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Review on the Quantification Analysis Methods of Biofilm
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Abstract: Because of strong pathogenicity, drug resistance and stress resistance, biofilm has become a major problem of global

concern. In this paper, a review was made on the quantitative analysis methods of biofilm biomass, total cell count, living cell

number, macromolecular substance and structure, which was expected to provide abandant methods for biofilm research. We are

also looking forward to provide theory reference to promote biofilm quantitative analysis method, thereby we can better prevent,

control and exploit biofilm.
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VIR S Ve I A I S B 5 2 55
2, Y AR W AR Wy s AT A
1.1 £ 82 (crystal violet, CV) ik

25 i S — PR = R gkt Tz
TR A A R R 2 55 0 T, A — AP R A
e, HIRA LAy ks d A Bl @3t 4], &
L P S Y AE 5 A SRT DG X s A i,
0 5 ATV R AT e A v B LA A 8 (83
G R 1 FLAT Y PR RS RN AR 25 5 5 38 0 7 17
HLAT AR 25 A fE Al il & Y, AR I A0
A2 Ry nT 54k iR ab &0, Nt v] 3 i 45
mm YL O AE YR T e A, %A
Christensen &5 '*/ Y48 | BF 58 & 1176 BL 3L Al -
HEAT B, LU B o RS B B2 5 9 i TG
Fl'7' . Monteiro 25 BIFSE T 9K AR XT 1 (& BR A
(Candida albicans) F1YEHE & B W ( Candida gla-
brata) "W BT B 52 ), 45 0 SR e AL 25 SR R I
SHREAEYELYOREAIEN 5 h 5, AR BT
(24 h) FUBLEA (48 h) 1 A 4y A6 ) o 44 b 5
i, AR B AR AR TR EES ., )
Gh LY, WL Y et n] T A P o
SR O 1O G T i S Ak R Y 2,

1.2 FE(dry mass,DM)/#ZE %% F = ( ash-free
dry mass,AFDM)

SR MU 7 25 B 5 ok A W Y5
220.4 wm JERGTUE KR UEBEE T 105°C A AT
PRfEE, TR M EEZE YT E, &
P REE o R A ) AT 9 T R R R B 1 A AT
bR,

AT S W AR W B S i AR )
P M E AT LSO A Y I A LA o R
TEM AR W E S, A i 550°C KR R fH
HI W ZEE IR AT E, AR
b RS EAERR Y LR AR R R R I A
HERMET B AR AR,

1.3 EHH#EEE total organic carbon, TOC)

S 6P 4 S pR A B 2L AR, 0 A 0
AR S & (TOC) AT [H] 428 Sz WAk ) i 1) A2 4k
SN T AL A P B K 2218 A Y R
A NAE HT T R AT I A R A, A R
TOC 434 38 HAERGPE . TOC I X2 17 FE A it 2 2
Seks AT LA A B A ARl , SRS FR R DU s

R ACA B S AR B i, T O A PR
SEABR SRS BB L TOC f, H#T, TOC B4
Mro & a1k, % TAEIRBORTE], Al 2 iR ik A dk
(T BRARER ) —AE (AR LI AN (NDIR ) | &5 i A £k
WRGE A AL —E R ZL AR (NDIR ) | 52 4h A1k
(UV) -85 (i i IR £ ) S Ak — 3k 4 o2 s 2180
(NDIR) \FEBHEE EEAME HL Gk R AbEE
P BUEOGIE T AR YIS S BN R
(NF) fZ BB (RO) PERERY T %, Dreszer 451
I AR )RR TOC {8 & 3 /55 7K U Tt 188 A Ji 7K
UL AT AR P A s R

2 EYEMREHNEESTAE

2.1 SYTO9 ik

SYTO9 Ykl 2 T 2F 35 J5t 4% 20 1 i B0 A% 4 i
AN, 5 DNA 5 RNA 254 MR E YLkt
KT FE AR I AN A R AT AT Y R A
PO 3 B AL TS (confocal laser scanning
microscope , CLSM ) FJ X 411 B A1 3 A= 4y i 1 4 e
BotbAT e A, HlR RBUR A 483 nm, fix
K& B K 503 nm, 3 & J5 Kk & 65,
SYTO9 Y (7 ok 48 A fi] 8., A6 W I W) S, ELAS 32 240
FERBEAISEI . Goncalves 25 F ] SYTO9 X%
AN [ B P8 A5 1 3 08 1 €0 B T 2B A 7
0, % BRI A P A Wy i A 3 5 S R
MR A E N RIS, OSBRI R B
HHm,

2.2 MYUEHE (acridine orange) 8%

I WA I — T = 31057 7 2 FH B T B 5O
Yekb B AR A UEE DNA Y BUBE Bl %, o n] 5
PABEAZ IR R A TR | SRR ZE LR AR 1T
Y ERS B KIMOR KA 492 nm, 4 H 5 DNA 5§
RNA 25 45 B, e KA 23 31 9 530 nm (4%
@) 640 nm(£L(2) . A 20 BERE R ()5, 78
FOCRARBIE CLSM T WL, Ab T 1k BT
BRARZS AR BT , Hy T HAZ R 32 2 BUEE DNA,
77 AR 2 (0,5 5 BE TR B TR B IR hy B 5E DNA
PRI 4 A T (5,5 01 5 T A T i 3 A 4 3B 0 35
(RER £l RNA, 5 3L 4T @ 9
1, WY BERE N REMER X 23 SETE AT, 1B 7] T 407
BB ERIRE . Stiefel 25 HEL T 6 Fhif 157
Xk &5t e AR LB T ( Pseudomonas aeruginosa) F14: 5
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R A BR B AR I 1 R AR 2l e Y A e ()
XA BRI AT I, G rf— o R 3 3t 7 X
Xt IR i R VR 5 2

2.3 SR HEEE PCR #H A ( Real-time quanti-

tative PCR, RT-qPCR)

RT-qPCR $ARJEF{7E PCR I R Hom A%k
FEA AR 5 GAF 5 1 2R, X PCR 4731 B by
T —MEAY 3 7 ) 5 (0 A8 AR A T SE A I 3
IAEFR B (cycle threshold, C, fEL) FIARHE [ £ %)
ARSI IEA T 22 B 4 W B . RT-qPCR 4%
ARIEME T 45 b e e Ak XTT Wl iRk S5 4% 48 7 i
ANBEIX A3 5 A5 A 0 R v AN () o 410 T ) e i, HE
XA P B4 T AR S 1 9 43 B, I HL AT DL
TR At B th oA SR R Al 9T, B R A
B KRR A MU SR A, Karched 457
X6 B R AT A3 AT TR — R A B
YRR IRIR A B #: . RT-gPCR 4531 3%
Wl.6 B P R AR SR 8 d JR AT el = Je s 4H TR
BT LTI A L 5 ISR 43 TR R 114 B — TR PR AR
PIREFIR & A= W B ) A= W ik LU PR S R A9
/b MAEIR A AW rh ) 2 R ok S 77 1) A= 40
AR R AR R P A

3 AYIRESARBNEESNAIE

3.1 FREEITEE

ST T R0 R A ) R 2 S B R
1 553 53OS ERA 200 1L, K 2 A 3 YA e 3]
i W B B i A R LA Bl | 288
I, B B B 1A AT A K BT i PR R AT D Y T
v, B — > BT U AR R AE i v A — S B
Gt v K5, AR A A TR AR ORI B b i T 48 5
RS T TR B, Hyun 5520 BT 7RI RS
RS BRI 173 T B ( Cronobacter sakazakii ) = 4 JIE
20 3% T P B e P MR T VR T ROE A R R T
N, CO, R T B i iz 1 187 A 0y 5 3% 400 i 5 . =%
A

EAFER I, H AR B KER 3 i A= R Ak
TA I P AH A T B 32 R A (viable but non-
cultural, VBNC) , R A5 1R 2D F 28 0 %0 %) 40 7 m]
PGSR HBA — o R N R 37 bR B
EEANETREY W AR ET L, AES AL

TR (0 A0 T - DA TR b B A i 2 A T 25 e i
HAEYIEAEAEA 55 56 42 03 OS> 4, DY ik
PO TE RS RAEAL AR, HEAT AR

3.2 Z=HEERRRH (ATP) £ &%

ATP 2 REREIR L & W), T IZ AP TE T4
i dd i 5 ADP AH B R AL SRR B 1 I A7 AR
TR, TR0 A S0 A= i 1% 3l R B Re AL AR T
James 5557 1983 A4 T 40 ML A URPE ATP A%
I A D e 200 3 P RN T A A BT R
TR A —E A AT N B ATP & i AR
fE5E (AT ATP & 576 40 M A= 1) B AF AR 30T 1Y
LMERFR, UREWIET G, AR E ATP Hk
Rofige , AN 520 % 40 M A A, ATP 7EZE R N
Tz 5T A A ) 2 ] R O R N )
Ra e, ol s Ay e 0 3% A LA D A, K
WK (firefly luciferase ) 7 Mg™ WIAFTE T,
LA D-2¢ Y62 ( D-luciferin) ATP Fl O, 1F 4 [ W i
Yy, ¥ A e Re AL R OGRE, & Ot T R OGR
JEHTATP 5 5l 2 PR 5C &, MR 408 K 0l o B ml
ATP (5 BEEATSE AT L ATP AW ROk
OV WESNE S5 S Ay ST W & (SR U N Sy SO

RIGH B DHS o A=W 15T A DAy TR 6 - 3R T 1Y)
PRI ZHPTRE Y TR B 1451k, Soleimani
IR AT B DHS o A2 9 A 3 36 1 Y AR
KAFHLALE R AT T 5T, A ATP A9 K0
EX IR Lo R T 3 d.5 d.8 d W)
BT PR BCHEA T 5, 45 SR 3R Y 3% T A I (] ) 1
T2 B ik A A A, i A R IR T
HIR—3,

3.3 [OmME5ER (tetrazolium, XTT) B{Ki%

XTT|[ 2, 3-bis-( 2-methoxy-4-nitro-3-sulphenyl ) -
(2H) -tetrazolium-5-carboxanilide | J& — # 5 MTT
[ 3-( 4, 5-dimethylthiazol-2-yl ) -2, 5-diphenyl tetra-
zolium bromide ] 28 {BLIY) PU e AT A= 97, 3 4N i 2%
R AR 5 S TR SRR M XTT 340 J K i 1Y
PR R, 5 H 1 A S R 0 R B % R
(PMS) HIZEER(MEN) it Q(CQ) AFIL[H f
AF, PR A ™ A o 5 T A BSOS E AR O , FH R FRAY
FEPALIT 450 nm AEASIHO G R, T s Byt 20
JHEL PR X 250 AR X G R XTT IRk B E
7z T A TR RN R A ) R PR R ISR
Nostro %% H] XTT WA 5T LM -BH IR £ 4
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W) (ethylene-vinyl acetate copolymer, EVA) j#
FEE AR BT RDRG T 2 T 2= 01 R T ( Listeria monocyto-
genes ) 4 P (O 4 BR TR | 3% B 4 BROA L K T
T RN 2% BB T ( Pseudomonas aeruginosa) HIPT
[LRCiNE
34 WREEBRAEE

DAPI SYTO9 Hoechst %5 5¢ 5t 44 A6 Al X 1 £
MR T et A A PR WG A BRI 455 98
6 WM R CLSM HEAT WL5E K2 B5dla 23 A, T X 2=
Wit v % 20 M R A T o

DAPI Bl 4" 6-— Pk HE-2- 2K FL 5| (47, 6-dia-
midino-2-phenylindole ) , J&—F BEWZ 5 DNA 5% /)
G WTOCHE, BRI 4EG B NUEE DNA /NA 1Y
AT BEEEXTAL , 5600 BE AT $2 529 20 %, DAPI 7]
TF I SR A MR, PR I RT P T A R
YA Yt 2O AR CLSM #EAT W0 | AR
PEH TR BE T B A2 DNA &, 48 i S B 376 440 ifd &,
FU DAPT 1 fie RIS 340 nm, fig KK 5
BN 488 nm; 24 DAPT 5 XU5E DNA 45 & 1), i
RILCPE ANy 364 nm , e KA P K 454 nm,
RHOCHEE A, DAPL LT LLFI RNA 254 {H7
HERPEEIRE R 5 DNA 25519 1/5, & ik
KAE 500 nm ZE 42 Gressler 2% i} DAPT X}
113 A MG A it 1 ED A i v 20 18 1) 21 8K TR
( Rhodococcusequi ) #E4T Y&, | 56 UETE 1 AE 9 B 1)
REJT IEPHN TR R R  whi s R ML R D
ZLBKT A YRR BE ) o

AL P IE ( propidium iodide , P1) B—FiRAL
CWERIZEALY), TE i A BUEE DNA J5 % M 20 68,75
G, DR EE FBEE DNA ()5 B IE o, e Rk
e K & 8% 4393 535 nm F1 615 nm"* VRS
B PLASREI 1 175 4B (H KRB 25 1ok Bl 11 20 i
JEXT DNA Y, P15 SYTO9 — e fifi i, mJ [m] i
ORI ViR Ip7 e 1) BT R e N PR T AT N 2 B 7
R SETE 20, 5 0 A ) BT 400 i i A 40 M AT TR
bEo Park 455G T —Fh—SL A (NO) B b
B IR SYTO9/PT Qe (BIF 5T XS K IAT 141 | 6 2
O BRTA | P 4RGP 4 2 (59 % BK T4 ( methi-
cillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus, MRSA) 4= %)
AT R4 H

Hoechst 42 B} Ay JE #x A B9 Y6 4L kf, T 5
DNA XUEE i) /N &5 &, HEE e T 5 & A/T
( PRRERS /g i B E ) f¥) DNA 4%, Hoechst FJ %3

S AT, %o T 200 B T 4 A P A AR AR A T e £
PRI AT ] Ti% A0 bR ic . 2R LA YA Hoechst
33258, Hoechst 33342 Fil Hoechst 34580 3 i,
Hoechsr-DNA P 55 K3 & I 4 Tl R & S8 %< 41
%] 350 nm Al 460 nm, & ¥ 6956 Peyyala
SEIPTA TA4E Hoechst 33258 75 A Y 2 F 41 it
RLR GRS 171 1 Al BT 1B — AR W AN S 5 2B )
JEE A 375 PR AT ST D BE T

3.5 WiiEE

WERBAAAE T i A 5 40 A A 2 ML b 2 2R
JRERY S22 43 HAE AR M b i 5 BB E s X Al
TETOI B 2 AR P A g BT LA SE 40 i
g & ARG, R, B AR 5 & ] 3 B3 s AR P i
I AR i, R e 5 AR 45 A im0 ik
K mFRN YRR TR AE Y i, BEIRIL T Ak
TE IS —Fh AT LU 5 A 9 R0 e A ) o ) -
o BEIRIEE SCE L — RV KH, PO, i
R 7 WA, 22 AR 1 2 5 b 26 W RS R ol i i
TTREL SR 5 P AR 306 DL 26 B0 b A ML g
T A AL A TO ML 5 2 BRIV A o il 2 19 1k
) P AR v Y R R TR B2 e A M A ) JBE
PEA Y, AEIE A2 SR P B e i < 4 fi
AAL T ETE 3 B B N A Bk T T V5 K, R A
WRERE VAo 2 A 2 1T A ) FEE AR P i T Y
IR BLHEERCR

4 EWRPRGTFURNEES T E

4.1 EYEHREARNEESTAZE

4.1.1 FFAEER 5% K (fluorescein isothiocyanate ,
FITC) % &% FITC A GYEFfRE, B 5 H AR
S A, S I 4 i PN A I AR I S AR
4 FITC FEBg PR R 5 8 A T N, R R
FIBT 20 R Y v 24 2 5 9 Ol 31 A ke i 245
G B FITC-EE AR E G, FITC ROt
WA A 490 ~495 nm, T KA GG N 520~ 530
nm, 2 I ST B E LR 00, il CLSM JE 47 W
B NG E I 2 |, P R F s tEA  E
Feldman 251 4545 FITC Yt (R TAN T & B AT J5
TET R0 SR A AR YRR 1 BE T

412 F L% 2 &%k (bradford i) 1976
4F Bradford ™" R % SR HE G-250 58K (4 4
A BB ST T TR T A 10 o R R 40
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Mk, ZoWsis 6250 SEARLS A E, H
X ] WL fe KW WU B 465 nm ZE 4 595 nm,
WOLESEAR S EEAMERCR, EHR-Yk
HAWEA G RE B R R & T
JEINRE Y AU, Jain 550 R TS [R5k R A
A B 2% A XoF A 2 A B B TR RT A 2 4R AT TR
( Bacillus subtilis) " P RRAAS B 520, A X6 2
J & i R A T Brandford 1,

4.1.3 Folin-B X 71 #% (lowry %)  Folin-f} i 5
et Lowry 2510 F 1951 4R 4 1Y, & & A8 WL 4
JORYE: Y A JR T A I R 1 B 1 4
J7 . Lowry 5 BT FH B9 1aA50) B G 58 43 41 6, 85
F e A R R A e ) B A R A i 1 T G
W-EAREEY ., ZEEY 5iAH B ik
PR — Tl 45 TR i A AR AR it S I, B85 A i A 0 7
BCHE € A 43 GG EE THTE 650 ~ 750 nm A& I
JGAR A FHIE 22 BOARE 2R A, AT Al A o 1 2R
Hoa, HEBRIER o | R &, Moryl
SO TSR E SRR T a8 A0 (NG k&
filld £ K pH., B FFE ) X & 5 2B A &
( Proteus mirabilis) A=W IR Z G 8 52, Hop
Lowry {85 0 H 098 8 1 o & = 022 4k

4.1.4 = E9kBt% (BCA %) BCA 352 Smith
ST 1985 A R W B, 1 TR R R T U IR I
N B Co® ZERRME S5 1 T AT 40 Cu™ % W 32
4 DEEER (R DR | i 2R 0 2 R )
BRI DA S Z RR FEHER I, BCA J& Cu' By —F
FEE WA 7R RV A — 20,2 > BCA 43 F Al 1
A Ca" BT RN, Co™ #h R B B0 & 8
JoT e B 1) RS, A I VR P B A R e AT LA
1A BT R AE 562 nm AR WG RE, WO
FE 559 v b A B R R SGE L, e S B R
B, a0 A 1035 A E (BSA) AHELEL, ATAR 55
EE SR, M P R H Bradford
Lowry ¥ 1 BCA IEPEH 1 AN [ 75 255 T i 75
TR TE PR I 1K T A P S 2 i s B8O,
FE T S AR P S ] TR ] B Ao ()RR T 4 280

4.2 EYEREHRESHENEESTHE

42.1 KRB -ABR*F KB -Gl Z Dubois
SRR 1951 AFEE ST A — i T 20 I 2 Y
I7  MBEFR R AR~ R 4 ' O' B 12 B R 1 — i
BRIk HOR PR 2 M e v R A E TR
TR AR B B, SV K A OB AT AR, SR IS R

I AR G R B AL S W), 1 490 nm AEFEFT L6
M) kR AR R, R = BT,
{EFCHE RS 1 1 B 52 S SR 2 M AR, IR
VFZ2478 DA ) £ BE X R B B VA AT 1 ISR
Pheatkteel Moryl SO SRR - BRI M TR
[F) 5 SR RS R G S5 X &5 A AT R A Y 2
WEG LR FE M
422 FEEE  BEIAEHBOR IR T Al Bk 6 AR
I K A= SRR AT A ) e T e Y R T
— 0 5 RN 45 5 7 A E gk ey i, HAE AT L
JEX PR 620 ~ 630 nm LA R R, HIHOE
AT AE — 7 3 P P 5 W 10 4% Bk OE LT L R
A T O SRR 2 A e I | R ]
T S R 205 R RUE
fETEPRAE 3 T A i B 5 S5 P A . Zhang
LSS B 2 I ikl 22 W A R AR T B R TR
( Streptococcus mutans) . X, & 5 BK 7 ( Streptococcus
gordonii) M ILEEEK B ( Streptococcus sanguinis) ] &
IR AT T B9, R R B A T B TE )
( dimethylaminododecyl methacrylate, DMADDM )
J5 I U R Y I 22 b o e B A
423 A4 4 Be B2 45 3 K (caleofluor white,
CFW) R &k CFW JE—Fh 2R ORIy AR 5+
PERZOEYRL, AT S 4E R LT B ISR i i
B-1,3-3 B-1,4-M HHEAEFF 45 &, CFW
ISP B B 2R S ORI
KA H 300~ 440 nm, e KA P A 355 nm,
SAe PG . Brackman 550 R I A EEIE AN
PRVREIEANT A= 400 30 b o TR A J 0 sz e 30 15 2 1
LuxR ) DNA 25 & 66 1l s 9 i 35 4%, .V %
{0, CFW 3 (0 3545 R B A AR I A Y R AT AR )
FIPEA S NG AR A A T LT 300 2R W FE 1Y
TR, v H b 22 I B, 32 T R AR HE X LR
FAFRHUER P,
424 BEFZIFTE BERE ML R
Yy rh e R A s SR E N, B A
— LA S HESE S RIAL . BEAR R B MR
WEm S S BA L —E, TS EH A(ConA) 5
a-D-MHL IR 5L H 5% B ( «-D-Mannopyranosy ) 45 & ;
FIREEE R (WGA) 5 N-Z B #% ( N-acetyl glu-
cosamine) G5 S U HEE X (PHA) 5 N-Z B
BERE ( N-acetyl lactosamine ) 255" [A] I}, B4
RAAZMAEGRET, BT YRR, 45E
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FOCYRRIC A BELE ZR PO B2 Hu 0 TR
WIREIE 1 S 22 4 i BF 58 T, FITC | TRITC.,
Alexa Fluor Texas Red,Orange Green e SNy
RS tEbRIC ) G B R IR B R R B R, 4
& CLSM FAHIC o B, vl % A= 0y 5 22 0 5 o
HEATINSE . Wang 550 456 BB A1 5 12 %t
PN T A P 0 1 R A W A T TS AR A
G307, Heri2 T FITC-ConA Y i Jz CLSM X AR
B ST A 7/i1 82 97,0 i 3 T

5 EYEBEFHNEESTAE

AW IEAETE 1A B B S | L2 ) LA Ry
Stk B AR M IR R AR B Y T
PRI = AT ARZE R — i 1 224 B 2l E AR A 1Y
WAL B, R YR A= B AT AR,
Z54 CLSM, ANUAT X A5 W) I 2 vy e WL i —
G EUGATHT AL , 346 ) % GO s R 1T 45
a5 B AL AT, A0 U L5 A 1T LA S 4
BT , SRATAE WA it JRERE R R
FREAEAOCE R . WA T454 CLSM Xt
A YIS A HEAT 23 BT B4 : COMSTAT | Image
Structure Analyzer(ISA) ,PHLIP Image J,Biolmage
L %5 Horp DL COMSTAT i ISA R &N T2,

5.1 COMSTAT

COMSTAT F3 82 i PE 22 He R K2 Arne
Heydorn A" T 2000 4F &1 % A= 4 i 434 1 &
TR —F AN ZK A AT FE i CLSM 3k
PR = e SR E R AL, 64T 26 P B 25 () 5 4
AR, DT 0 LR ) T A AN ] A 4 B 1 2 i)
¥ . COMSTAT W] LAXS A= B A= ik P 29)%
I R AR R AR R AR PTG
B — R R RS A LA S B AT
%[55‘56] o Larimer %[57] b A B AR BAL it R ( Pseudo-
monas putida) 4= P BEH AT DL 0, 255 CLSM
F1 COMSTAT Hf1: %8 A= Wy R i 47 7 152 93 #7 , 45
FRUHR E 55 0 i 80k —8, HEA
PRAE T PRl | [ RT R A7 | S TE i oA AR
WIS (8] 25 #2608 25 . Yang %67°%) ¢ COMSTAT
3BT A IS FH T R IR Ak 410 7] 0 ¢ -5 e
WA VIR B BIEFE T A3 A 1 BUER TRA 1k g )
VTG 4 2R A R TR A= 24 AR o P 34)R
B i R AR SR AR

5.2 BB 4% 7 (image structure analyze,
ISA)

ISA J2&3E[E Montana M 37 K22 A=W i T FE v
> Hlauk Beyenal P A4 17100 Ak Wy i o ] 45 #4)
ST W R S5 48 53 A 3, i 5 %o 2B P e 1)
e RN = AR S5 R S0 S S A R Y 25 4
FE AT, R TR A 5 A W B s () 285 4 4
TR 6 B 5 A 456 L 30 AR Py
EgE R ISA R AT I S B D45 S
B ngh kgl S5kane B —1E; @ P IS4 inIX
AL CPIYTRIOR S R RYT R R B4R
SR KV B AR B -3 XY/ Z A A R
B H e bR @ AL S E . A Y | LR H
B T B E AR BLAEY . Khajotia 5510 X
AR SEEEBR T ( Streptococcus mutans ) Y IRAZ TR | HE
RIS 2 05 R B #6479 St YL R R Ig, 45 6
CLSM A1 ISA 73 Hr R A pE 4 13k 1 7K BIO #1 LTO
X HE R AL 53 S AR A E

6 FHiEIE®

FURTE S T X T A= W A= i A S

T 240 M B Ko R S5 K 1 — R 91 A

Jrid , BT R R R R ARG — R O X R A1

K JEAREAY , DR A5 A AR, BUORE A ) J5 22 o

AR 25 A i 3 M D7 125 B DI 5k i R FH T FEL )

T 1, B Al ARG 5256 1 B St £ 5
i BT T

7T RE

A IR R A 25 R G R T A ), B
5 NGEAERE B2 A Tl AR IR E B
S, WS FRRIRS ML 25 BN A2 2R |
[958 )|V I T B sty G I 1 o I A S I
HIN5EsE Bl ST AR AR MO ST AR TR A
M E VRS T 5 R AN RENE 2 A WA ST Y T
SR, DRt A 5 5 e A O ik A S T B
AT AR A B ZS B0 M I B0 2 2 0 B T A R
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Table 1 Comparion of quantification analysis methods for multiple index of biofilm.
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