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WE AHWRBA—FHAGRREF KRR, CRBIRRBLAHEA, mEFHA O BE, SR EERN To@ mK
Fo DNA, R AT A ZA FH AT, HARAFTRXELA TR L LM GG # 5 FIAL, 4o 3 306 25 M 20 14 49
P EAFRAEDWIREMA ,ERRBERPRRAL, BARALTHF, ADAXRAEAFAZHHER, R ALR
HREEFTRALNMEREMNLE, RHIN R At St Ml (FHSFADRBS) LW LERTHRAK
WHRRER EFRZE T ZRE, AXMERDARFOREFEAFA T EZOAHRE, TEMEAD A RBEFR

FarAmA A A WIS WA P R e AT R

KER KHAXRE; AWM, AN, RRBEHRAEE; RH T

XERS

Pt A DA A ME, AHEMAED G RER
TR E 2R, 2EREELAE 6 L AHE
P55 RO ,42 T NPT (B4E 125 T4 L
)T A R T 2 A 2R3 1100 fC 3
gelM, OB SR BIGE Y ) K B AR 3 AT A AR Ik
VR PE SO T S H 7 R BB R AR O L R
a0 Tz i ad #Evb A AR W LR S
(Planktonic bacteria ) Fl A4 #) #% iE 2% (Biofilm ) 75 44
Bt AW B 3R B LU Ui 4 A R Y PR
BEIE N T o 65% MM T AE Wy ds 5 A W Bl A G
JEHAE W B AL A 4 4048

Y68 J1 K (Photodynamic inactivation, PDI)
YER—FIoH S AE R W BOR | &% 2R G
FEAR IR, WA F T I Bk 2, A 5 51 R A it 25
PR X b B A KUK 52 i /NS5 i 2400 4. PDI i
FEIR I K& S HBGR) (Photosensitizer, PS) |, 72 A2 15 P 41
A i & (Reactive oxygen species, ROS) LA ik # &
KR (CINAn T L e 3555 ) 1Y H A1 i v
618 0BRGN RSB IR PDI X 22 4 1 K OB
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PDI 53 3 A~ r - S OB ASERGH (PS),
PS FESGIR AT A5 S 5% 16 ROS,ROS A4 #. 2%
SR (0,) FEHE A o5 (-OH) i S AL A (H,0,) Al
AP T (0,) %, 0GR b TR (So) Y
PS(“ps) B AT R M HL T 4549 ,2 L7 A AH I
A fi e BE B A AL T IR WO E RE DG R TS
M I R 7 4l 4 7 BLiE (Highest occupied molecular
orbital, HOMO ) BRiE: 2 F LA i 35 53 H3H (Low-
est unoccupied molecular orbital, LUMO), PS 7
HAMKBRES (S), BRBEBKS PS /b1
('ps™), ARy 'ps* AT A BEPIE RS O UL
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=HAB(T) B =EERS PS 45 1 Cps*) , iX —
I FEFR R £ (] 45 B (Intersystem crossing, I1SC) ,1SC
It RN Sps WY I ) ot LA DG SR P B TR 2
R 'ps* Fl Sps #f AT 228 8] S, 117 Pps* FF A H A,
153 LS 45 Fh Al 27 s ™,

Sps* it PAFP AL 5 A R 1) Type 1 AU
BLAVRFAE 2 L TR, 48 ps* B 1 ATl A
BRI (andn B RNy ) AR A
BB T BB, Flan Cps* B 1 AR
FNE 1 FIE R O+, 0,7 AT LUKE 48 i P 19 = fr gk
R AR, i a] LA S ) A A Al L
WS 2 LA IE I H,0,0 Hy0, X 248 J B 1)
VAR SR, Res A4 MR IT7E Fe” UL T
KRR N, 72 A - OH, - OH BA i m 1Y A i
JEHLAL (2,31 V), BA SRR A A AL, Be g 5 40k
(A6 P S A0 B 20 53 (LG A LTS e A= o
S5 ) R A AR BB BN, 2) Type I B 52 17 ) 4%

fERBEEER, 15 ps* HIEHRERG ML —ED
I COy) e R TR 10, BR T Type 1 A
SR A Type 11 B R AL, 84 — 26 SCHk B 2 T
Type I BGAGAAHLR] 33k 26 B N 50K,
PUNIEZN SUNCING RN 8 L N b 15 5 B R s
Mrag ik, B 1E t(RNAs 52 2L 3 mRNA & 5945
A, AT A M, B 1 RR T PDI A
AL

Type 1 #1011 % 137 ] LRI 2% A, 2952
PS bk AU LUK PS SIRYISE M IR, —
ML OLT , AREKE B A AT Type BN, T
Type 11 7Y S5 1 U 55 2 48 e B AE0MR B2 . PDIT = A= 11
ROS A L[] B 1 FH - 22 ol 8 1) A= 90 43 1007 i, A5
5. 1) 5 L L RR 45 & IR G 2 R e, =
S ML PN 25 B 5 2 ) A R PN g (R ) R, T
0 MR ;3) B0 DNA B9 A AL 495, B RS 5% 5% Bl

BRI,

| BB E
| IR O 0
s —Jymmme |
LUMO 6 X —
HOMO Q T "\\\\ 9
% W@ kL | E——
m *x J{'. LUMO Q N e e———
%& 15'[ * % | |[Homo '@ Type I
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SR SHF
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Fig.1 Mechanisms of photodynamic inactivation

1.2 el

SRR (PS) 52— Fh O A IF 45 44 3 24
AR ST 90, BV I P T B 2 0, 34
19 PS R4 L T O 1) TS RO
2V Ty RIS, BRI M AR B 3) A L Y
s R 1075 i 4) TERE AR, 7T AP DY £
SRHERS 3 5) KB i, B A fILUS101

4 PSR EE 2 =A% 144 PS 2 I nk

Wk S AT A= 91 (Hematoporphyrin derivative, HpD) .
1841 4, Scherer i £ 2% 5% ML T A9 2k 25+ )5 B
TK I3RS HpD  BJ5 , i W3 4 44 (photofrin®) £ 4
S5 1R PS, T 1990 4R AUHESE B £ it 24 it 4 HL R
FEUHEAE FHS, HpD 7 B 47 945 3 iz 9 i, 2R
A7 20 BTG, B 1o 1 22 % E S AR B B
R DGR AR P I A5 e A T AN B R
55 2 AN PS FE AT MRS WR2R AT BAT 454



245 H4W

FR S EDPREBRA Y R ALt

433

By 2l AR A TR 2 10 PS AR K I 22
N5 R B A= ) ) S840 5 v, ELAFAE VR AR
B 22 4 ) AT SRy T 0 PS X fi B 41 A B4 4547
P& PS BB Mk KR AT AE B R B 5B 3 AR
PS BT & R AR R A GE R AT SRS S
RIROCHGH (AnA% BRI G 22 B R Z B R
Ty Wi 2 Ak G 122045 ) ) IR G o U R & 1 AR
%, SO R i SR A B T R T R

w2 A4 AR By, il LR T HE £
ETZ/MAEY T, R UVA(~360 nm) FliE
TG B (~440 nm) A B RO B R A SR
PDI E A )3 90 5 e b, 6 i 24 P 40 5 1) FE
RS0 G 2 MR ER R B 4 22 Bk T SRR KSR

R, A PUR PUR R SR 7RI K 600 nm Ak
BRI E , 454 PDI G X B BA BER
PIERE, LwE, FENZERZETHEH
), BATZ PR PR PUMIE PR SEAEY
TP WO 32 AR WGk B (405~435 nm) , 2%
R FEE A Tpye TR WA i '0,, BEIR 40
JEE B A K A, T IR M FLBR AL G W) Iz A
T AR AFEY T, AR A K A0 5T L
PG T PE AN B ALE] , F2E  Type [ B0 B
- OH X V7 Wi 40 17, © 1 B R B b 14 A= 4 9k
JEEHRA B 25 A A ), 6 1 28R T HFr iz
WEFE 4R PS, & 2 51 T 384358 3 ARG
fh2f 254

F1 REFHIE
Table 1 Classification of photosensitizers
Je R A & T SR B K mm Lo K Lk
%1 RSB ek K 2 M v ok 600~800 LF L EK e E ARG [26]
%2 REHA kA AATAY 5 -RAFIKIE(ALA)  400~430  FH¥ed kg R EUE R [22],[27]
BRA A AT AW BREH 630~690  ROS /= & & AF R ad 1A K | AL m 3% [28]
% 3REHA R A REA Mk E 360~440  RALRRS BE EAETE [18],[20]
b E ~600 [21]
ES &Y 405~435 [22]
R B ¥ Bg ~420 [23]~[25]
WA KA G 350~630  dedrit ARk [29]
OCHjg o}
HO O O OH HO o eSS S
Wocm HOQ*
O O OH
(a) ZWHR (b) B & TR BR
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Fig.2  Structural formula of partial natural extract photosensitizer
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AR L AR (PS) B WSO 385 156 15 3 1R
JGUR, BAR B G IR AE PS 11 e KW WS I < X Bl 2
PEER S, PS 119 e R AT R IR T 2 &5 4 T R
FHRHAER, HRTAE PDI A bR HT 6 9 = 22

FART (LED ST HNEOEAT . LED XT/EA PDI G,
AW AL, AMEAEESESA FEYR, k5
WA G A 2, ISR AR B L1 A1 T8 2 S
AP AE PDIEER AR T2, 3R 2
494 7 H AT T PDI AR B34 6

®2 tEHSE
Table 2 Classification of light source

kR AF % & % nm i KF Lk
A By FGAB T ~630 R IR KR AR R R AR E (32]

& w7 350~850 RESH T TRERFZ OB [33]

LED 250~7 000 R EH AR GBRK, ELTE, LAHLE [31]

2 fRGHNEF M ERME

KLk B 2 pl iz B H T/ 5 255 A
TR A AR, RS (o S S 24 1 A TR
Wk T — A BRI AP, LE AT iU
(A Sk, B 25 P02 R BCR AR B n , T 25 7k &
TP 2 TR 1) B K AS TR T, i 3 A R 5 11
JERA R 2, 4 S06E 70 8 1 B2k 26 0 40 TR s A
() BE B i g 43

B THUA R, L G0 Ak A B R A 5
B0 \H0,.0, Al | O M55, SASEHEN G 9
2R T — 2 5 & B AT S AT HLA T RORE
TE B AR 28 1 R P (n = e kAR 2
2 55 ), H,0, HA IREE AT (431 7= R H,0 Al
Oy), ] RS 30 B 0 P o5, L AT 8 0k A 1 B v A0 B T
PR, Ding S5k 3 H,0, 23 1 BBk 148 48 | 530
AU K b B 2K o [FIES, Philip %591 Paula 48411
TF 5 44 5% B HLO, X A= 4 9k S 245 41 1R 11 R 2K

EH AR, O 7E s A Ak, ARk 3 R B A
WEMPIEAE S, M 05 & AFE M, Khadre 14
R 0 76 20 CHIE B 20 min, K6 $#2 T
F 25 Clr 22405 2 2~4 min, [FA,0; % 5
B EERN , FEEE S MEFRNE ., Keut-
gen S5 B O, 4b B G 0 AR BTG Ok Ik
Hh,Swami FEML B O, A B SE R 4R R C &
WAL T 2 83% ., LR LR H T I 5 2 b 2 fir
FT AT 2K Ay i 7 ) R B LR A B
Bt H ORI K A P &, R e
IR Ak HL f e e

5L G Ak M Bk ¥ X He ,PDT R i £
D RZERMG 2O S 2, AR 7k
it 250 53) AN s g & A B X, 280 PS A &
b B E IR I 4) 38 1 % PS B Berk a5 il £ 1 48
PS 1ML, PDL BAT iz R 5, 36 3 4h
TALEGAL IR R K PDL AR e o5

® 3 fEEAFMWEFF PDI MGk =

Table 3 Advantages and disadvantages of traditional chemical sterilizers and PDI

RE Tk k. % He b B AR

[t JE A R A FAHE KR TGS A % [37]
H AL % h

H,0, RBLANF, R NRARBE, S, EBEBELE  [39]~[41]
#

0, SRR F FoR R M 0 T A e BOE A A [42]~[44]

HR T JTIERE  RBLAF, # A T R g R LA AT A A B T A [45]~[46]

PDI FUERE R G R AT S SRS AT A AR 2 B R R e e K [47]
25 Ve Bt 2 e 2 BB R, R AR
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PDI BA 3 B4 i 1, AT A RO b 4 22
FCRHPE T (G+) A 22 [REA PR 1R (G-) , B 2= X 1 1
WA RORYS, H T 40 BE 2H il 22 S, PDIT X 5 22 [
BH P T 990 2% AR Pl o S . o 22 PP PR T
20 i BE SR SRWE PO BE R A A, AR 22 LAY 40 i
B £ [ 25 200 i S, PS n] LU A o 5 1A B O 5 M

— dmpEeE

BEEUE
fEER

BEREAER
BRRYE

oo ol 6 600/ LI0 50 0I010/0/0/001018101¢ s

[ERRIER

(a) 5 2 R FATER

NHLEES & o 2 RBIPE RAR A B9 SMEIE W T )
BN Dy REVE SR R, i 0 AL B0 22 A A P e
TR PS M AN R9EE, FHE T PS I AT AE
x5 22 R TR A O R AT 199 3 AR LA O i
L R AFAF RIS 1 PS AR HIRORAR R =1,
BRI 2 LA 3,

R

e
—@-
—O- — {BipeE
—O- IR
—@-
—@-

QO0x B8
S0 L e

(b) 4 22 QP

— 4BRAR

B3 E=RAMEBRMEZRAEEBEIL

Fig.3 Gram—negative and gram—positive bacterial membrane comparison

PDI % F 2% K V7 U 0 A 30t O & fE AR A R
R BT T S A 2R PS BR T B RN
FHF U A& PS W n] & FH I IR 2 L
e WA Rt #0 2 BH S R O B R R AE T, R
4 94T PDI 2 AR I W TR 245 1 £ 1544 300 1 1Y
U 16 PE ) 2 EHFSY . Brovko FSMRGE i 4L
PEIEHREL | PRI e B RN FL S G AR 5 R
9 PDIVE M . PDISCRHEF I T . g2 A
(G+)>ZF AT (G+) >V TTIRE (G-) > KA ¥
(G-)>PP Ry, (AR H R A2, L KB &
B T A HE BT T, L R A i 41 7 R
W 2 R W B — o A B VE R, A R 5
T AL LTI TR I 1 . Penha SECYRIF Y 22 8 R AT
4 Ffr £ WM 40 B A9 PDL SR 20 min B AT 5¢ 42 K
T g KPR B, 30 min 1 58 4 K36 K B R AN
G B O A IR . PDIACRHEF A0 i /K
B (G- ) >4 8 (03 % BRI (G+)> K I (G-)>
UG (G- ) >l 28 B B A (G- ) . Yassunaka
SR IR 9 A B LT K FLATT AR Wy B A TR RICR |, PDT &SR
HEF AT 4 B 65 3 4 BRI (G+) > 7K BRI T

(G=)>KMFF# (G=)>TP I TR TH (G- ) > £ {1 5
JLTE (G-) o S AR B ML BT (G—) W7 % PDI %3
AIHRPLHE T, 1M W8 K SRR (G- )l B o R K,
TR B [) 41 B8 X PDT A 41K BE 6 7 J B0 Aok 22
5o WA, PREELTER 2 A W) Ll AR R LT 225 BT 1Y)
PDI R, ARAAEV IR F IR N H BT A Y
B A5 B AL 45 21

AR VR R R S LR R AT AR W X 4
WO A BRI (G+) FIR A FF B (G-) %3l 1 K
PR, 0G R H A% PDI G . 0.15 mmol/L
0G 7£ UV-A[(8.25420.18)mW/cm?) F B 4§ 5 min
8 5 R H X 4 6 A A ER B 5 1g (CFU/mL)
(T4 A BE 1, AN, 0G 5 FRMIRS T2 R 1 4 142
BYE R Y 225 PDI SRS S, IR T
] R B850 ) A B 241

FRARLEY B PS 5 e w0k 254 0 B H T £
LR BHY B IR AT IR 2, Nikolal™ F BRI A £ 35
G2 BE & 45 4 5% LED (589 nm, 100 mW) 1 H
FIE A H A ERE (G+), BF5E 8K ,2.5 pmol/L 1 5
wmol/L 1 4x 2 Bk Z A5 W) 43 5l 7 3.8 il 4.1
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lg(CFU/mL) I 4, Su ZEPOHRTE T —Fif 3 %
Ky 5¢ B, £ 3596 T [LED, (455+5)nm, 1.9
mW/em?] HRSF 2 h, AT LLSE 4 I3 o5 2 i A 1
(G+) (Bl 9K (G-) Al Ay UGB (G-) , Heop %
19%4% #5221 WM 5 BRSPS 1.5 h BV AT 5 Bont jil %
ML (G- 5E 2 A K

4 EYWFRHNZ N KEHR

A W 4 FEE (Biofilm ) 2 Fh 200 B 1FE V% 43 00 200 Jif 4
B YIE A ST = dESE R AN AL
IPRIRFRE A, AP REEHE RIS
T U A0 DA AN [ P RRAE | L 28 RS 1Y) i A2 R 0, DR A
I 1) FE T N BB B LR PR B 0
2) TR 53 W Z R AE R ARG, S RPN 3) 2
ol 40 P 3 2o A RN 3 R R AR A2 R ) . U
A W 2 A0 T R B G 2 Bl BT I R G G 5 RE
J1 0B SR = R BT R R (WRE pH {H)
(TS 52 g 7, W IR 5 F 8 R 48 1 R P RE 117,
A= I R A Tl B ok F A A T, A A
i BRI R A R I (A% 26l RIS I 55 ) A3
FHR M (NGBS ORI ) o B TR A n T
W R 2= T E R IR R Y
TAAAE R, WA A DUE TR R
Wi, 355 V40 T PDI X AR W ol Bt il 4 1 055 e
() 3 B 5T,

543 SCHRXT [R] — PDI A 5 28 K7 Ui o X A=)
BERE AT T XL . X TR 1.2 RO,
Luksiene %™ #% £ 5% (LED,A = 400 nm) ¥ 7%
ALA Z K BEAEZF AT B (G+) , AR B RCR X PS
JE R0 2 s AR O ELG SR A R
ALA 7€ AH R £ 44 7F 20 046 F T 3 Uik B 0 26 4 bk
JEE 3 B T RO 0 R R T 6.3 A 4.0 1g (CFU/
mL), A Y R L LV U T B AR ) PR I
P Castro 55 ONKE IRk 55 5% TR 25 4 Ji5 i &5 b
MR- M, 72 DG BRGT 48 h IS, AR Bl
(IR 1k 52 A 3 i

Xt F 5 3 AROBEH , En—Sheng %5 CUXT 7 # 21
AT 1 4 ¥ €07 4 3K R AR 9 B (G+) 1Y PDI 3
FEVEAL, I FAR T 1% PDI AR 28 %0 77 7 B 70 A 1)
FEEAR SR AR . FEANEE R 3R TH H5 5% 24 h OB R
W IR JE B A M 9% IR 0.05 mmol/L ) 7 # 21 4b

IR TEE[LED, A (nm) = 540+5,50 J/em?)
T o AN R B R # 2T A B A T A G I B
i), 177 AR A€ LT A S A9 PDIAE A S, W08 20 145 20 it %
SEA A K, Cossu SN 18 B 20 F Y i) A=
Y1 10 mmol/L. GA b BRI FH UV-A (N = 365
nm) B85 60 min, I PEREAEZ) 70% ., Hendrik
SR ISIRIE 5T — b 2 T TR A 4 22 B R 4 oK ) Y
5, H# % (LED,A =589 nm,20 mW) HE &} 12
min, J& A5 H 45 5K TE (G+) T 76 B AR 4.3 1g(CFU/
ml) , {EARE R, PR B3R T PDI AL
R OFFE 6.8 1g(CFU/mL)), X A A S5 nas 1
A5 PS A MRE T NS T PDI AR, AT
FEER T RN RIE MK (G-) NG 2= M ke
(G+) 1y PDI A 7w , 6 (LED N = 455~460
nm, 1.14 J/em?®) #3% 1.0 pmol/L 22 8 % |5 min HJ
AJ 58 A oA K B ML (G- ) P UF 40, 20 umol/LL
Z R AR 60 min BB 58 4 4% KA W) g el oA
A OG 56 (LED,A =420 nm) &5 &, 4
BIVE T B o (G- ) 17 i 5 R e &
B AE 0.2 mmol/L. OG 4 T Y PDI 4t ¥ 15 min
(191.7 Jem?) J& , I Ui 20 e RV AS AT DL | JFC A= 4 e g
1E 60 min P JL-T-BEAR Bk (383.4 J/cm?)©" ) I ik 45 5~
HE— UL, B — TR PR B A 4 R L T U TR
BXELIR K, RIAERFE A 0 R RO T = i
PS ik i KO

FEILS A g B rp ) BB AR AR AR AN 1
— P4 , Banerjee SFF5E T A% B E A S PDI
X TR 22 24 K A 18 (G- ) i HY 480 04 b 48 B3 40 3
PR (G+) BB — R G TR 4 1A, 20— FR &
AR . B (LED, A = 450 nm,40 W/
m?) BT 50 wmol/L B B R , RIAT I (G- ) il 4 BT
O E BR A (G+) T 5 5000 5 R 1% 5 fl 4 1g(CFU/
mL), WA TFIEASME 539 T 7 f1 5 1g(CFU/
mL) ., PR S — A W B BB A 34% IR G
A=W B ATS BR AT 50% o TR G A= W4 FEE W 4 B ufe
W, IR AT B SETR A R EPS XG5
M A8 AR A, 0 T — AR W R, R
FAAT T (G- ) B8 5 Bl 2% 2K, 3 55 4% B 38 0 17 Jife 4 i
TH A AEH — B0 SRR IR A B 7R i A g i
RIGATI (G-) R T 3 & AT )y . SRl G
SETEIR KT, KRIGAT B R D035 B bk i 4 i e
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Research Progress on Photodynamic Inactivation of Planktonic and Biofilm Bacteria

Li Donghui',

Shi Yugang"*

(‘School of Food Science and Biotechnology, Zhejiang Gongshang University, Hangzhou 310035
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Abstract Photodynamic inactivation is a new pathogenic bacterium killing technology. It activates photosensitizers through

light sources to generate reactive oxygen species that target bacterial cell membranes and DNA, causing oxidative damage

and ultimately leading to bacterial death. Traditional sterilization methods are faced with many problems in the food in-

dustry, such as the emergence of drug—resistant bacteria, biofilm bacteria are difficult to kill, food nutrition and flavor

loss, and the high cost to application. As a non-thermal sterilization technology, photodynamic inactivation does not

cause sensory changes and nutrient loss of food, requires simple equipment and low energy consumption, does not cause

bacterial resistance, and has a good killing effect on bacteria (planktonic bacteria and biofilm), fungi, and even spores,

which has attracted widespread attention in recent years. This article reviewed the limitations of traditional antibacterial

methods, the principle of photodynamic inactivation, and the research progress of photodynamic inactivation in killing

planktonic bacteria and biofilm bacteria are emphasized.
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