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VIR b 5 2R TAURERE , X DASE B0 AP (4 & i A0 IS
i, HLTBESZI M AR ) R T 454, AT i i 2H 2
B TCIE S . IR B 6 b R s S i B T
B, ML AW Z B /i, 259a9/EH
Ff A, 20 B X 2 ) P AR v S i 2 R R I BRI, o
HPiERN 52 A, FHit, RFTEFK
— PRI, AR T e A TR B B s

PAE, JHiEITYE (antimicrobial photot—
herapy, aPT) Wi a{ A G TT PR 1A R GL 1) 3 F
B, AIHIBIVIAOR IS PR THAITROR,, RIS SR S =
PURPLEER AR, ST VA RIS 51k DA )
XU E AW S %, R—FEA RiFA
JE Hl 5 AP AR B SR GIR YT . ARSCRER G P
STIRYT F PR AR (4 JR] B i 9 E R A T 250
FERTHEA R TRE,

2 AMBEITERKERBEDR
[ 38

AT B A LB S B AR W R R
FERFEAL AR

2.1 IR

2,11 B xR AR 0 B4R R A AERROIK

e P E V& YY (antimicrobial photothermal
therapy, aPTT) 1, JGH)REE Al @ WA N
BKA> EAE I, BB D R EE TR B K. R
T4 s SR A IAEE P, B R ETHIR
T 325 1) 417 ) B T A AE T B . BT K G
HAT EROERERY RS, T8 X R 20K A
VER BRI A B (FHEEKR
980nm) A A AL ER IO (B K N 10600nm)
AN,

2.1.2 RBAMHANF 8L BAER

HTFULLLAh — LMt AR S B iy,
(FRER (ST R S S ) WA\ el B BURE N |
IR, BORMUAR GRS e BB, T (e SR
LR T . F WL AT 36 A S8 0 S
ey BRakE " SE S A A AR ERL
55, W HRPCEE S 808nm HYIELLIME,

2.2 RMFHE

Fe Ak 2A 18 2 38 YA YL B R AFAE 1 L
B T N T A 7S (reactive oxygen

o S 2 AR B R Ak

species, ROS) , Ml 955 SR G A Py R A 7

2.2.1 EMHAZGEA

ROS B —REF AN R AR BFR, EEAFHE
AHETF (0,) . dEM4ALE (H0,) . #EHMH
£ (OH %) firgssE ('0,)) %, wlEidsLE
HEE (FR2RASH) rREERTEZR,
BB IR T AR R P AE TR AR . ROS 1A 73 68
JIRIUAFI A A AN, FEAR T A A RE
AR, E 4T el RS R AR R A D
2 FIRETA ROS, M v FEiG IG5, A 4
JRYLERAL ROS R FHIAEBE | &= F, ROS 78 HAEH
JEEIN (NT 20nm) AR g AR A o
BT ROS A4 st B, SRS T, AR
B ROS ik EHESGAMEER, Wik, 48
JRy SRR B R S YA LR I B 3,

2.2.2 IPRMABAANFHIRIN NIA ETT

Y #h 1 ¥ B 36 ¥7 (antimicrobial photody—
namic therapy, aPDT) , f&H2IRAER T WG (I
KAE 380 ~ 780nm Y N) E I & MR G RG]
(photosensitizer, PS) , HHMESKIT RHMAS,
AR ] ESSEP R GEE, FHAP=ES
AR RLSAE (10,) SFIGMEARE, MR Gd
B A M, o e R R B e B T L U
5 GHIGR W SR K AR PLRL

el HHUREIEYT T R SN G EIGR] AL g vy
WERES (WP AR MY, WoERE . Endr e
SEYukl, HBECR PSS 660nm, 635nm A 520nm
FeAr) . R (ks ", s o HA A
&, HIOR IS5 465nm F1 450 nm ZiAy) FAIK
WA M S (R 415nm ZeA)

2.2.3  NRBEABFNANF A EXET

Pt W ¥4 Ot (antimicrobial blue light, aBL)
IT R IR — MO B R B i, EE BN
400 ~ 470nm AR WG, FEICTR AN G EGH
FRIAE T T2 Pl R B B VB e B RE A
PURWOCVER T BRI (P.g) . R
P (P.1) S5 IR R PR GRS Gl (D Jogk Nk
W), EROS HI G AN E, JEMm BN,
SRR B TR b, e
FECR R R RS B A B A, BRI T R ARG
SN, REANZEA . B AR T = P,
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2.2.4 RBAANAFAMEILILE G

JefEALF (photocatalyst) FEAEPKIG (4%
HMEEE) BT, WEHB AT RO R T (R
F -S5O, R A Ry R AR RE AR RO AR
BT (O,) FEIRTERE, MIMRHEREFE L ik 4aE,
BIESACFPUREEN . % H LR E &8 Ak
Ya AL EHEAL R (40 TiO,. WO, ZnO, CdS4%) |
TR H] (40 Ti-MCM—48 FfLF1) .
AR (ks BERIbEY) 4,

3 StHETTIEEIRT MR E R
RN A

3.1 RSN IR YT R AE (R R

IR, SGHUY TE PR IR ] SR E T v .
FAIF 9T 0F 8 32 B2 AR T TR AR (R R T B AL PR E A
O A, ZEEUS T RIFEERNIMIRESER, Bt
BRIEF] 90% LA E PP (%)

Hong % ™ BF % 7 — Fh gk flvii 14 2 17 BLS, 44
KEEFN Ag,PO, KK T W BUE A IREM R, %
% 2% Sa B Ik F] 99.45%, Zhu £ PR &
T —FhER R T 7 B 1 1) MoS,/ Ag YK AL
B ZAPRE, HE 660nm Y6 R B8 5 R % Sa iy A% K F
%% 98.66%,

WA AW TS 03 RGP ROER .
Zizhou Feng 4 P Fi| F 48 W B ot J5 (808nm,
660nm) [F T HE S CS@MoS, E A2, Mk Hit
WS T PERE, SR ARRIIRZERA R
BIPTEEPERE, 7E 10 4380 N T RAA K 99.65% 1Y 4
ke (B 1)

3.2 A FRRIATT MR E R

3.2.1 SMRMABNAG RN HIE G

Hesh IIIFEAE RSN R KR Z RN R
U B9 A B AR fn e 4 (5% 2) . Radunovic,

Saffarpour. Azizi'® =" & % 9 aPDT X Ff 4 44 &
TGRS PR TR . AR BB DA S LA T 25
BB HA BB PIREEE, B R R 3 A i
iE,

— 5 PR % B0 aPDT BEAHLMIE A, AT DA
R F e B A WU B S AP B IR T R . Seigo™ S5
9% & A He AL GEHLE B, aPDT w] DA /D FhAH (4
JEMmHE &, MR ERAAE A BT, e AL
R TR R R i A K., Zhao % ™ % 3| aPDT
F 5 B AU G176 97 PR (4 B ge ] DA ZF R
DR EEL L T, A 2 MR (AR 45 DL 85005 T 1) i S TR I
B 5, HEUW . iR AA %A X,
WRER B EAE, BT HUS, Ahmed 4 P
TR, 7E I ZOKE PR B i H aPDT S5 BIGYT
TR AR AR ] 1] ¢ W DA S 35 IO I IR . U 2 R A2 2
BRI E S50, A TR BReR .

Aid, aPDT IRIFRCR 5 A LR ERA K E %)
Hi%. Seigo % P fF5r % ¥ PDT Xfil#id 7Tmm %y
FRABE AR B AS A PL R RO B 22, 3X 5 FPAE 14 J] BBl % 5
AR AU I J Ve DA IR B D R B R AR R, A
S B DR BE S BEE MR AME AR A, TR R AR
PRIACR .

WA —LBF 5 W IA  aPDT SHUEE G5 A 1
JF 3 A B AR T AR R PR A A A T RICR B, %
E T FE ¥ T 2018 R R ARG LriR e, BE
£ N AVUE CIAR 5 sh 17k, MR T Al
I MRS B AR, B ARG P ) T PR B 25 7K F
(clinical attachment leve, CAL) RIKGIEFE
WA, (RS, aPDT 3ok B 58 T Fp A 44 &
RIFFEITRER . XA BE 568N I h—IRIGYT
FTROME AR IR ¢, R TR #-1T OZIRYT .

3.2.2 NRBEABENNSFHEREA EST
EAEWT R, DU S X 22 Fh 4l i e W) IR

HBTTER TR AR E R

=1
LEEEEKE 808 1.5mW /cm?
15min
S EBEEHIRE 660 0.898W /cm?®
20min
SHEEHFHKAE 660 10min
808

99.45% Hong et al, 2019
98.669 Zhu et al, 2020
99.65% Feng et al, 2018
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Vulnerable

(a)

Live S.aureus [y

Oxidative stress
disinfection

o @

CS@MOoS,-Ti

Photodynamic Photothermal

B BUMoS, pEMHE, AXHNREMARAENEEAT. AEXTHSHITR. AR T, BOBHNXTERE
AR AREER (775 a) FRES B 600nm ] e B A M 'O, MM BARMBRNBRG (FRL) 3/, —&£%
THOAERSEMARSS, X 808mm LLLIMNRR MR ATTEZEMER (TRc)  MTHARALERIBIR, X
ERNEAMISERFERASHER (GSH) EAEHEMEREL~Y (GSSG) | FILMEAZNREFE

W, BASBAERT (FRd) 7,

*x 2 K AFTERT AT A E R

SEBEHFKREIE 630 380mW,/cm? XNEZEM /BB EHAE Radunovic et al, 2020
B 3K & ZF 6 Ak 2 RRR
k=)
T SETRE Er.YAG. 2940 FEr.YAG. 0.3W/cm’, 60s X{EET AR IREG Saffarpour et al, 2018
630 630nm. 2000 ~ 4000mW /
810 cm’, 60s
810nm. 2.38W,/cm’, 60s
M 8] K3 660 100mW >999% Azizi et al, 2018
TR KR 60s
ZF R AN S PR
FhiE Ak B E % 630 — HEREZ /> (p=0.0414) Seigo et al, 2020
FhiE A E 4 660 150mW PPD #1 BOP & 2 (i Ahmed et al, 2020
10s

YHEAZKVEM, BAH aPDT &7 BA T HFHIMNE
PESCEGRIAG RS, BRI, SEAE R AR BI T T 2 i a3 (%
3) o AiE, AEGEX AU A —EE R,
XAJRESE N P.g. P.1 ZE4H B 0 A KA 21 F 48
HERRRAIINIRK,  HCHf P AT RE A BRG],
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I, KT el 2 R A T B A Y B R Rk, Halstead 45
CUBFE % W 400nm FOHT B EETE 54 ~ 108]/cm’ 1
F I AT DAET B AR P AR 4 ¥ (o B A BR T (MIRSA)

BT AT 5—log, T 432]/cm’® 15 B AV BB 3%
sk (Ef) Ry 50% AR5 3—log, Song % &)
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&3 EXHE A TATMEERE R

S EEHGKREEBIKE 400 54 ~ 108J/cm’ > 5—log Halstead et al, 2016
15 ~ 30min < 3—log
432J/cm?
15 ~ 30min

BB ITRTHRINKEREE T4 400 ~ 520 7.5 ~ 30J/cm’ 6—log Song et al, 2013

BRE 6—log

SEOEGKRE 470 284 .90J /cm’ 759 I.D. C. Galo et al, 2021
13.19mW /cm’
6h

SEBEGKE 470 54.32J/cm’ — I.D. C. Galo et al, 2021
45min

FHRINK B ESEEEHEKE 450 ~ 470 12J/cm? 3—log Dongging Wang et al, 2021
40s 2—log

ZFHR AN B B 465 64mW 75.69% Hae Lee et al, 2018
30s

SHEBFEKE 405 — — Aleksandra et al, 2019

FH 400 ~ 520nm 7] WL BRGHPEC SRR (A.a) |
HEE®RMHE (F.n) MAHRIMNKEREE (P.g) &
U, SR ERBEFELRE 7.5 ~ 30]/cm’ B,
F.n f1 P.g W &I ERE 2 B# AL 6—log, 1M A.a B
A HOR PR WK, 4k, 1.D.C.Galo & B4
% B 470nm # Y6 ) o6 B & Sk 284.90]/cm’,
13.19mW /e’ I}, AT DAf 435 (0 3 25 BRE B V5 2R K
ZHE B EIH, mREEEYE (54.32]/cm’) B
A A—E R PRI E E A K, (BE KR
EFR G REE N T AR ZEHETE, N 2 DAXT 4 ¥ R 2
BREA G 77 7 AR N R A R RIOR .

FAZH N W SER YT R AR (AR SR BRI R AT 5T 8
b BRI aBL M aPDT B & W, BUS T
RFHRCR ., Dongaing Wang % P BF57 T # e &t
ARAE AN N TN RN L v A
BRI S RARE 0L, KRBT FiAEE, aBL 54
T PLLL R YCEGRIY aPDT B 5 H A BB A A K fg
1, Hae Lee % N " fii jl—Fhafi A 156 % o6 — M4

(465nm) 14 2 ) o W b A ok 2 T EG PR O L B

WORIATIISE, I G AR EE 2T AL A 5 A 2 )
AT DAXTERZE TP (PR A ] R SR S AR W B6AE B .
FIHIEIVER, BELLTT ) PDT i3 & 5 A Rl s /0 bt
FHTE SLA ERFETAIY 7 0 Nbk e R ) 25

Aleksandra 25 P ¥ T 4> ¥ 5 5 %5 BR B X
aPDT Fll aBL 4B AT 2 ME R ARk, & B E05E 7]

BRYSMNEIE YRR (FRILL) 5 A b
BRI, S8 O ERRE ARG, iz
s (18 2)

3.2.3 AMBEHAFIALFIEET

AR, AL T E IR TIPS R D, X
Al RE 5B B R I K R R, TEIR IR B
AR FEBREANL., Z5RIEFMBEHRGERE
Hx (F4) . FAbEk (TIO,) 2—FhAHIFHY
Y4k 7], Podporska—Carroll® 2 A {i# F e &5
B 22 PH AR B AL IR A R TiO,,  FH i o 18 25 H
B RSP, B —FMEA R KZ R TiO, 44
KW, SZIGIERH X AP TiO, 99K A A B ITH %
AL PIRVERE, ZAMCRREE 0L T R 2R K 99.94%
B4 i 0 8 2 Bk . Annisa Luthfiah 25 A " 7£
TiO, HiR A SiO, M il #& T TiO,—SiO, 4K & A
FetE B RE, & B SIO, I A ] AR = TiO,
WOEN Bl b ARG B U W Nl R DR g
TiO, : SiO,=1 : 0.5 ) [l il £ 1) TiO,—SiO, 44
K AR TS T i, 40 0 R 45 BR BRI 1 K
] PLik ] 98.69%, Venkei! ST T & R AW
HEGZ1 Ag—TiO, e ik i g, 7E A
> 400nm 7] WL IR BE BT 15 20 a0 4 i e R A Bk
WA EERKIER, Alaee—MAa I MmEsE
EIEM B, Leelanarathiwat™? ZHF 77 T DAY &

o R S 2 Ak B R Ak
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Phototreatment
: aBL ( A 405nm)

Endo ACTIVATION
RE

@ Rose Bengal
End .
Endogenous porphyrins

TRANSCRIPTION

[ OXIDATIVE STRESS

CELL MEMBRANE
PERMEABILIZATION

.‘ Endo
3 ©
‘/gndo PP
\OXIDATIVE STRESS / %%
DORI— 75—

ssDNA

=% o oPs
exA REGULATED umuC
/ EXPRESSION

SOS RESPONSE GENES

@ hototreatment
RB aPDI( A 515nm)
PS ACTIVATION

RecA ssDNA
ACTIVATION

Oxidative stress

Increased .
adaptation

-~ LexA mutation
~& INACTIVATED . and tolerance
BY CLEVAGE development

Increased expression of
error-prone DNA polymerase V

INCREASED

RecA LEVEL Increased DNA repair process

Activated SOS response
Decreased aPDI/aBL treatment
outcome

2 KA 405nm MIEXER T RERIRE I EMAHEL AN, FHAFMERS, FSBUEHEXEHE
B4, KA 5150m BRI L E A T U BIEH ERINEMA SR EMNARH T SEUEMERBHRENT4, X
MRS SRR DNA #Hifh, FAERTREM, FWONABRETRE RASTARRT REERSSEA

ERECIE=/ IR

4 RENTERTIATMEEERE

S EEHGKE uv 24h 99.94% Podporska—Carroll et al, 2015
SEBEGKRE uv 40mW /cm’ 98.69% Annisa Luthfiah et al, 2021
2h
SEEHEKRE > 400 15min — Venkei et al, 2020
ZF 65 AR 22 B T S T S BR B 470 15min — Leelanarathiwat et al, 2020
FRINK B EEZRITESRE 660 20min 99.87% Li J et al, 2021
CEEN: 99.57%
99.03%
SEBEEFHKE 420 60min 99.999% Huihui X et al, 2019

WA — R IRE WA IR (. ALK R JEUREE 8
UK FRAE (R 1A 1R 2 WG ALPU R ROR , BRI TE
LED (IfE>4 470nm) R 15 438 a] 28 8 KT i
NN BF M B R T 28 SR AT I . B T TiO,, Li T
LWL G T —FEE R T2 Fe,O; 1816 1) — 4
nhupk 4 JE — AALEZ M B (2D MOF) , kI H

BRI . 4 o5 0008 25 BR B 19 28 K R0 3 vl ik
99.87%. 99.57% F199.03%., Huihui Xu™ Z@i%
T —FhEr 4 AgBr/Ag,Mo0,@Zn0 St AL, TE

202

o R B S AR S A A

420nm EIEISTT 60min Pyxt 3 G ATATEREIY A
KFAE99.999% PAE (K 3)

3.3 JLMFpEMKERAET FRATLLE

TR BT IR B KR, A% H
AP BR R,  TEI PR I I 7 22 B AR AR R R e i B
TOLEPEAERIRTT FB (RS) .

4 AMBEITERBRERRERE

HH L A% GE R AL 15 S DAL 22 25 iR T7
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Zn0O

Potential /NHE (eV )

5 VB=3. OEeV

~

Cell destruction Bacteria

0=

Bacteria Cell destruction

Degradation
products

CIp

Degradation products

& 3

EURAXRE T, ABrRZFREFFERBTM=RN. ABr BB TSH (CB) FHBTREZHIHE Adueo: B9

FHBETSHER., SHEN. Aguo FRETSHRHNETHRLRIZE ABr 9ER=ANTE (VB) . Lo,
ZnO 9 VB ERYZS o] IATERE TR B AL TE18 4 AgBr, XFNBIREAR A BR T — =0, FILERHEAELEE

ZnO bk 02 BoR i ESBRYIE R MRE, TINSBUEMER™ 4.

EHESREARNARE, RAEREALNIBRAM ",

&5 BMANEITALLR
EEHRINEEHY) THRAF LA b=l xTH LT
EEHLYIRFE B = — g
HRFEN B 5EKEX BRE RE
FRBEAK (hm) LS / LIS 400 ~ 810 400 ~ 520 UV EEX
Emzet BWMERUESIEEREER BEF R FBRRAKIE T RES I EIE R AR
SIS Alval i
ERRHEMEERNE & B = )

FEPURET YA TR A (A R A e E R AR
FHIOLTE, (EHEAES r B AT T I — S8 AR,
BRIIE:. OCEFEFREAR, HHRBIB KA
400 ~ 980nm, ZEFEIRE 1 ~ Smm A%, HILAH
ZIGHR IR 2 s @i SR A IE
ALUFIRREL AR AT P A ARSI, A0 A5 A A AT LA 5
i, R EHEGR S B R RE R SO L I AT e AL A B
BRI, BT H 2R e Ry e sA 1 AR AR
HJEEE, AITE—E AR B — M @ e
AREAFFEIRAE R REE, o A B A B & ] e S
WAL @ H Al RS N 1 22— vt
BAYT, Han o H AL GE 2 ) s AR v AN R

ARELT: Ot mERBtREIEELS )
PURAGTT, WTFIEANEEE . 67 SR SRR
PERCGRSE M, R E—E LA R,
MBS RO B e, IR IEYERI Y al e —
FERRJE L5 S AR AR

W BT ORI R Rt SEHTR TR H
F A 1 LRGP B B 2R T BOR T
W, AREIRISE T, SF R, 0 R A S i T
T T HAR N ARRAEUR BE TR IC S, MREH
IR UGIE . SERGH Atk R m s, 1RIT
(B A G RIUE TR N v N PNV s N I E N A Sl TR
FERARL A o B BR HI6 T HH A4% H s BB PRI .

o RSB S AR S A A
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