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Summary
Background: Sunscreens are widely used to protect the skin against the harmful ef-
fects of solar radiation. It is not known whether solar protection factor of a sunscreen 
is altered by the concomitant use of other cosmetic products.
Objectives: The aim of this study was to analyze changes in the protective effect of 
different commercial and ISO standards sunscreens with high SPF applied shortly 
before and after application of non- sunscreens galenic formulas type moisturizing 
creams.
Methods: ISO 24444:2019 standard sunscreens, which claimed SPF 16 and 63, as 
well as 4 different claimed SPF 50 and 50+ commercial sunscreens were prepared 
and applied in different sequential order to the back of 25 volunteers and compared 
with different commercial moisturizing formulas. Ultraviolet (UV) reflectance pho-
tography followed by image analysis was used to compare untreated skin and skin 
treated with moisturizing creams alone and combined with sunscreens.
Results: The UV reflectance analysis showed no significant changes of the skin 
color reflectance treated with moisturizing cream compared with untreated skin. 
Application of the sunscreen formulations were associated with a 35% -  70% de-
crease in color related to the in vivo expected SPF, indicating significant UV absorp-
tion for all sunscreen formulas. All standard and commercial sunscreens showed no 
significant differences in UV reflection color level when combined with the different 
moisturizing creams applied before or after the sunscreen.
Conclusions: Effectiveness of low-  and high- protection sunscreens were not altered 
by the concomitant use of a moisturizing creams applied shortly before and after the 
sunscreens.
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1  | INTRODUC TION

Sunlight has numerous health benefits: it increases serotonin levels, 
improving mood, favors the healing of certain skin disorders, and 
intervenes in vitamin D synthesis.1,2 Cumulative lifetime exposure to 
solar radiation, however, can have deleterious health consequences, 
such as premature aging and skin cancer. The incidence of these 
disorders is increasing due to greater sun exposure and longer life 
expectancy.

Topical sunscreens are one of the most used measures worldwide 
to prevent skin damage caused by overexposure to the sun's rays, 
such as sunburn and skin cancer. Sunscreens contain substances that 
absorb UV radiation and may additionally reflect UV rays in case of 
UV filters in particulate form. These products offer broad protec-
tion against UVA and UVB radiation. Their use complements other 
elements that protect against direct exposure to sunlight, such as 
sunglasses, dark clothing, and hats.3- 7

Sun protection as claimed is achieved by applying the quantity of 
sunscreen recommended in ISO24444/EC recommendation, which 
is 2 mg/cm².8,9 Smaller quantities decrease the degree of protection 
offered. In addition, the cream or lotion needs to be reapplied every 
2 hours to maintain its ability to block the sun's rays. This protec-
tive ability is indicated by a numerical index known as sun protection 
factor (SPF), which is the ratio between the minimum erythematous 
dose of the skin with and without sunscreen to measured 24 hours 
after irradiation.8

Daily sunscreen use is increasingly recommended throughout 
the year, particularly in places with high levels of UV radiation such 
as the Mediterranean.10 Spain, for example, has very high solar ir-
radiance rates, but sunscreen use during the practice of sport and 
other outdoor activities is on the rise.11

Sunscreens are formulated using organic and mineral filters as 
sunscreens and combined with other active compounds as antioxi-
dant for a second line of protection against oxidative damage related 
to UV overexposure. The excipients of the formula will enhance cos-
metic appeal, safety, and performance. The protective effect (SPF 
and UVAPF) of sunscreens is assessed in in vivo and in vitro tests 
that are standardized across different countries. Europe regulation 
of SPF in under the standard ISO 24444:2019 while in USA is under 
FDA rules.12,13 UVAPF is under the standard ISO 24443:2012.14 
However, many people now use sunscreens in combination with 
other cosmetic products such as moisturizing creams to prevent 
photoaging and ensure hydrated, healthy skin.15 Moisturizers are 
generally applied combined with sunscreen because they contain 
more active ingredients designed to nourish and revitalize the skin. 
It is not known, however, whether the combined use of sunscreens 
and cosmetic products affects the SPF. Moreover, there are differing 
opinions among the general population about whether it is better to 
apply these products before or after the sunscreen.

The aim of this study was to determine, using non- invasive pro-
cedure as ultraviolet reflection photography, how the use of a mois-
turizing cream applied shortly before or after a sunscreen product 
affects the SPF.

2  | MATERIAL S AND METHOD

2.1 | Study design

We performed a comparative quasi- experimental study in which 
we compared the UV radiation absorption capacity of different 
sunscreen formulations before and after the application of a mois-
turizing cream. The study was performed in the Dermatological 
Photobiology Laboratory of the Medical Research Center at the 
University of Malaga in Malaga, Spain. The products were tested in 
25 healthy volunteers (15 women and 10 men) aged between 19 and 
50 years with Fitzpatrick skin type II- III. The volunteers gave their 
written consent to participate in the study after they had been in-
formed following the ethical principles of the declaration of Helsinki.

2.2 | Sunscreen and moisturizing products and 
in vitro SPF testing

Different combinations of commercial sunscreens with different 
commercial moisturizing products were tested. The combinations 
are included in table 1. For a control of known SPF we used the 
ISO 24444:2019 reference sunscreens products P2 and P8, which 
are sunscreens formulations that offer SPF of 16.1 and 63, respec-
tively.12 Both sunscreens references were provided by the company 
Solar Light (Solar Light Company Inc Glenside), with certification 
of their filter combination concentrations by the company. Control 
moisturizing cream for combination with P2 and P8 SPF stand-
ards were prepared using the same excipient formula as that used 
for the sunscreens but without the UV filters. The spectral trans-
mittance as well as the spectral absorbance of the formulas were 
estimated according to European guidelines following the stand-
ard ISO 24443:2020 for in vitro UVA protection factor.14 Briefly, 
transmittance spectra was determined by evenly spreading 1.3 mg/
cm- 2 of the product over PMMA plates of a surface of 5 × 5 cm2 
(Schönberg, Hamburg, Germany). The plate had a roughness simu-
lating that of real skin relief, as indicated by the aforementioned ISO 
regulation. After 15 minutes in the darkness, the sample was placed 
on the sensor (Ulbrich sphere type) of a Macam SR- 2210 double 

Summary statement

One of the key aspects of skin photoprotection is the use of 
sunscreens that covers with maximal efficacy all the solar 
UV spectrum, and their efficacy on skin can be altered by 
different circumstances. By means of UV reflectance anal-
ysis followed image analysis we were able to show that ef-
fectiveness of low-  and high- protection sunscreens, both 
commercial and formulas based on ISO standards, were 
not altered by the concomitant use of moisturizing creams 
applied shortly before and after the sunscreens.
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monochromator spectroradiometer (Macam), and illuminated with a 
300 W Oriel solar simulator (Oriel, Newport Corporation). Spectral 
transmittance spectrum was analyzed at 1 nm intervals in the range 
290- 400 nm, referred to the spectral transmittance of the blank 
PMMA plate coated with glycerol. The spectral transmittance and 
absorbance of the formulas with SPF 16.1 (P2 standard) and SPF 63 
(P8 standard) are shown in Figure 1. It is confirmed that any of the 
moisturizing creams used in the present study did not absorb any 
UV radiation and had similar transmission properties to the glycerol 
used as blank in the ISO.

The products were applied to rectangular areas measuring 
5 × 1 cm2 in the left and right paravertebral areas of the back as 
observed in Figure 2. Five rectangles were marked out in each area 
using a thin strip of Transpore 3 M tape with a width of 0.5 cm mea-
sured with a ruler (Figure 2A,B). To compare the optical properties 
and the effect of combination of sunscreens with moisturizing for-
mula, the high SPF (ISO P8 standard SPF 63) sunscreens formulation 
was applied to the left area of the back and the SPF 16 (ISO P2 stan-
dard) formulation was applied to the right area. In each case, a quan-
tity of 2 mg cm−2 (total, 10 mg of cream) was spread evenly onto the 
corresponding rectangle for 1 minute using a fingertip. Rectangle 
1 was untreated. Rectangle 2 was treated with moisturizing cream 
only, rectangle 3 with sunscreen only, rectangle 4 with sunscreen 
followed by moisturizing cream 10 minutes later, and rectangle 5 
with moisturizing cream followed by sunscreen 10 minutes later 
(Figure 2A).

2.3 | UV photography

All the application zones (rectangles 1- 5) were photographed using 
a UV camera (Figure 2C). The photographs were taken with a Canon 
EOS 1100D digital reflex camera (Canon Co.) fitted with two flashes 
with a Schott UG11 UV filter (Schott AG, Jena, Germany) to emit 
light in the region of 300- 400 nm. The camera was positioned 24 cm 
from the volunteers' backs and all the photographs were taken in 
darkness. The camera was controlled by Clear Stone MD photogra-
phy software (Digidmedys Co.). Six photographs were taken for each 
volunteer and saved for subsequent image analysis. In order to test if 
there is changes on UV reflection properties of products in the skin, 
rectangles 4 and 5 were photographed twice to test the effect of 
the combined use of moisturizer and sunscreen as follows: the first 
photograph was taken 10 minutes after the application of the first 
product and the second photograph was taken 10 minutes after the 
addition of the second product.

2.4 | Image analysis

All photographs were processed in ImageJ, an open- source soft-
ware program for processing multidimensional scientific images. For 
each UV photograph (ie, for each treatment), the program's color 
histogram was used to measure color reflectance as a function of 
the tonality of pixels in a selected area of the skin (Figure 2C). The 
histogram has a tonal range of 0 to 255, were 0 is the darkest color 
(maximum absorbance) and 255 is the lightest color (minimum ab-
sorbance). In our case, 255 was blue. An example of the image analy-
sis from the rectangle in Figure 2C is shown in Figure 2D.

In order to analyze the sensitivity of the UV reflectance level de-
pending on different level of sunscreen applied, 5 different quanti-
ties (0.5- 1- 1.5- 2- 2.5 mg/cm2) of ISO 24444:2019 P8 standard were 
applied in the skin of three volunteers and the pixel color intensity 
(0- 255 pixel intensity level) from the black/blue level was analyzed 
after taking an UV photography of the volunteer skin. The image 
analysis showed an exponential degree in the UV reflectance levels 
that reveals a high level of sensitivity of the method (Figure 3).

2.5 | Statistical analysis

The tone values resulting from the analysis of the UV photographs 
were analyzed in terms of percentage differences in each rectangle 
with respect to the untreated zone. Mean differences and stand-
ard deviations were then calculated for the group of volunteers and 
the effects of the moisturizing cream were compared by analysis of 
variance followed by Bonferroni correction for post hoc pairwise 
comparisons. Differences between treatments were considered sta-
tistically significant when P < .05. Data were analyzed in Microsoft 
Excel 2019 and statistical differences were calculated using the IBM 
SPSS 20 software package.

3  | RESULTS

The SPF 16 and 63 formulations both showed a different level of UV 
light absorption as observed in the different blue/black level of UV 
photographs (Figures 2Cand4).

The square corresponding to the moisturizing cream did not 
changed significantly (P > .05) to color level observed in the non- 
treated skin (reference of 100%) (Figure 4A,B).

In the squares corresponding to only sunscreen application, the 
mean difference in black/blue color was around 67% for the SPF 63 

TA B L E  1   List of combinations of sunscreens products and moisturizing formulas

Combination Sunscreen Moinsturizing

C 1 Anthelios 50+ Shaka Fluid Laroche Posay Lipicar Hydrating Laroche Posay

C 2 Eucerin 50 + Sensitive Protect Eucerin Sensitive Relief After sun

C 3 Helicare 360 Water gel 50+ Endocare Essential Hidrating Gel Cream

C 4 Isdin Fusion Water SPF 50 Isdin After sun hydrating Lotion



4  |     GÁLVEZ Et aL

formulation and approximately 35% for the SPF 16 formulation with 
respect to non- treated skin both at the beginning and after 10 min 
(P < .01). No significant differences were observed between values 
of color level between sunscreen alone compared to concomitant 
application of moisturizing formula before and after of sunscreen 
application.

Results of the combination of commercial moisturizing creams 
and sunscreens are shown in Figure 5. For each combination, a pho-
tography example of skin UV reflection color is shown. All the for-
mulas that confer SPF of 50+ (Figure 4A- C) and SPF 50 (Figure 4D) 
showed decrease in blue/black color level until around 37 −47% 
with respect to non- treated skin 10 min after application of sun-
screen alone. The application of moisturizing formulas, that do not 
confer any UV absorption in all cases of sunscreens/moisturizing 

combinations as observed in the lateral UV photos, resulted in 
not significant changes (P > .05) with respect to the application of 
sunscreen alone, independently of mineral or organic filter combi-
nation. Moreover, no significant differences were observed in the 
treatments when sunscreen formula was applied before or after the 
moisturizing cream in all cases (P > .05) (Figure 4A- E).

4  | DISCUSSION

Sunscreens containing mineral and organic filters to absorb or re-
flect different types of UV radiation (UVB and UVA) are widely used 
to protect against the harmful effects of excessive UV exposure.9 
The higher a sunscreen's SPF, the longer it takes for the sun's rays to 

F I G U R E  1   Transmittance and absorbance of UV radiation offered by a base formula (with no UV filters) compared the ISO 2444:2019 
standards P2 and P8 to sunscreens with an expected Solar Protection Factor of 16 and 63
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F I G U R E  2   A, Graph showing application of sunscreens and moisturizing cream to the right and left areas of the back. The same protocol 
was used in both areas to analyze color differences between a sunscreen with an expected sun protection factor (SPF) of 63 (left) and a 
sunscreen with an SPF of 16 (right). Rectangle 1, untreated skin; rectangle 2, moisturizing cream; rectangle 3, sunscreen only; rectangle 4, 
sunscreen followed by moisturizing cream; and rectangle 5, moisturizing cream followed by sunscreen. B, UV photograph of skin showing 
rectangles for different treatments marked with 3 M Transpore film. C, UV photograph 10 min after application of treatments. The yellow 
rectangle shows the area selected for light reflection image analysis. D, Pixel distribution for the rectangle shown in C

F I G U R E  3   Changes in UV reflectance in terms of pixel intensity of the ISO 2444:2019 standard P8 applied at different quantities per 
surface of skin (0.5, 1, 1.5, 2 mg/cm2). The figure pixel intensity levels on corresponds to each rectangle of right photo after image analysis 
calculations
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induce erythema. In this study, the first of its type to our knowledge, 
we have shown that the application of a moisturizing cream shortly 
before and after sunscreens of low and high Solar Protection Factors 
did not diminish the ability of the sunscreens to block UV radiation.

For a sunscreen to be effective, it needs to be applied generously 
(and where appropriate reapplied every 2 hours) to clean and dry 
skin.8 The reality is, however, that many people do not follow these 
recommendations and in addition they apply sunscreen over other 
cosmetic products.

We analyzed the absorption capacity of the sunscreens tested in 
our study after 10 minutes (and not the 30 minutes recommended by 
guidelines to ensure stability), as a recent study by our group found 
that optimal sunscreen protection was achieved just 10 minutes 
after application.16

UV photography has been used for many years to detect sun- 
induced skin damage invisible to the naked eye and recently is 
being used for sunscreens performance and potential both in vitro 
and in vivo.17 Apart from its clinical value, UV reflectance imaging 

F I G U R E  4   Data from UV reflection image analysis on the back of a volunteer treated with a sunscreen with moisturizing formula and 
sunscreens formulas of SPF 16 (right) and SPF 63 (left). A, 10 min after application of moisturizing formula in rectangle 2, sunscreen alone 
in rectangle 3, sunscreen (previous to moisturizing formula) in rectangle 4 and moisturizing (previous to sunscreen) in rectangle 5. B, 10 min 
after application of the moisturizing formula in rectangle 4 and sunscreen formula in rectangle 5
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F I G U R E  5   Data from UV reflection image analysis on the back of the volunteers treated with 4 combinations of sunscreens with 
moisturizing formulas. Combinations are shown in table 1. A, C1, B, C2, C, C3, and D, C4. Data are expressed in terms of mean black/
blue color values (%) observed in UV reflectance analysis of skin. 100% untreated skin values were used as reference values. For each 
combination treatments, the UV reflectance image is shown on the right of each figure
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is a useful tool for raising awareness about the deleterious effects 
of excessive sun exposure and the importance of proper protec-
tion. 18,19 As we demonstrate in this and previous works, the use 
of image analysis with high sensibility software for color levels in 
image pixels increase the accuracy of non- invasive techniques for 
UV effect on human skin. Recently Diffey et al demonstrate with 
UV photography on human skin and imaging analysis systems how 
effective can be along the day a simple application of cosmetics 
with SPF 15.20

As both sunscreen and skincare products have grown in pop-
ularity, it is only logical that they are frequently used together. 
However, little is known about how their combined application 
affects the protection provided by the sunscreen. Thus, the main 
goal of our work has been demonstrated. There is no alteration 
to the UV absorption properties, and finally to no changes in the 
SPF of the sunscreen formulas when combined to other skin care 
products. Therefore, user can be sure in the performance of this 
this skin cancer prevention tool for their daily use. Analysis of 
the UV photographs from our study shows that the moisturizing 
cream applied shortly before and after the two sunscreen formu-
lations did not alter their protective ability. So, when application 
protocols are correct and time between application of products in 
the skin are correct, no differences in UV photoprotection after 
sunscreen application is observed. By means of this technique, 
absence of sunscreen filters in formula do not offer any change 
of color in UV reflectance as observed in the application zones 
corresponding to the moisturizing cream, with similar blue/black 
color to zone with untreated skin. In order to confirm the UV pho-
tography observations objectively, we calculated the absorbance 
and transmittance of UV radiation for two ISO 24444:2019 stan-
dards (P2 with SPF of 16 and P8 with SPF 63) and compared with 
excipient alone as example of moisturizing formula and found that 
the moisturizer did not absorb UV light, confirming that it did not 
offer protection against the sun's rays (Figures 1Cand2). This ab-
sence of UV absorption has been also observed in all the com-
mercial moisturizing formulas used in the study, thus, the possible 
changes in UV reflectance changes of the images is attributed 
only to changes in sunscreen performance in the skin. Moreover, 
we tested the sensitivity of the UV image analysis system with 
the use of the ISO P8 standard at different quantities in the skin 
(0.5- 1- 1.5- 2 mg/cm2) in the skin and as expected for changes in 
solar protection factors related to sunscreen amount per surface 
of skin, color reflectance is decreased exponentially while sun-
screen quantity is increased. This has been previously analyzed by 
other authors in which decreasing quantity of the same sunscreen 
on skin, the SPF is decreased exponentially.21,22 So, the ultraviolet 
reflectance is a sensitive system for correlating potential SPF of a 
formula with respect to changes in their UV absorbing properties 
applied on skin.

The effect of application of moisturizing formulas concomitantly 
to sunscreens revealed no changes in UV reflectance color have 
been observed when combined moisturizing formulas to the sun-
screens in any of the 4 commercial combinations as well as the 2 ISO 

standards of low and high SPF combinations, independent of their 
order of application.

One limitation of our study is that it was conducted in a labora-
tory environment, with controlled temperature and lighting condi-
tions and protection against loss of product (and effectiveness) due 
to movement or friction with clothing. The effectiveness of these 
creams in natural conditions may, therefore, vary.

In conclusion, the effectiveness of low-  and high- protection sun-
screens were not altered by the concomitant use of a moisturizing 
creams applied shortly before and after the sunscreens. Ultraviolet 
photography is a very useful tool for analyzing the effectiveness of 
sunscreen products.

ACKNOWLEDG MENTS
The volunteers in this manuscript have given written informed con-
sent to publication of their case details. This work has been sup-
ported by the project no. PID2020- 117224RB- 100 of State Programs 
of Generation of Knowledge and Scientific and Technological 
Strengthening of the System from the Spanish Ministry of Science 
and Innovation. This is part of the research of the Institute of 
Biomedicine of Málaga (IBIMA) and the Junta de Andalucía work-
ing group CTS- 162. Funding for open access charge: Universidad de 
Málaga/CBUA

CONFLIC T OF INTERE S TS
The authors have no conflict of interest to declare.

DATA AVAIL ABILIT Y S TATEMENT
Authors confirm the absence of shared data.

ORCID
José Aguilera  https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1911-111X 
María Leal  https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5863-495X 

R E FE R E N C E S
 1. Faurschou A, Beyer DM, Schmedes A, Bogh MK, Philipsen PA, Wulf 

HC. The relation between sunscreen layer thickness and vitamin D 
production after ultraviolet B exposure: a randomized clinical trial. 
Br J Dermatol. 2012;167:391- 395.

 2. Sanmartin R, Pardos C, Doste D, et al. The association between 
atopic dermatitis and serum 25- hydroxyvitamin D in children: 
Influence of sun exposure, diet, and atopy features- A cross- 
sectional study. Pediatr Dermatol. 2020;37:294- 300.

 3. Skotarczak K, Osmola- Mkowska A, Lodyga M, Polanska A, Mazur 
M, Adamski Z. Photoprotection: facts and controversies. Eur Rev 
Med Pharmacol Sci. 2015;19:98- 112.

 4. de Troya- Martín M, Blázquez- Sánchez N, García Harana C, et al. 
Creation of the «Soludable» sun srotection accreditation program 
for schools. Actas Dermosifiliogr. 2019;110:830- 840.

 5. Eide MJ, Weinstock MA. Public health challenges in sun protection. 
Dermatol Clin. 2006;24:119- 124.

 6. Ponce S, Jódar A, Borrego L, Saavedra P. Behaviors, Attitudes, and 
Knowledge Related to Sun Exposure Among Medical Students at 
the Universidad de Las Palmas de Gran Canaria. Actas Dermosifiliog. 
2019;110:372- 384.

 7. Aguilera J, de Gálvez MV, Sánchez- Roldán C, Herrera- Ceballos 
E. New advances in protection against solar ultraviolet 

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1911-111X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1911-111X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5863-495X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5863-495X


     |  9GÁLVEZ Et aL

radiation in textiles for summer clothing. Photochem Photobiol. 
2014;90:1199- 1206.

 8. Verheugen G. Commission recommendation of 22 September 2006 
on the efficacy of sunscreen products and the claims made relating 
thereto. Official Journal of the European Union. 2006;265:39- 43.

 9. Burnett ME, Hu JY, Wang SQ. Sunscreens: obtaining adequate pho-
toprotection. Dermatol Ther. 2012;25:244- 251.

 10. Aguilera J, de Gálvez MV, Conde R, Pérez- Rodríguez E, Viñegla B, 
Abdala R, Segovia M, Herrera E, Figueroa FL. Time series of ultra-
violet and photosynthetic solar radiation measurements in Málaga. 
Actas Dermosifiliogr. 2004;95:25- 31. https://www.actas dermo.org/
es- serie s- tempo rales - medid a- radia cion- solar - artic ulo- 13057286

 11. Del Boz J, Fernández- Morano T, Padilla- España L, Aguilar- Bernier 
M, Rivas- Ruiz F, de Troya- Martín M. Campaing of prevention and 
cutaneous cancer detection in golf fields of the Costa del Sol. Actas 
Dermosifiliogr. 2015;106:51- 60.

 12. ISO 24444:2019. Cosmetics —  Sun protection test methods —  In 
vivo determination of the sun protection factor (SPF).

 13. FDA: Food and Drug Administration. Federal Register of 26 of 
Februrary 2019/ Proposed Rules. Rin 0910- AF43 21 DFR Parts. 
201, 310, 347 and 352. Sunscreen Drug Products of Over- the- 
Counter Human Use.

 14. ISO 24443:2020. Determination of sunscreen UVA photoprotec-
tion in vitro.

 15. Lodén M. The clinical benefit of moisturizers. J Eur Acad Dermatol 
Venereol. 2005;19:672- 688.

 16. de Gálvez MV, Aguilera J, Buendía EA, Sánchez- Roldán C, Herrera- 
Ceballos E. Time required for a standard sunscreen to become ef-
fective following application: a UV photography study. J Eur Acad 
Dermatol Venereol. 2018;32:123- 124.

 17. Crowther JM. Understanding sunscreen SPF performance using 
cross- polarized UVA reflectance photography. Int J Cosmet Sci. 
2018;40:127- 133.

 18. Walsh LA, Stock ML. UV photography, masculinity, and college 
men's sun protection cognitions. J Behav Med. 2012;35:431- 442.

 19. Walsh LA, Stock ML, Peterson LM, Gerrard M. Women's sun pro-
tection cognitions in response to UV photography: the role of age, 
cognition, and affect. J Behav Med. 2014;37:553- 563.

 20. Diffey BL, O'Connor C, Marlow I, Bell M, O'Mahony MM. A the-
oretical and experimental study of the temporal reduction in 
UV protection provided by a facial day cream. Int J Cosmet Sci. 
2018;40:401- 407.

 21. Faurschou A, Wulf HC. The relation between sun protection 
factor and amount of suncreen applied in vivo. Br J Dermatol. 
2007;156:716- 719.

 22. Schalka S, Silva dos Reis VM, Cucé LC. The influence of the 
amount of sunscreen applied and its sun protection factor (SPF): 
evaluation of two sunscreens including the same ingredients at 
different concentrations. Photodermatol Photoimmunol Photomed. 
2009;25:175- 180.

How to cite this article: Gálvez MVD, Aguilera J, Leal M, 
Sánchez- Roldán C, Herrera- Ceballos E. Sunscreens 
effectiveness are not altered by concomitant use of 
moisturizing creams: An ultraviolet reflectance photography 
study. Photodermatol Photoimmunol Photomed. 2021;00:1– 9. 
doi:10.1111/phpp.12745

https://www.actasdermo.org/es-series-temporales-medida-radiacion-solar-articulo-13057286
https://www.actasdermo.org/es-series-temporales-medida-radiacion-solar-articulo-13057286
https://doi.org/10.1111/phpp.12745

