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Abstract

Biofilms refer to a microbial community that is surrounded by a self-generated extracellular po-
lymer and attached to the cell surface, but the physiology and genetics definition of the M. tuber-
culosis biofilm have not yet been described. Because of its unique physiological state, M. tuberculo-
sis biofilms limit the therapeutic effect of anti-tuberculosis drugs, prolong the cycle of tuberculosis
treatment, and seriously endanger human health. This article reviewed the formation mechanism,
structural composition and related functions and quantitative methods of M. tuberculosis biofilms,
and discussed the research ideas of using M. tuberculosis biofilms as novel anti-tuberculosis drugs
to shorten the treatment of tuberculosis and provide a new direction for improving the therapeu-
tic effect of tuberculosis.
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1. 5|8

A T i AE MR ] 5 350 3% A1 24 (Phenotypic resistance), KZJ 65%~80% ) N 24l e 5 A= W i AH
K[1]. 20 4 90 44K, Hall-Stoodley 552K BT B A= VIR RE A 43 H AT B b mE BT B 25 R AR, A
BEAEYIRE S S BT B K AN R 32 T . 2008 4= Ojha &5 [ 3 |iESE 45 % 70 B A B (Mycobacterium  tuberculosis,
MTB)AVIEE N AECEXRT S M. FIAE P55 — LI AW m FEmE 2500 MTB, A EYIIE S, X2l 24
R BT X OB 290 B RRUR A DRI D AR B P )T 24 B R R R 2] B T MTB AE PR AN T 4R
%, AN MTB VIR BB 29I E R, & SEE G IT KRR 2 —, SR A MTB £
VI B 5T 45 B Ok ER 22 1 OCE o AR SCHE MTB AV R TR oL« S50 o ARG Thee . 8 &l e 75 1%
PAA BL MTB AW RN SE mUB B Bus 25 W) )it 9 LB AT 1 251K .

2. MTB 48897 BN il

W S — AN B KRR, SFOREREL. 2. Be . AV ES 5 A Vi A A
(4], BESREVIET AL ARG 2, (HAEEE A s A YR G RE AT BLAr A a3 Mkl
B AAS BT 338 PRSP AN B B[S MTB AR T AL 1) 5 — A 400 1 A= A0 B8 PR TR R LI ARLARL - BB B
R A FE R, AR T O R S K LR U BR 6]

2.1. M}&E (Attachment)

B A 4 T A T O FE P i o ()20, EEEGR T8 985640 BiktE. 4iiRmerr. 40
SO0 A EAE R SRR 7]. RIS il R MR AR AE K IERRE, Fln. KA E T 32 s
F(CsgD)it i $ i #F & 1 & RIS BE VR B A, BT #0E adrA K% S c-di-GMP (EPS A A5 —
fE18) [8]. FEULENEL, U AT DAAABOh R, AT LLoyr 88 dF i e 2.

2.2. EH%E K (Sessile Growth)

FEA IS T AR YR RS0 5, ME TR a2, R W 4H i 7138 A V) (Extracellular
Polymeric Substances, EPS), Jfiliid EPS & € ML EE S, FHSFMEEREE9] [10]. EHT EPS
AIARAP A B S s AR 3R TH BRI EGE B AR SR T AR S SR [ 11
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2.3. EHRERE B (Biofilm Maturation)

R IR A YIRSt EPS A1 EPS FTt Bl ORI VA 4L, JLEih i = 4Er ik aitly, BAmE IRAUK D
fIISHmIEIE12]. EIX BB WO AEYIIRIE BB ARG, (557070l 1 B %S (Auto Inducer,
A, ARSI ALE S ELASHR, CLEEIRAEY P& R E L [13] [14].

2.4. E(Dispersal)

TEX—Wr B, AN A Y40 B AT PO S sE AN o i, DU AR oRs e s, RN AP A
(A B 7= AR AN 5] (8 23 i B (Saccharolytic Enzymes)# B SR THI RS, 481 K B AT 18 7 26 n- 2L BEAT BT 8
R AR B L B 7 ARV R PR AR . BERRTE P AEE AR, Ak i B AR R A ER(9] [15]. 43 BUE XE T
Wb FF B BT RIS AR
3. MTB ¥R 5 B A < Th&E

MTB Y i EPS A T4 LA 418, EPS EEAUFELHE. BAM. MR LIS DNA %
TP 7 2 AL ZETE EPS I KA 4. Ojha 2E[3]HF ALK, MTB AWt B30 7E & & IR EPS
o, RS HEEN OB, Trivedi 1610170 &I, MTB AWK EPS SH KEMZH, J4:KR
MTB £V EPS A 1) Sk 2

P ARV S S e, LR = B 2 I B RN R B [13]. MTB AR 45 1 S AR
KINREVS B R AN 4>
3.1. FLBR. J‘E.J‘E.-

MR B A MR N = HE AR A, AR FLRRAEITE ] T B A E TR, IR
o B 2 A Bl v AR R [ 171 Trivedi S5 (161 A4 HL 7 0 A BE(SEM) ML EE MTB AW I )it
TR, TR MTB AW KR AR K, R 8 I FLBUNEE o 7 A2 1 SRR AT IE fedt e
FRYIFAE MTB AR b 38 G T A P 3 A1 e 188

32. EE

HEW IR R S A AE R 2R, AR VR A IR R FEANTH] . 520 MTB A4 5 5 B T I 2 7
1) EKARE: i MTB AKAAEE N, EPS RFEL, MTB AVIRNEEHEE 2 38 h0; 2) R
PEF: MTB B0 5 1 52 R & TR RIS . Trivedi Z5[ 161015 1 AR INEL A At iE 80 44T
MTB AW ARSI, 920 2 B AE VA Yt 80 IS/ N, MTB AWl st 15— 2 i i i A= ok Rl
HEEMBEMN, SR 80 A & B EANH .

4. MTB IR EBME 7%

AEWRRE T 2 R AR AR B AT S i e, FLrP R R SRR R VR R E T 96 FLAR AR SAR AL 1]
[18]. HoEEMIERI A/ =23, 1) LA YR (biomass) I E Gk T 55 . 340 M AL 40 1) 5 )
2) % S1(viability) il & (& TR UM € &) 3) JE o B E (G TR 0 s e ). AR, A
TR e B E TV EEAA19]: 45 (CV)IIE « XTT ME . Syto9 MI5E . — ZFRW G R (FDA)ME «
JIRFFIEA — HFE FENEZE, Ho MTB AW e il e 5256 sh 58w 5 CV IlE . XTT
52 UL K T) R 75 52 5
4.1. GRREFREIE(CV Assay)

Christensen Z5[20] & 26 H CV Yettid, 4t AWt D& F T i AW i) s Bl E . CV & —Fh
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PR GeRL, AT G B TR A P R i R o B SR g A, SRS F T B BRI N S AT E &y
Mr[19]. ZVEA T RAYBRNAY R, HEEMZ21]: 1) BAREIN: X 5EWRAE KNSR %
PR IR R AR IR EE . PR [ 5¢; 2) FE4UARAZE T 40 M L R AE M 3L Al 2 4 OV e, R
BB 5 i bR SE PR A, R AN E & PRl BT B A R R LA PR IR e

Mothiba &[22 K 45 df 500 € 155 T 96 FLRHH HEAT, 17 MTB AYIIRIE BUE BR 2 HIEWR, T FHZ818K
W 5% B I AR IR AT, N 1% CV ¥R E =R NIRRT 30 o8ha, HARKIEGRR RS ST
Jorl, BT EE A 70% EEFEBURI AR H I CV, 78 570 nm A& & FL 6 R, #E4T 2 & 2007 - Trivedi
(1614 2 B E BT 24 FLARHEAT, MTB AVIEIE SRR 2857758, A 1% CV BOHRE, B
22 CV UG, F 95% BRI MTB AW ) CV, I EJETE 600 nm A EHLELH CV AR,
HBEAT 8 BT
4.2. XTT JEEXTT Assay)

XTT 522 B A A F e 2 A i e 77k 2 — o XTT 2&—Fpigmedh, 2 gon i A
BRI, P E 2R RS IO iR R/ T PR E S, I 492 nm Ak W8 s L 2 7 240 P PO AR VS 12
LRI R LE[23] [24] [25]. ZJ5ER TAHEE e 20E, i E AT 1 XTT W% R HE
AR S A R AR [26] 0 1ZOTVE IR BRVE R S AE VIR ARG L R IR ST AR R S VAR 0%, ANFI 5
FSo3 A IS B LR AN ) R AU B2, G IS Uk % XTT 11348 Ji BT 4 O B IR TS A i 1 [ 27

Trivedi %[ 16]4#1 1 XTT WAL H14E 2 A1 7 AR B 5 (19 MTB AE Y 8 40 18 2 4735 77, 183 7E 490 nm
ARV S A P A SR M XTT 9l

4.3. JJRBEMEZEResazurin Assay)

W AEDE G TR WA AR N B 7 35 5 (Alamar Blue, AB), & —FA S BIRTEAIIL R ATkt 1ER—
Fls (8 AR O A AR SR FR R0, B AT DUIE IS 40 B R I B R AR A RSk ARG, A & 438 IR
B AL B o R, e AT FE (] IRt 2 40 M Vs ) B S e, DRI AR R R K ST 5 25 7K A 5% [ 28] 57
ERRBRYER[21]: 1) 255 5 FI41 1# WK %% % (Bacterial Respiratory Efficiency) 520, 4 MR AR 5
YRR AR B ARAREREREG G 2) BT Z)IREEE I (R S5 EMAA ¢, FELesens 5 4 DUbs
Al 3) IR EMAAERIT, TIRFEIERRE IS, RIS 7T EE UV 5T b 1) n] 5
291 [30] [31] [32]-

TVRTE O TA IS B A 400 DA KR A 6 v i 4 B i s 25 B 1) B 0 A o 60 MITB 7 &l e O
FHICSCHR, {2 MTB AR i & 10 R AL 4

5. KA MTB £ A5 S BB 2 Me s B Bk

MTB EVIIETE o #E 2 Z Rk = sg e, AREHER RCE TR WA, BiEE. pHIE. SET
W R TR AL ZE) . R R AR RIS . MTB AP Rt 28 S 5t F T SRR B AR X
J&. Ojha Z[31# MTB TRAR LM MR TR, il SR/ i GO/MS) TR, Ak
ROTHERZ M MTB AV TE . BRAEAE WY S F2 PR B % OB FH[33], Ojha 2531058 MTB A= 9fi
MR, Wit T MTB AR AN E AR, JEd b B R ek, WM™ HIEAS 7 MTB 4
VISR AR . HETC AR phs16 F1 helY 5 MTB AWK G A%,  PIFREE DR 1) AR AR HAS BE T i
ILEAIREE, AEAS SR e 4N o 1) IEH A2 K . Pang S8 [34 1R 70 KB, REAA R pks1 81T MTB &
LUl
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F BT IEAE T A Bl5 LA W R R 7 15 A o LT A W I O 20 G R BGiR T 6 it E EEAR h AR BAE 3
SR UK PR 0 S T ABIE T EAT 30 40 3 7 2R R P AL S P A5 THI[35] [36]. MTB ZEVIBE Histi i 25 W i)
BRAE 5 B se SR B VIS, BT LASEME MTB A= W) 5T 1 B 25 1) PR 3R T D BE DU B MTB I
FERE R KR A LT LA

5.1. F4EE

AAEFE MTB AL EPS G2, H UL EUAF2/E T EPS 1, 1E MTB WY bl a6
BB, 21 4E 2 e R Tl o v N S5 I e A0 1A AL 8 B E o Trivedi 25 [ 1643 3 I EURZ BB Z IR IE 1. 2
Bl K 07 B 27 2 25 B AN a-VE¥n BT MTB AE IR AT Jb 38, F 7045 SRR I, 2R 68 KB (Trichoderma viride)
HR A4 RN B I KO MTB A=W 7 it A2 o B V790 W 1 41 4 35 72 MTB AEWIETE B S8t 40 4y
B HIREf 2 FEMTB AR .

5.2. HEER

MTB A EPS Wi &+ &M B wER, v AR TRV RBEE N R T), S BRI & s
MTB AW B VIAH % . Ojha 2537 KB IA GroEL1 fEHEYG AP B A Rl f2rf, 257
SRR Bk, B EER GroEL1 ki, 1 LABHAS A EBRIITE I, (EAEIIZFME 4K . MTB
S5 5 B35 70 A AT B AR AL GroEL1 ZE 1, H1T E.%0 MTB S8ARAAE & 520 b 18 R i e b B BRI, i
I GroEL1 [RAL W] ez 330 MTB 5 /) 0. 70 B B R AE 9 AE MBI i 1) B B AH RG240 2 A 7R
TR P T2 B T R0 A= IR K T B o Vilcheze S5 [3810F 50K I, — LR UL 1% 2590 S MR DA 23 BT IR 5 ok v 1)
T BEIA InhA Dy 3 ZEHE

5.3. 4ARASMREY

MTB Kt TR0 5, MR, A RKRMZH. % EPS % MTB, KRB
H, XA A N 2, FLN 25 iz TR AN B . SRS ER . BB A A 2 4 IAPTURE
B 2Rk R AR, MR AR 4. BT EPS L& R, fAEMIs i G ri g . R
PR F) 2 TH 7 A el O, T BE S G R K AR A ELVE SR EPS [SE /I RIThRE, M S 8UE
VIR BLAR . Xavier Z5[391 K BL 2 iR 556 . FEEE A Dispersin B (DspB) L/ 25 77 7] AW R EPS. #KIH
HEEE A0 T T R 20T ) 53 (05 S B Ak A A P R SUTRL B S BPS (s, R IR vk B (¥ K57 = {f EPS
(I B S BRAR, AT b A= A BT o

5.4. BHARR

REAA IR (Quorum Sensing, QS)7& U/ E MR 2 18] — R4S IR MG 5 . FSE b, BRI RE Y R 2L VR
FEREMLE], SR TR, EATEE QS ME A A M TR, Y2 ain . Y ME ]
PTG INL 15 3K £ 037 R DAAIHDR JRAR QS HY/=AE[4]. B an 21 3R ) ARk A6 54 L &%
N A R o A e B AT ZE B GRAR B 1) QS #4117

6. M5

IR 25 R K L, S50 =S R AR GR35 8 T MTB AEPIRINE M, MTB BAT KA
ORI BrFR, 3955 7 MTB RO 258, JFAER T 0m IG YT 11, AES5 R0 SO tH SRl ) R A 3k
PR, BCAYIH IR TS % T LA ROGIT S0, A R 2 VU G A0 AT 24 G5 A% Y
ST A . MTB AW 250 A B it — N 8, 4] MTB AV R, T AR RGR m s i miih
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BHATRENE, RNy, S5 BT W AV T AR — R AR BT 25 et B AT AE B R T RE PR

P

BAUERIIT R AR HRLIR TN 8]

E&WE

[ % AR BHE 3 4 (NSFC 81460531);  [H 5K H 4R RHE 3 4:(NSFC 81760629).
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