days to minimise any ageing effect. This was also expected to
be sufficiently long to ensure the specimens held at 50°C reached
their dried mass (see Section 2.4). As both these methods of dry-
ing were of equal length, tensile testing of all the “Oven-dried”
and “Air-dried” samples could be carried out at the same time.

2.4. Water Content

In order to determine the water content at any given time ¢ (wy)
during the sample conditioning and drying, two different meth-
ods were used. When the dried mass of the specimens (74ieq)
could be measured, the value of w; could be calculated directly
(as detailed in Section 2.4.1). Where mgrieq could not be mea-
sured directly (whenever there was no oven-drying step before
tensile testing), the initial water content of the build (wj,) was
determined and used to calculate the value of mgeq, Which could
then be used to find w; (as detailed in Section 2.4.2).

To increase the accuracy of the measured water content value
at the time of tensile testing (Wieg), both the direct and indirect
methods were used to calculate the pre- and post-test w,. The
mean of these was then used as the final value shown.

A summary of the entire conditioning and drying process is
shown in Section 2.4.3, detailing all of the required measurements
to calculate w; using the direct and indirect methods.

2.4.1. Directly from the Dried Mass

Where oven-drying of the specimens was possible, the value of
Mgried Was easily obtained by weighing the dried parts. Using
Equation 1, the value of w; was then be calculated for time ¢,
where m; was the mass of the sample at time t (ASTM, 2010;
ISO, 2008).
my — Mdried
— X
Mdried
As this process removed all moisture from the specimens, and
had the potential to affect the mechanical properties (through the
exposure to elevated temperatures), it could not be used before
tensile testing. However, since the effect on the broken (post-test)

100 1)

Wy =
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Figure 2: View of a fractured tensile test specimen.

specimens was of no concern, further oven-drying was carried out
on these to measure mgrieq for the broken specimens.

Note that it was not possible to use the value of mgyieq for the
post-test specimens to calculate the pre-test water content. This
was due to the tendency of polyamide 12 to fracture into more
than 2 pieces during testing (see Figure 2); and as these small
fragments could be easily lost, a comparison was not practical.

2.4.2. Indirectly from the Initial Water Content

For the times where the direct method could not be used, the
value of mgreq Was calculated, rather than measured (denoted
as Mgried™), by using the initial water content of the build (wjp).
Since sample sets G, H and J were oven-dried as whole speci-
mens as part of the conditioning process, the value of mg;ieq (and
their initial mass, mj,) were used to calculate wi,, using Equa-
tion 1. This initial water content (wj,) was assumed to be the
same for all sample sets as all the specimens were manufactured
in the same build.

With this value of wjy, the dried mass for any whole (pre-test)
specimen could be determined by measuring their initial mass
(mine) and by rearranging Equation 1 for mgyieq (as shown in Equa-

tion 2).
100
100 + win¢ )

This value of mgeq™ Was then used in place of mgieq in Equa-
tion 1 to determine wy.

2

*
Mdried = Mint (

2.4.3. Protocol Summary

As previously mentioned, the values of water content at the time
of tensile testing wex Were an average of the pre- and post-test
water content. The measurements required to calculate these for
each sample set are shown in Table 2.

Working backwards from these required measurements, and
including the additional oven-drying steps necessitated by the di-
rect method, an overview of the entire experimental procedure is
shown in Figure 3.

3. Results
3.1. Mechanical Properties

The results of the tensile testing are shown in Figures 4 and 5,
both as the raw data and the measured properties respectively. In
Figure 4, it can be seen that all the stress-strain curves are broadly
similar to one another, with the exception of the “Heat and Steam
— No Drying” and “Heat and Steam — Air-dried”; which can be
seen to be considerably different to the others, while following a
similar profile.
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Values of w; to average for wiegt

Sample
Pre-Test Post-Test
A As printed (Win) (ma pt> MA dried)
B After autoclaving (from mpac mpine,  (MBpt> MB dried)
Wint)
C As printed (Wig) (mc pts M dried)
D Air-dried (from mp ad, Mp int> Wint) (mp.pt> Mp dried)
E Air-dried (from mg a4, ME jnt> Wint) (mE pt> ME dried)
F Air-dried (from mg a4, MF int> Wint) (mFpt> MF dried)
G Assumed 0 -
H Assumed 0 -
J Assumed 0 -

Table 2: Values of w; to average to obtain wig. Shown are the
conditions to calculate, and the values required (shown in brack-
ets) for use with the either the direct or indirect method. The
mass values (m), are initial (mjy), after autoclaving (m,.), after
air-drying (maq), after testing (1), and after oven drying (mgrieq)-

60 T T T T T
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R
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Figure 4: Stress-Strain data from tensile testing, with the results
of all 45 test specimens shown. The majority of the curves can be
seen to be similar, with “Heat and Steam — No Drying” and “Heat
and Steam — Air-dried” samples appearing to be significantly dif-
ferent.

In Figure 5, it is worth noting that all of the samples ini-
tially resembled the “As Built — No Drying”, with any subsequent
changes due to the conditioning and drying. This initial value is
therefore shown across all samples for comparison.

3.2. Water Content

The values of wieg for the samples are shown in Table 3, where
the pre- and post-test vales are shown alongside the mean. The
negative values shown indicate that the mass increased after
oven-drying, suggesting the water content increased during
drying. However, the mass change for this was approximately
0.002 g, which could be attributed to a zeroing error, to a drift
in the machine calibration or to human error when handling
the samples. Since these values were small relative to the
changes observed for the ‘“Heat and Steam” samples, this was
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Figure 5: Tensile properties for all combinations of conditioning
and drying, values are shown as the mean =+ standard deviation.
Here it can be seen that the “Heat Only” samples do not show
any significant difference to the “As Built” samples, whereas the
“Heat and Steam” samples show a marked decrease in modulus,
decrease in ultimate tensile strength and increase in elongation at
break. These differences are shown to be reversed by the drying
steps, with all of the oven-dried samples re-gaining their original
mechanical properties.
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e Water Content / %
Sample Description
Pre-Test  Post-Test ~ Average
A —No Drying 0.13 -0.02 0.05
As Built D — Air-dried 0.14 0.07 0.11
G - Oven-dried 0 - 0
C — No Drying 0.13 -0.03 0.05
Heat Only F — Air-dried 0.07 0.06 0.07
J — Oven-dried 0 - 0
B — No Drying 1.01 0.68 0.84
Heat and S
Steam E — Air-dried 0.60 0.48 0.54
H - Oven-dried 0 - 0

Table 3: Calculated water content during testing, see Table 2 for
methodology. All values are £0.01.

deemed acceptable and the values can be assumed to repre-
sent a 0% water content.

The properties shown in Figure 5 are again shown in Figure 6
with respect to wiegt. A linear fit has been added, with the cal-
culated R? value shown as a measure of the goodness of fit. The
value of wj, was found to be 0.13+0.00%, and the value of wy.
was found to be 1.4940.02%.

4. Discussion

From the data shown in Figures 4 and 5, it can be clearly seen
that there was a change in the mechanical properties after auto-
claving (Heat and Steam). For these samples, £ and Oy were
initially lower than the as built values, whereas €n,x was signifi-
cantly higher. These trends match those found in the literature for
Ous and E, and agrees with the trend in €n,x Where an increase
in water content was not achieved under accelerated conditions.
The samples which were exposed to heat only also showed the
expected behaviour, with no significant change in the mechanical
properties after exposure to the higher temperatures.

The reason for examining the different drying processes, was
to determine the underlying cause of the differences observed.
In the scenario where water content was the cause of any differ-
ences, logic dictates that after drying, the properties would revert
to their original values. However, if these differences were caused
by other factors (such as high temperatures), then this reversibil-
ity would not be expected. The results shown in Figures 4 and 5
clearly show that the “Heat and Steam” samples regain their orig-
inal mechanical properties after oven-drying and partially regain
them after air-drying. When combined with the lack of a dif-
ference in the “Heat Only”, this suggests that the causes of the
differences were due to the water content of the parts.

This theory was further supported by the measured water con-
tent (shown in Figure 6), where all the mechanical properties
show a negative trend with the measured wig; in this, the air-
dried samples show a higher wi than the oven-dried, whereas
all the other samples have a similar water content. The samples
initially exposed to the oven heating at 121°C, do not display a
large divergence from the as built samples (Figure 5), again sug-
gesting that the water content, rather than the temperature was the

cause of the differences. Although a linear fit is shown in these
results, similar experiments on injection moulded polyamide 6
samples (Jia and Kagan, 2001), suggest that these trends may not
in fact be linear. Further work could focus on measuring the ef-
fects of water content over a wider range of values to obtain a
more accurate measure of the effects on the mechanical proper-
ties.

Throughout this research, the sterility of the parts after
the initial steam sterilisation was not maintained. For prac-
tical applications, this would need to be investigated further
to ensure that the parts remained sterile after conditioning.
For oven-drying, this could be achieved by using autoclave
bags / pouches during steam sterilisation (as in this experi-
ment) and subsequently drying both the part and bag inside
an oven. Alternatively for air-drying, this could be carried
out in a class II biological safety cabinet, enabling the part
to be uncovered while increasing the airflow over the part.
However, it is worth noting that the time required to fully dry the
parts is likely to be dependent on the geometry, meaning it is not
possible to determine a standard drying time. In these instances,
repeated weighing of the part should be carried out, with the 0%
water content achieved when the mass values plateau.

5. Conclusion

It has been shown that steam sterilisation (exposure to heat and
steam in an autoclave) does affect the mechanical properties of
LS PA2200 parts. Lower values of E and oy were found af-
ter sterilisation, along with higher values of €y,,x. These changes
were found to directly relate to the water content, with the origi-
nal properties re-obtained after drying of the samples. From these
results, a further post-processing step of oven-drying is suggested
after autoclaving for single-use applications where the properties
of the printed parts are critical.

6. Further Work

Before application in a critical setting, the effect the drying
processes have on the sterility of the printed parts would have
to be tested. In terms of the mechanical properties, the effect
of orientation in the build could be investigated, as well as
whether the crystallinity of the parts is affected by either the
conditioning or drying processes.

References

ASTM (2010), “Standard test method for water absorption of
plastics,” Standard, ASTM International, West Conshohocken,
PA.

ASTM (2014), “Standard test method for tensile properties of
plastics,” Standard, ASTM International, West Conshohocken,
PA.

ASTM (2015), “Standard terminology for additive manufacturing
— general principles — terminology,” Standard, ASTM Interna-
tional, West Conshohocken, PA.

Page 6 of 21



Page 7 of 21

oNOYTULT D WN =

2200

a1
ey

Rapid Prototyping Journal

(=2}
o

¥ A
o B 50 %
2000 c © $
g o Saor T%
) AE =
o F <
S 18001 % % S 48|
= e 2
g i iw 2
= i v B AT
g 16001 R%=0.86 )
b= T 46
Q (0]
% } |
& 1400 | © 45
w ©
£
S 44
1200 | >
43}
)
1000 b— : ‘ ‘ ‘ 42— : :
0 02 04 06 08 1 0 02 04

Water Content / %

(a) Elastic Modulus (E).

Water Content / %

(b) Ultimate Tensile Strength (Oyys)-

I A I A
¢ : i
¢ D $ D
5 E 501 1 E [
F - F
ER) % Z G i
S 451
P 2 i |
RN = ¥
R?=0.97 S 40 R?=0.87 i
2 \
S 35 T
T c
T o
Wt $
L 9
E 25 }[
‘ ‘ Py ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
0.6 0.8 1 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

Water Content / %

(c) Elongation at Break (€max)-

Figure 6: Effect of water content (ws) on mechanical properties. Linear fits have been added, with the R? values shown, and all of

the properties displaying a negative trend with increasing wyegt.

Batzer, H. and Kreibich, U.T. (1981), “Influence of water on ther-
mal transitions in natural polymers and synthetic polyamides,”
Polymer Bulletin, Vol. 5 No. 11, pp. 585-590.

Cooke, W., Tomlinson, R.A., Burguete, R., Johns, D. and Vanard,
G. (2011), “Anisotropy, homogeneity and ageing in an sls poly-
mer,” Rapid Prototyping Journal, Vol. 17 No. 4, pp. 269-279.

Dadbakhsh, S., Verbelen, L., Verkinderen, O., Strobbe, D.,
Puyvelde, P.V. and Kruth, J.P. (2017), “Effect of PA12 pow-
der reuse on coalescence behaviour and microstructure of SLS
parts,” European Polymer Journal, Vol. 92 No. Supplement C,
pp- 250-262.

Dahake, S.W., Kuthe, A.M., Mawale, M.B. and Bagde, A.D.
(2016), “Applications of medical rapid prototyping assisted
customized surgical guides in complex surgeries,” Rapid Pro-
totyping Journal, Vol. 22 No. 6, pp. 934-946.

Dion, M. and Parker, W. (2013), “Steam sterilization principles,”
Pharmaceutical Engineering, Vol. 33 No. 6.

Fan, X., Lee, S.W.R. and Han, Q. (2009), “Experimental in-
vestigations and model study of moisture behaviors in poly-
meric materials,” Microelectronics Reliability, Vol. 49 No. 8,
pp- 861-871.

George, M.J. and Crawford, R.H. (2010), “The effects of dry heat
sterilization on parts using selective laser sintering,” in Solid
Freeform Fabrication Symposium, pp. 312-320.

Gibson, I. (2005), Advanced manufacturing technology for med-
ical applications: reverse engineering, software conversion,
and rapid prototyping, John Wiley, Chichester, England.

Gibson, I. and Shi, D. (1997), “Material properties and fabrica-
tion parameters in selective laser sintering process,” Rapid Pro-
totyping Journal, Vol. 3 No. 4, pp. 129-136.

Goodridge, R., Hague, R. and Tuck, C. (2010), “Effect of long-
term ageing on the tensile properties of a polyamide 12 laser
sintering material,” Polymer Testing, Vol. 29 No. 4, pp. 483—
493,

Goodridge, R., Tuck, C. and Hague, R. (2012), “Laser sintering
of polyamides and other polymers,” Progress in Materials Sci-
ence, Vol. 57 No. 2, pp. 229-267.

Haerst, M.J., Wolf, R., Schonberger, M., Wintermantel, E., En-
gelsing, K., Heidemeyer, P. and Bastian, M. (2015), “Ageing
processes in laser sintered and injection moulded pal2 follow-
ing hygienic reprocessing,” Rapid Prototyping Journal, Vol. 21
No. 3, pp. 279-286.

ISO (2008), “Plastics — determination of water absorption,” Stan-
dard, The British Standards Institution.

Jia, N. and Kagan, V.A. (2001), “Mechanical performance of
polyamides with influence of moisture and temperature — ac-
curate evaluation and better understanding,” in J. Moalli (Ed.),
Plastics Failure Analysis and Prevention, William Andrew
Publishing, Norwich, NY, Plastics Design Library, pp. 95-104.

Krishnan, S.P., Dawood, A., Richards, R., Henckel, J. and Hart,
AJ. (2012), “A review of rapid prototyped surgical guides for
patient-specific total knee replacement,” The Journal of bone
and joint surgery. British volume, Vol. 94-B No. 11, pp. 1457—
1461.

Kurokawa, M., Uchiyama, Y., Iwai, T. and Nagai, S. (2003),
“Performance of plastic gear made of carbon fiber reinforced
polyamide 12,” Wear, Vol. 254 No. 5, pp. 468—473.

Leiggener, C., Messo, E., Thor, A., Zeilhofer, H.F. and Hirsch,
J.M. (2009), “A selective laser sintering guide for transferring



oNOYTULT D WN =

41

Rapid Prototyping Journal

a virtual plan to real time surgery in composite mandibular re-
construction with free fibula osseous flaps,” International Jour-
nal of Oral and Maxillofacial Surgery, Vol. 38 No. 2, pp. 187—
192.

Marei, H.F., Alshaia, A., Alarifi, S., Almasoud, N. and Abdel-
hady, A. (2019), “Effect of steam heat sterilization on the accu-
racy of 3D printed surgical guides,” Implant dentistry, Vol. 28
No. 4, pp. 372-3717.

Moeskops, E., Kamperman, N., van de Vorst, B. and Knopppers,
R. (2004), “Creep behaviour of polyamide in selective laser
sintering,” in Solid Freeform Fabrication Symposium, pp. 60—
67.

Perkins, J.J. (1969), “Chemical disinfection,” in Principles
and Methods of Sterilization in Health Sciences, Charles C
Thomas, Springfield, [llanois, chap. 14, 2 edn., pp. 327-344.

Pfefferkorn, F. and Weilhammer, J. (2017), “Open and flexible:
Eos part property management provides both individualization
and standardization,” Whitepaper, EOS GmbH, Munich, Ger-
many.

Radheshkumar, C. and Miinstedt, H. (2005), “Morphology and
mechanical properties of antimicrobial polyamide/silver com-
posites,” Materials Letters, Vol. 59 No. 14, pp. 1949-1953.

Rajesh, J.J., Bijwe, J., Venkataraman, B. and Tewari, U.S. (2002),
“Effect of water absorption on erosive wear behaviour of
polyamides,” Journal of Materials Science, Vol. 37 No. 23, pp.
5107-5113.

Razumovskii, L., Markin, V. and Zaikov, G. (1985), “Sorption
of water by aliphatic polyamides. review,” Polymer Science
U.S.S.R., Vol. 27 No. 4, pp. 751-768.

Rutala, W.A. and Weber, D.J. (2004), “Disinfection and steriliza-
tion in health care facilities: What clinicians need to know,”
Clinical Infectious Diseases, Vol. 39 No. 5, pp. 702-709.

Rutala, W.A., Weber, D.J., Weinstein, R.A. and Siegel, J.D.
(2017), “Guideline for disinfection and sterilization in health-

care facilities, 2008, available at: https://www.cdc.gov/
infectioncontrol/guidelines/disinfection/.

Salazar, A., Rico, A., Rodriguez, J., Escudero, J.S., Seltzer, R.
and de la Escalera Cutillas, FM. (2014), “Monotonic load-
ing and fatigue response of a bio-based polyamide PA11 and a
petrol-based polyamide PA12 manufactured by selective laser
sintering,” European Polymer Journal, Vol. 59, pp. 36-45.

Schmidt, M., Merklein, M., Bourell, D., Dimitrov, D., Hausotte,
T., Wegener, K., Overmeyer, L., Vollertsen, F. and Levy, G.N.
(2017), “Laser based additive manufacturing in industry and
academia,” CIRP Annals, Vol. 66 No. 2, pp. 561-583.

Seltzer, R., de la Escalera, EM. and Segurado, J. (2011), “Ef-
fect of water conditioning on the fracture behavior of PA12
composites processed by selective laser sintering,” Materials
Science and Engineering: A, Vol. 528 No. 22, pp. 6927-6933.

Spaulding, E.H. (1968), “Chemical disinfection of medical and
surgical materials,” in C. Lawrence and S.S. Block (Eds.),
Disinfection, sterilization and preservation, Lea & Febiger,
Philadelphia, pp. 517-531.

Torok, G., Gombocz, P, Bognéar, E., Nagy, P, Dinya, E.,
Kispélyi, B. and Hermann, P. (2020), “Effects of disinfection
and sterilization on the dimensional changes and mechanical
properties of 3D printed surgical guides for implant therapy —
pilot study,” BMC Oral Health, Vol. 20 No. 1, p. 19.

U.S. Food & Drug Administration (2017), “Technical consider-
ations for additive manufactured medical devices,” Guidance
for Industry and Food and Drug Administration Staff, p. 22,
Docket No. FDA-2016-D-1210.

Wudy, K. and Drummer, D. (2019), “Aging effects of polyamide
12 in selective laser sintering: Molecular weight distribution
and thermal properties,” Additive Manufacturing, Vol. 25, pp.
1-9.

Page 8 of 21


https://www.cdc.gov/infectioncontrol/guidelines/disinfection/
https://www.cdc.gov/infectioncontrol/guidelines/disinfection/

O

19 5

‘ge 9

I

of 21

13

Rapid Prototyping Journal

J O WN =

9Ld

o7

165

Y

|

A

3.2

A



oNOYTULT D WN =

Rapid Prototyping Journal

Figure 2: View of a fractured tensile test specimen.
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Figure 5 (a): Tensile properties for all combinations of conditioning and drying, values are shown as the
mean * standard deviation. Here it can be seen that the "Heat Only" samples do not show any significant
difference to the "As Built" samples, whereas the "Heat and Steam" samples show a marked decrease in
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shown to be reversed by the drying steps, with all of the oven-dried samples re-gaining their original
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Figure 5 (c): Tensile properties for all combinations of conditioning and drying, values are shown as the
mean * standard deviation. Here it can be seen that the "Heat Only" samples do not show any significant
difference to the "As Built" samples, whereas the "Heat and Steam" samples show a marked decrease in
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shown to be reversed by the drying steps, with all of the oven-dried samples re-gaining their original
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