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RESEARCH ON IN-SITU PREPARATION AND
MODIFICATION OF BACTERIAL CELLULOSE
PELLICLES, AND ITS APPLICATION

ABSTRACT

Bacterial cellulose (BC), a high-purity nanofibrillar material
synthesized by microorganisms, exhibits exceptional mechanical
properties, biocompatibility, and high water retention, rendering it
promising for applications in biomedicine, tissue engineering, and
environmental protection. Bacterial cellulose pellicles (BCP) are
membranes formed by self-crosslinking of BC fibrils. However, many
problems such as low yield, high production cost, and insufficient
functional versatility of BCP have seriously restricted its large-scale
industrialization and application. To address these challenges, this study
systematically investigated in situ preparation and modification strategies
for BCP, with a focus on its application in functional wound dressings.

To increase BCP yield, fermentation substrates were optimized by
adjusting nutrient types and concentrations, incorporating macromolecules
as fibril crosslinking agents, and introducing ethanol as a feedback
inhibitor for bacterial growth. The results demonstrated that substrate

composition critically influenced BCP synthesis.  Specifically,
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supplementation with 2% (w/v) chitosan oligosaccharide (COS) and 10%
(w/v) ethanol synergistically maximized BC production, achieving a six-
fold increase compared to initial nitrogen source optimization.

Building on this, an in-situ network reinforcement strategy was
implemented to further improve BCP yield and performance. Guided by
the fermentation timeline of Gluconacetobacter xylinus (G. xylinus), COS
and hyaluronic acid (HA) were introduced at optimal intervals to induce
self-assembly of BC fibrils into a dual-network structure.

The results showed that macromolecular addition at 24 h post-
incubation made BC yield increased by 72.7%, while simultaneously
enhancing mechanical toughness and swelling capacity. Structural analyses
confirmed robust hydrogen bonding between BC and the COS/HA network,
underpinning the improved mechanical properties of BCP.

To address the challenge of chronic diabetic wound healing, a
multifunctional BC-based dressing was developed through in situ
modification. Carboxyl groups were introduced via HA, followed by
covalent crosslinking with dopamine (DA) using Cu*" as a coordination
bridge. Subsequent loading of deferoxamine (DFO) endowed the
composite with photothermal responsiveness, antioxidant activity,
biosafety, and pro-angiogenic capabilities. The functionalized dressing
demonstrated 98% antibacterial efficacy. In diabetic mouse models,

wounds treated with the dressing achieved 90% closure within 15 days,
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accompanied by a 33.6% angiogenesis rate, significantly better than the
control group.

This study advances BC production efficiency and performance
optimization, providing theoretical foundations and practical strategies for
expanding BC-based functional materials in biomedical applications. The
findings underscore the potential of tailored BC composites to address

critical clinical needs while offering scalable production methodologies.

KEY WORDS: Bacterial cellulose, In-situ modification, Covalent

cross-linking, Diabetic wound dressing
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Fig. 1-4 General wound recovery stage
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RIA7 5. SRJEH BC IRE T DA R IF IR IE M AIREAT AR, IR
PDA 2. FIN Co¥ %4, TR 2 R B RE 7 R — & T
Wtk B K DFO Sl B et BC B 1, @il Cu* 4 A 1EH Sl DFO 5 BC
EACHK, 19 B DRI BC B0k o 38 I FRAEZHOR PG S b B L BUBMERE |
(I 5 A ORI 5 VA I RE T, VRS RN BRI AL 1R 97 R

#, TALHER SETE BMCOSHs T2 | BRI

il Jeit (HE R 2)
WIMHASR T 88
ETRSEBEORA | AREREN [ mms
. (> RIEA)
T )

B 1-5 2401 21 25 3R R e A AR DA B U R 4 5o i
Fig. 1-5 Schematic diagram of BC fermentation conditions optimization and dual network

modification
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Fig. 1-6 Schematic diagram of hyaluronic acid In-situ added BC crosslinked with dopamine,

«"" Chelation _.= Hydrogen bond Cu?*

copper ion and deferoxamine in the treatment of diabetic wounds
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£ 28 ARAHERABEFHMURNERLAISESSE

.

2.1 Hi

BC JE ARG EA S5 N AR A =4, H 450 e A &k 2 Tl B-
14 BEE SEERTE N R 7P . SHEMAYEZ=ME, BC B H MU ETD
R R HIZEE . BT IX PP 22 5, BC IRBLH B i K &1 A R B ik B
L PR A A AE 7 DA S R AT AR R A AR AR AT . TR, BC AR N — R o 2R
GYIMEL MRS i, SR, BEX. BT EEES MO EATZ
RS FH AT 52000730, KT, H A BC M= A B AR P REAS R AT R 2 il 20 itk — 25
KRR T R 2 — .

AR TR R R B0 5 AE VRS TR ik rh e i, 35 7R R4y I & &0 BC 17
H 2 OCHE L, AIE R IR AL RR AT BC 1™ 45 B RIRIE = U4 BC TEJE Ud #2
M T REEAT AR IR R P R B K, BC £F 4/ A R e AR E a5, LLES
FLIR 51 175 50 R J045%, AT 5 B4 B 2T 4E 2% i (Bacterial cellulose pellicles, BCP)
FEEA, TE AR K, G2 4E R A B0, HUE RE R K M e AN 0 301,
B ST U A 7E £ 4 R A AT (I B PR B Ak 2 A8 1 A7 AR RG> T i AN
5] GEEAER . VA R, M U CR SO AR RS T A . T I 45 T
175 5 UM B T TE B BT 4 FR I IR 5D} B A Th BRI, 83 5 5 SR 4T
HEASHR, AEHIY I AmLr ek rh, A ERUE. BN E Sk

N R R, $2TF BC 7R R A MERE, AT IE I Rk IR R A ) I
fili 3N BC 7= 5, I R I AR AR A R I ok e SR AN N K oy A
i CE VNI 18] A0, 83 VR0 5 231 ARk SR 384 4 7 2T 4 27 1 () B 8 5 O
ik KRR . AFTEL N B IR AR S B RGN L, R T KT IR
N5 BC 2 I8 (BN, SEBl BC [ BCE R e MERESRTE, N BC IR AT
7t 5 52 bR B AR AL B
22 KA S5LEE

2.2.1 Ef

it

S Ay

AEEFFE (Gluconacetobacter xylinus, G. xylinus ) NSZH ik ) & 0
P
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222 EFEH

ff MR B TR RN R 75 258 MOARBEF MBS H 50 g/L HE MR 5
o/L BERERYH 50 mL 3595 5Er, JE7E 30°CAHT 120 rpm RIS H 24 ho KRB E Y

B FREEAARI T, AE 4°C A7 H

PIE K B R 7Rk R wIBE 50 g/L, BEEERY 5 /L, pH 6.8,

2.2.3 LK 5 LR AT

A T S P 4 P AR S AR s A 2-1, 242,

% 2-1 FEH
Table 2-1 Main reagents

7R R A H
1 %1 B BR [ 244k 22k A PR A ]
R B BR I 244 2R A PR A 7
e BERY BR il ARG IR A
ok R BR [ 254022 B A 7
T KGR E AN AR [ 244k 2k A PR A
P AR i AR FRA ]
7 X bl AR [ 244k 22k A PR A ]
COS AR RS YRR IR A F
EhR AR I 244 2R A PR A 7
SN AR ] 244 2R A PR A 7
Tk L AR I 244 2R A PR A 7
H AR I 244 2R A PR A 7
S A AR ] 244 2R A PR A 7
HA BR IR AR R A A
RN AR I 244 2R A PR A 7
TR R Bk AR I 244 2R A PR A 7
s AR I 244 2R A PR A 7
BRER S AR ] 244 2R A PR A 7

11
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* 22 FEAUH
Table 2-2 Main instruments
X 2R 2 FR & 3ikes AT
A 7KL LD-DI-15V MR K AL BB T
BT RF TA-214 bR AR
pH it PHS-25 EHEACERFAES A A
BI04 2 DF-101SZ NI THA A IR 5TE A
S BS-1E BRI /R R A AT IR ]
(ERTRES e GHP-9080 g DMERL A AT IR A ]
Jr R A TexturePro CT 2 [H 17 & 7 A
fdf L AR S 2T 1A IRPrestige-21 H A 5 N
SR SER T e i GZX-GF101-I-BS-II Matia2 M va s & /A

23 XWHE
2.3.1 REEEHHMK

B B 50 /L, BEREE 5 g/L, 30°C, pH 6.8 %4 N AR 10d.
2.3.1.1 FURFRZEANIESE

EREABRIR L REE IR, BB MEBEE N KIER R AR, pH6.8, &
FRlRE 30°CAF TR 10d, AN REIEFEE BC =& Z IR R, T &
BN/
2.3.1.2 RIFRERIZSEF

BT 2311 SRER SR, 4y ml e BRI EE Y 8. 11, 14, 17, 20 £ 23
g/L, 7E£pH 6.8, IR 30°CHAF T HiFR 10 d, IWAARBFEFEIKRES BC ™
EZIAMRR, WhE B R E IR
2.3.1.3 FRFRERVIZSE

£ 2.3.1.2 A b, G PR EIEAE N ELRIBRUR, 43 VSN R B 50
60. 70. 80. 90. 100. 110. 130. 160g/L, FEIRLE AN 30°C, pH 6.8 %14 K
10d, WhiE EFKEE BC R ZIAIKK R,
2.3.1.4 THERERVIZSE

BT 23,13 wIgE R, REHMRE . BRI BREEE N LR
Y. b, EFEBRRE IR N 0. 4. 5. 6. 7 g/L; EFEITBERRIKE N

12
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0. 0.5\ 1. 1.5\ 2 g/L; EFEBBREEMIKEHN 0. 03, 0.4, 0.5, 0.6 g/L. £ pH
6.8, FEFFULAE 30°CHAF FHEEFE 10 d, WA TLHLEIKES BC P& AR
R, WE BAETHLER IR FE .
23.1.5 K FREKRERIEEFE

BT 2314 SRR, kBT RN COS. HA M EIRIN N K Ir T
ey, WR4E BC F=&EHfE S K FimyG, EEHRERES 045, 0.6,
1.2, 2. 3%, £ pH 6.8, IR 30°CEIF PR 10d, AKX T5 BC 7~
=R IIERR.
2.3.1.6 BRI R EIRERIEE

BT 23,15 SRIGEE R, A aliEM OmE. Hh . HEE R EERI TN BT
KU, M BC F= &€ BRI G, KRR 4. 6. 10, 15, 22,
30, 40 mL/L. £ pH 6.8, 7RI 30°C41F N 9% 10d, AWK E BC 77 &
Z R HIBR R
232 RGFRMLERM

I HA WA IR E N 0.2. 0.5 1. 2. 3 g/L, HA MAEMIE 5
COS WWIR & R AL N 2 R B3 Fe Fe b, 78 pH 6.8, 3GFRIR AL 30°Co& A T 15
77 10d, DA BC =& HLMIERE. AMIERE TR IR FT R T 455 BC TR

233 AERFHIENE

P AREEFT B K % BCP HEAEHEAT 10 d Msha&ME, 250N T BC =&, &
B, HERIRE, pH, FHIRE S TR,
2.3.3.1 BC =&MNE

MEEFEH P EU BCP, 3RIET 0.1 mol/L Z ANV, 80°C/KIINE 30
min, fHHETE BCP LM BIRRUE DL & 22 ik B 3G 7786, HUH BC R 281
KPR E R R A GREIPR. BT 45°CHAAT T R IEE,
2332 REBAME

W AR B — T A5 A, 3 2t R 8¢ Bradford v B AR FE I e IR T &
(C503041, “ETAMTEBRMHRAT, HED WERKBFRSEARE, KKk
IS JE A FH 4% B B BEAR AT ODsos M HME . AN BSA btk & A HIE bR

13
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245 3 8 H & &
2333 BEEENE

fd1FH DNS 500 JE IR, JRERA0 N (EBME I B AR R, B 5B 5 3,5-
TREK MR R B RN, AR 5 A R R R IR AR LT R (3-
FIE-5-THEIK IR o 1% (O SRR e MR BE IX 8] A BRI RO FEAE 5 388 SRk B
EIEMSE, EiAN (2-1) , MERFRIEFEIEES &

JE SR (mg/mL)= 2= (2-1)

A a: ERMERECRIER: b BUE
2.3.3.4 pHME

HCH | mL R EBEREFREL, A pH A ELHENE
23.3.5 £HMIENE

il % 100mL, 0.1 mol/L FIFEEER B RRZZ /R, pH 4.6-4.8, FEZZMRTINA
2 g AAHERME, BT UKFEHRH. MER, B2 mL &4 A4 4E 25 B 5 mL
RIRE S ERAE 50°C,  pH 5.0 2641 R0 /KAl 2 h JE M REPI %, T ODe1o Ml i€ 21
fE.
2.3.4 MEIFRIE
2.3.4.1 HMEEE

W TR BT 1 om 55 S om KAIFRARA . SR FH A SN 5 A% A 1) B
KPARGR IR LN AR . B EE N 5000 cN, TE 1IN 10 N, FEIHE N 26
mm, FFEZEN 100 mm/min. P2 Origin 2021 AR #h & gEA T8 77 -
2342 iwhKMEE

PRSI AT EE, K TRE 1 BCP FEMRE (Wo) JEIRITEAH
KA, SRR S AR IR R ROKBAEE LN (W)« EEEKE (Swelling
ratio, SR) %A (2-2) 5.

SR(%) = 24 » 100% (2-2)

Wq

23.43 BEMLIME (FTIR)

FRAFERLZ 80°CT 1 24 /NG, S TUTIRI AR RS 51 )5
K G B AR S 2T ARG AT I E . ISR E N AIVE FEITE 400-4000
et ZLAR X [A], A3 FERA 4 em!, BRI 32 AR B M UL JE UG E F N Origin

14
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2021 FHAT W P AL, WAL TS, 83T Gaussian-Lorentzian V&4 b
O RAE VAT IR M RN Tk
2.3.5 Gt oih

{8 ] Excel 365 Origin 2021 image J #HT T Gt/ br. Brfa sei b & 5
177 =K
24 BRESH
24.1 EFEMUHAR
24.1.1 RBEREREFNT

R AEEAT B 85 R A 8, AR KSR 5y, 70 R I EUR RS (2 kA
BT ) PR AR K AN BT, U I SR R IR & T TR R B A, (Rt
F ORI A A, T 1 BC 16 BRI,

i 2-1a o, 2448 B E N BRI, BCP 7 &f s, 162 T 0.78 g/Ls
RURERER B ap R 4= 5 AR IR, 4R R A K 1, AT —
FIRUBRER b U AR AR, BENE AT O S AR EAT B 1R AR K SR, Rt £ 4k
O B I A e IF BAENRY), BEBERY B8 GV R TR gn i rh, X MbLR A
PRI B L FVEF, fdlE R 7E R I 7 ik v B 35 82750 BCP 177 &

SR, B R BR Ry 2 S BRI 3G 0. BRA LR A BIPRR R OK
Wi AR e S IR, RO 5 S0 I B (R D AT R ALU® . ARSI 2-10 i
N, HARERERIREE Y 20 /L I, BCP B &k Elfm, N 1.03 g/L, BORBEATIK
JERALH) 14 g/L 52T+ T 32%. TRALJE I 20 /L (M BER IR P R B RIRIR
Xt BC A R A AR 8UER -

24.12 BERERESN

1E BC KR, BRI R A2 B M4 K I RE SR VR SUZ BC AR . &
B (10781 26 W 0 DA AR A B S A0 7 J OB UE, (32 B A AR AN BC 5 U KT,
Mizzi %5 N 78R B0 2430 A R B i w2 S BRI AR = R, S5
HACUB AR R A AR, PR ERRIER W G HEIR, SU% T B IR PR3t i ]
BC & B,

WK 2-1 ¢ s, A& ERE N 100 g/L i, BCP K= Bk, &5
T 1.98 g/L, BARIFEMACTETH T 92%. SR, BlE F & MR 1yt — P38 0, BCP

15
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PRI TR BRI, IR AR IR AT IR FE N 100 g/L.
2.4.1.3 FTHERE SN

THLERAE BC RKIFh B EE, BERMEEKIY & IEmmsy, T
YEFFA AR AT IE R AR S SRR T pH AL R IR, BERRE AN
AREEFT AR HERR, SCRFAEMI A RZIRA ATP MG R, [R5 Bh 4 Fpkt 77
B0 pH AR BRRREEIRE MBS FRUFZ MG T, A B THEMaEER
PRGN AE K, KR IR RIS AT pH. $RHERERIF S 5 = RIRIGIF, XTI
AR AE KA FARAE FH 4.,

WP 2-1 d-f fiizs,  H—EHLER AT BCP P B femai /)y, (B AR H]—
SEIEMAER . 25 R BRTERIRE MR IR N 6 g/L, PP 816N 0.21 g/L; A7#
FRNIREE N 1 g/L, Fes3fin 0.03 g/L; BEREEMIAINIREE N 0.5 g/L B, F=&
Bimo.13g/L . BAIMNE, BCP F“&EARBINLHEM~EIEIN T 1.31g/L, &
B 2 B IEHLE P FIVE X BCP 107 H B A B B KA

J 1.2
081 I b I 20{€ .17
10 L 1 I
i)
~0.6 - 1.5
g = 0.8- T g T
2 E; T 2 L
e} 1 =
_— 3
% 044 [ Zo6d o 104
B a &
g ’g 0.4 2
0.2+ 0.5
I 0.2
0.0 T T T T 0.0 T T T T T T 0.0 +— T T T T T T T T
Yeast extract  Yeast powder Peptone  Ammonium sulfate 8 11 14 17 20 23 50 60 70 80 90 100 110 130 160
Nitrogen source Yeast powder concentration (g/L) Glucose concentration (g/L)
2.5+
251 d € 2.5 f
T T L T T T -4 T
1 P
T L 2.0 T
~ 2.0 - ~2.04
= = =
E} 2 z
= 151 =157 = 154
2 2 2
- - -
5 104 & 101 & 1.04
2 -] =]
0.5 0.5 0.5
0.0 T T T T T T 0.0 T T T T T 0.0

0 4 5 6 7 0 05

l)ism;ium Hydrogel; Phospl;alc (g/L) Cilriclacid (g/LI).5
K 2-1 AR BCP P BRI, RIRTHILE (a) , BEEPRREZIRE (b) , H&bE
WL (o) , NaHPOLIKETRE (d) , FEMIKERE (o) , BRMBEIKEE (O

Fig. 2-1 The effects of different optimization conditions on BCP yield, nitrogen source

2 0 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6
Magnesium sulfate anhydrous (g/L)

screening (a), yeast powder concentration screening (b), glucose concentration screening (c),
Na2HPO4 concentration screening (d), citric acid concentration screening (e), magnesium sulfate

concentration screening (f)

242 RELRMAK S FSEERFNT
BC 11 A AR AT 12 RSP 3 2 B B0 A B IR A T TR R
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RS> TADB AN, AT LAVE A A B S SR AR . 2 . F A B A T e Ak A1 1
SIN, Beinag 5L R R B FEAR TAR R, B4R et AL, it
LU R AT YR 5E I HESE).

ME2-2 a 1] BUE H COS I JEALE %S BCP P2 52 i K, 1IAE] 1 3.24 g/L,
WINT 0.9 g/L, THAMAE K> TR ARBEAT B & BE = BC TR RNt
BN 5 T M EL 2306 T BC 774, RO RN R X R0 TR G
BEWRARE, BT RG4S RN IR F B RIE G N, o v % R 2 PR
EARE TRV IIY B, S EORBEFF B AR K SZ PRI, ARBE AT 3 23 R 774 MR A
A R TR S 2, 530 BC &R . ik, PR A BT COS A
AN I R R L DR, JF BT LOE I B & F AR FH IR LB 20 A 4T e R Bt
e, i BCP &5, H COS M n{E13—isr COS # o NIy, 1F
NEFTVRPABEATEAH, #—P58 T BCP & M.

H ek = s I AT 22 P AIK BCP &1, & 2-2 b iz, £E COS ¥ N
EIREH NS 3%, BCP &M Il T RERILER, X2RYKEN S COS &
[F] CS. SA AHMG NG FRHEL MBI, FEORFRAEMEEEIRR, AREAT B I
WA, AR SBURBNE IR TR, FTbler 330 BCP & ik
JERFE. Ik, 163 COS TR IR LN 2% NHAASINK B, XA 54~ BCP
(P f e e, 183 3.96 /Lo

TEXTRE FRIL M RAGT FE A, BESEAOR Int BCP 7= & 52 55 A 1 2« Yunoki
5 NIB I AR IC T 7T R I L BEAR A FE BC AP HRIR, TR AN R, 4
TEE RN 70 V) 1 2 W ) T A 25 A T M ) R TR IR R A A AL, S B R
PSR AR BC B EEMIRET, (2 IEA 2 T 1l S # e fe 2t BCP (&, K
2-2¢ i, WA 2B SHMAsRT BCP P74 A B R R EE M, Hrh ZmEm
ML= E 42 5.73 g/Lo AHRHE, HAREEE 240 BCP 16 M 2 550K
BEAT B SET . Sl BARAREABORTE AT B BRI A, e w LLRIH 2Rl 2
BRI HERAT, AR SRR HARHHRAT A S, 358 1 3 % B 42 s BC
it ik, w DMRGEF M AR RETE /D & CREAFTE MR T, AREEAT B AR K IR
EZAE], RmiiEs BC &SRR, K 2-2 d Fin, 1EOESKSE 22 mL/L B,
BCP W= wih Bl il 6.25 g/L. (H LRy FIRE TR, HmiREORA T Rg

17
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54 20 B A P EE ) B 78, [RIRERERIEAT BIE o i DL 24 IR B 4K 21 1 It
BCP = BRI B 4. 4% 22 mL/L () ZEE/E NEE 2R IN57, BCP /=&
BRI, BT 6.25 g/L, LEERIININEARBIMET 57.9%.

Wi 2-2 ¢ P, MRS B 55 1 CBERAL, BCP 177 5 AR
AL 1.03 g/L #ETF IR AN 6.25g/L, T 607%. £ KRBT, @id—R
HURAL SR . 3 = T BC HIE B, B ILB D AN [F) 55 7% 2 A AN I SR B2 7+
AT RIS PE . 2R 4R 3R A AR ) DA S R TR A5 1 3 9

35
a b
d I
3.0 41 T
3254 I ~
£ : =51 - |
=20 =
2 2
Z1.54 224
9 .
9] g
2 1.0
14
0.5
0.0 . r r . r 0 . : . . .
Control  SA HA cos cs 0.45 0.6 1.2 2 3
Sample COS Concentration (%)
61 C T 1 d
T
54 6 B T
= o5 T T T
204 T K}
3 | 34T
=31 :,3
=3
2 g
224 ]
14 14
01— r - - r . 01— . - x v v ;
Control 1A PG Glycerol Ethanol Methanol 4 6 10 15 22 30 40
Sample Ethanol (ml/L)
7 4 Nitrogen source Narbon source Inorganic salt
Macromolecule Alcohols 6.25
4 =
6 S
=
—~ -
=51 =
=) =
- L
= 4 4 S | e n 3.99
— £,
.2 = ]
- £ | |
&34 = |1
Q ‘
) B ! ! 2.34
b2 1.98
2 S
2
_ 1.03
14
€
0
Optimization

K 2-2 Ko7 5EEIN BCP PR KR, R TX = RIS (a) , COS WX 7 & [
S (b) , EEIXN RN (¢) , CERREEXTEREM (D, AR E R
me %ot L (e
Fig. 2-2 The impact of macromolecules and alcohols on BCP yield, the impact of macromolecules
on yield (a), the impact of COS concentration on yield (b), the impact of alcohols on yield (c), the
impact of ethanol concentration on yield (d), and the comparison chart of the impact of optimized
conditions on yield (e)
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2.43 WZRAIF SR

COS J&—Fh RN ZHERYI, PlIE I S IR AF4E 1 438 L 1F R S5 ik
Ha5E BC MG R, ZATISEE CAUF L B A (23 BCP & RIMEM . @it 51N
COS [R5 77 R I AE ) BCP A (BCC) WL 4R ELF4EE COS AT
SUERG 85N HA 35 7R 5 RBE RN BCP EA 1 (BCH) W44 R R
¢l 4k 5 HA BEECS4UE R COS fiES HA ERARIIRE TIRA, TR &,
WG] COS,HA BV G RE 7 5 A B AR LK) BCP B4 ik (BCCH) 24T
YRR LT 4E S5 COS/HA MLEEEAZ LT R

Kl 2-3a ATvR, Ko TSR E AL A% BC F= =38 neA &, BCH 1/~ &
BET 6.01 g/L; BCC HIF=&E38hna T 6.24 g/L; BCCH HIr=£3 %] T 5.92
g/L. COS X} BCP F=®= M2 FIH T4 ik, BCH. BCCH X} BC =& 138 i J5

FAL, E R R L B S F AR IR A R AT A R R E A, (R
BCP W& B B2 T G FE 257, MR R AR AR, 2538 BC
(K7 BT 22 o (R AT G U, VIR Ry T RE 2 9 COS/HA >
HA>COS, X578 R,

B 2-3 b SR H KA TR R JE AL IR I #B 23 S B U B 30— 8 1 R B
SRR KT 54 R 2 A EAER, T T A 4ERAFHEMNIER
HAHBEAACHS R, oM TS f 3 S0 . SR RS f R . ER KA
Ao SINIREIISRAKEE R, I R T 5I N2 S BB FLIR I 5 SO R 45
P IFA L, FLBRIIE N2 SENURIERE R T BE, (HS AR MR 2 T —E 1
$eTt, JLHIE BCCH, XU 25 (¥ 5] A% B HHK RIS A 38 0, ¥ K 14 e il 386
T e b e c

—BCH BCH T
BCCH

n
-
S

BCH

BCCH BCCH

w
S
)
3
-1

1

ield (g/L)
-

Stress (MPa)

s

Swelling ratio (%

Pellicles y

S = N W & ;o

n

0 v T r v T 0
Sample 0 5 10 15 20 25 Sample
Strain (%)

Kl 2-3 JRAZA IR 73 7% BCP & (a) , HUBIERE (b) , WIKIERE (¢ HIFZMA

Fig. 2-3 Effect of In-situ addition of macromolecules on BCP yield (a), mechanical properties

(b), swelling properties (c)
244 KEEHIE
R FER R IE X pH. BCP /=&, SW & &, AWEMLSE S &I
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brs TR I R B B A AR A o e AR A I I A T AR AR I 2 45 S N AT (1)
HE I BC 78 S AL RE

W 2-4 ¢. d FiR, FERBEMET 24 h 1, BFREPRFEAGTEKY, K
T B R B B IR A T R SR AT AR AR, SRR B BN g, Rt
pH. BC /&, #EMSE. AMEMNLEATELHAHE. 24 296 h K,
AREEFF A BUE K, PO iE, Al . Esd i, ARESHT B
AR ARl ER, 30 pH M . F AR FE PO PR T A A, SRR
R I I, R AR ARENE SRR TEANERR . [FR, IR ITAA

RN AR L2RY) . REFRRIZE 72 2 168 h 2 [6], BRI = LU=,
MEE T 2T RPRIR N . 168 h GRS ZE1S, S TR A &,

B REEFE AR 72 h Hi & BC A<t 1, 78 72 h giin K

\ TN 1 > > 3 =N
TSR T e RS, EAVLaT S BC EALE, 0 BCP & &t
&b
He o
2.0 {V=2.4122X-0.0788,R*=0.995 a 1.14 Y=0.0021X+0.46588,R*=0.992 b
1.04
1.5
0.9 1
® v
1.0 7 0.8
=} a2
~ 0.7
0.5 0.6-
0.0 0.54
. . . . 0.4 4+— - r - - - r
0.0 02 04 0.6 0.8 0 50 100 150 200 250 300
Glucose concentration (mg/ml) Protein Concentration (pg/ml)
ol Cr ol bos di"" oz
< R N i b E N E;
5.5 . _.-_I» ~ Eg i\{\ 0.30 180 f
5.0 ‘i 1 § F 801 i% .""i"'{ k160 §
/ 2 1 . - - L = -
2 45 Y - 35 § o “i.,;;"' ; ;; i fo ~fuo £
4.0 vy —g g ,l'_-..{.—‘ -t 020 k120 8
N, £ 8 P i - 8
35 P = g 407 —i"'d’r t100 2
»-a---w ., I —{ o E me- 0.15 ~
3.0 4 -n T 20 .:__i.':....l’ 80
5 +-r-r-r-r—r——T — 1 0.10 L 60
0 6 12 24 48 72 96 120 144 168 192 216 240 0 6 1 4 48 72 96 120 144 168 192 216 240

Fermentation time (h)

Fermentation time (h)

K 2-4 AR AEIZ () , EAFMERL (o) , KBRS pH, B R
(¢) , HWimMEEE, £YWE, HAREL (D

Fig. 2-4 Glucose standard curve (a), protein standard curve (b), changes in pH, pellicles yield

2.4.5 K5 F M HAMRMETEHL

during fermentation (c), glucose content, biomass, protein changes (d)

NIRRT KT T NS B AR IS INET 8], A3 B B e (8] 508 24, 48, 72 h 19
N E At 4 A4 BCCH24. BCCH48. BCCH72.
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FER % 24 h JGi N COS/HA WREWEW, BCP 7= S AU e 500 T HoAh
2. Zhong ZE NKIL COS 1EAN—FlKIEMERE T LF4E, 2Bl B SCR F (887,
PRI COS R R A Tt A BRT B 42 AU B0 0 2 Al g 1 267 W R R REAEC SR, BRI A
Rt R, AT e AL KIS BCP & . COS/HA K7r T HEAHE N
BRI S5, AT YRR R AT B AR T T 2 AR AL TER I, K
WA B IR AN S ANTE R VSN K 53 W50 SR 4R 2 (¥ B 2 R A A ISR A ST 2 AL
23, MIMAE BC RIS . 45k 5], REmiH s ge.

gt R IRTEREE 24 h JGUNIN COS/HA K43 111 BCP F= B EWILG I s n 7
430 g/L, KT 72.7%, HXT 48 hy 72 h fSINIEIN T 3.24 g/L. 4.24 g/L,
KT 31.7%-60.7%.BCCH24 % BCCH . JJ oK KA 38 I, (2 S A3 0 1 19.6%.
AR ¥R BR8] BC BRI . X2 e R B FE T, BC B 45448
THEE B, AFYER T Z RIS N, S 80 M T % . BCCH48, BCCHT2
FAXTT BCCH24 #SHI I T R g RIAR ) R Bk o 8 5 AL RE PR 386 0 22 5 B0 K 14
REMIES, {H BCCH24 AHXFT BCCH MIEAKERE F RSB, e n B2l
Bl . sos st JnT AAS R R 24 h 43 COS/HA W28 K411l L2 i BCP
(77 B R I A RS i 1D TR B s K 1 A 2 R LK S

114 al 301 —scen i I
104 L ——BCCHM b| s
94 25 BCCH48 T T
-~ BCCHT2 ~ 4004
38 = S 400
SRR I & 201 ] T
~ - -
=] T 3 > 2 04
g w 151 o o0
> 5 3 £
-9 T ! = ]
O 4 & 104 . ;200
2 5] T )
2 5 100
14
0 T T . 0 T T T T T 0 T T r T
0 21 48 7 0 5 015 20 25 0 M 48 7
Time (h) Strain (%) Time (h)

Bl 2-5 AN P BCP =& (a) , HLbkIEGE (b) , BIKTA (o
Fig. 2-5 Different addition times of BCP yield (a), mechanical properties (b), swelling
behavior (c)

KRR & S AR RS SOk R AERIE AL, X BCP 5 BCCH24 1
PR B 7 S AT LUER, SEINRERS B WK 24 h J¥S N COS/HA M8 K 7- 1 X K
78 ib)- A TR

K 2-6 a fra, P pH (ISR RIS, RUIBEE KRR #T, K
AT B R AU I M G 5, 7 A A R 3 B0 77 4 pH (A TP 7E 0 £ 24 h 1Y,
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BCP 1 BCCH24 [¥] pH {HZWEL/N, HEFFLE 5.5, 48 h J5, pH ETFIREE TI%,
H BCCH24 1¥] pH FFIREK, M 5.5 &% 2.9, 1 BCP [ pH FFIER/N, B#ET T
B#2% 3.3, K 2-6 bR, FERFEMIRT 24 h N, AREEFF B 7E LR B MR A Bl BC,
{EBEAE K (A P E K, BC P& @il n. 48h 5, BC F&IFMHIGHE L7, JF
FEBE fo IR TR ARG, B Rk #) 3.3 g/L. BCCH24 i 24 h [A#E A 774 BCP,
BREE K E#I)3E4T, BCCH24 =& T 4hm T BCP 4. %48 h, BCCH24 1
BC /“& N 1.441 g/L, 7F 240 hik%] 10.234 g/L. %%, BCCH24 [{];* & #: BCP
[ 310%, F=E I KIER N8 COS/HA M4 K TFHIBI N EZEM#E T BC [
Ao W 2-6 ¢, d, e FiaR, ARESFFREMAY)E & AR & & R IEHEK, mS5H
B RE R B UG . AREEAT B TEA KO RE b, R P BT R AR B, @I AR
WEBE A . 51N COS/HA M4 K07 /5, REHFHEFAYEAE 48 h JFR%H
B, B BCP Wt 125%. A& AR s 2 S B AN 8 R & = KR
AL, AHX — R R — i i A

P28 RN S0 BCP P28 HUPERE . WEIKAT NI S A TE 2.4.3 04T,
XA IIEVEA . i 2-6 h PR, FEK B 24h J5 51N COS/HA W45 K7y
TG, WIMERGET 37.9%, AF]T 3.78 MI/m®, KiIE3E P B4 45 M N R %
53 BC e SR 2% 413, MR R LA K 73T P46 B 48 BC A& (1R & B 4s
4, TR )L 5
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—=—BCP a 12 {—=—BCP b 120 {—=—BCP C
6.0{—*—BCCH24 —e—BCCH24 2 —e—BCCH24
104 0100 4
5.5 Py £ 100
= =
20051 =
5.04 ~ = 4
0 = % 80
T 454 6 H
2
2 ] 60 4
4.0 2 41 S
) @
a 2 4
35 5] g 40
]
3.0 . Sy
25+ 7"  t+r—T——T—T—T—T—TTTTT T T T T
0 6 12 24 48 72 96 120 144 168 192 216 240 0 6 12 24 48 72 96 120 144 168 192 216 240 0 6 12 24 48 72 96 120 144 168 192 216 240
Fermentation time (h) Fermentation time (h) Fermentation time (h)
0.35{—=—BCP d 2004 —=—sBCP e 11 BCP T f
—e—BCCH24 P —e—BCCH24 10 BCCH
E 1804 ] BCCH24
0.30 4 = K
2 =y
= 160 )
< 2 =7
4 =] =
g025 Z 140 26 T
3] =
g g £s
0.20 4 £ 1204 g
= =4
< =
=100 4 ~3
3
0.154 § 2
= 804
1
0.10 +—7/—7F"—"7T—"7"T"T"T""T"T"TTT ) +————————— 0
0 6 12 24 48 72 96 120144168 192216 240 0 6 12 24 48 72 96 120 144 168 192 216 240 Sample
Fermentation time (h) Fermentation time (h)
301 —ser g 4.0 4 BCP h BCP i
BCCH BCCH 500 1 BCCH
254 —BCCH24 3.5 BCCH24 BCCH24 T
230 400 T
=204 E 9
& = < T
s =25 2
~ b = 300 4
2 15 2 =
2 £ 2.0 o0
¥ = =
= = =
“2 10 ®1.5 S 200 4
=10
5 1004
0.54
0 T T T T T
0.0 0
0 5 10 15 20 25 Sample
Strain (%) P Sample

& 2-6 BCP 5 BCCH24 K2 pHAEAZA (a) , ™ EZRN (b) , HEHESE
(), AWE (D, HAREWL (o) « ARKBIEN &, PUEE, 1, Bk
REXTEL (f-)
Fig. 2-6 Changes in pH (a), yield (b), glucose content (c), biomass (d), and protein (e) during
the fermentation of BCP and bech24. Comparison of yield, mechanical properties, toughness and
swelling properties of different fermentation methods (f-1).

2.4.6 BCP RET T2

¥ BCP. BCC. BCH. BCCH. BCHH24 345 i 5 kb B 5 i i J5 0 B At
IR B HEAT I 5 FF BB . 18] 2-7 Bis, BCCH24 T K401 W 45 1 5IAAL
FeE I RGN, MBS AT LB AL BT8R — g, ik
= HEEMRIEL, BCCH24 ¥ BCP [JZFEHETE T 90%, X% 5.1 mm.
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BCP BCC BCH
BCP b

BCC
BCH L
BCCH

BCCH24

£
1

n
1

IS
"

w
"

T

Pellicels thickness (mm)
—

~
L

BCCH BCCH24 .
K 2-7 IRALACER G ESEY) (a) MJEEARAE (b)

Fig. 2-7 Physical picture of pellicles after optimization treatment (a), thickness comparison of
different materials (b)

N T W o T BRI BB AR S5 4 (P 2, %F BCP. BCC. BCH.
BCCH 1 BCCH24 TR RIHEAT 1 ZLAMG I, %) 3000 cm!-3800 cm! 38 Bt
177 oy Uk B, DLERFUR 3T 1 I NS E B IR R0

ME 2-7a ATLAE Y, 7E 3400 cm™! A HV I —AN 5, X 5 AN 27 4k R L34
B REM O-H J P 4aRsh 4 1, 3500-3000 em ¥ 58 W5 M F O-H 5 N-H
BRAIMES, HSFEAE 3260 cm™! L HIUMIECT, FrA FE& P FTIR Y
FARL,  REITEFTA %0 N IR I A 4 R B AT AR IR B4 5 0. (H2 COS B HA
[N\ f#i 3 BCC. BCH. BCCH Al BCCH24 £ 1545 cm™ F1 1120 cm™ 4b H #H
o0, L3 ikt R Mt 5 C-O-C BRIHR N, 1020 cm™! X R FEFAH C=0 )
FLIRE)2,

Mo AT LLE S 7E 3000 cm'-3800 cm! X35, 3t O-H 45 4R 3 I
i, BCC. BCH. BCCH il BCCH24 fEARIN A H U 0 W UAC e 83 1 AR I8 3R
it% o U MR BRI, o)1 (A VAR A G, R DA S0 T B B i
W2 T O-H MAEIRANARFFIE . 24 HA. COS MABEFREH, @il
SEEEF AR BC P4 RAERCRE, B SR AR FAMIIEL, UM
G B RRERE, fE O-H MMAsiRaN IR R w2, ReMS iR At 4 KT
N2 51 S BCP P~ & 3 0 DA S A LA M BE 3 558

Sample
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BCP BCC — BCH BCP R?=0.980
a BCCH BCCH24 b
—_
X
N— GJ
2
=
£ i
£ 2
2 «
o«
S
[_1
S 3400
¥ v i v o v T T T T T T T
3500 3000 2500 2000 1500 1000 3800 3700 3600 3500 3400 3300 3200 3100 3000
Wavelength (ecm™") Wavenumber (cm™)
BCC R?=0.998] BCH R2=0.996

()
[=7

Absorbance
Absorbance

3800037003600 3500 3400 - 3300 3200 3100 3000 3800 3700 3600 3500 3400 3300 3200 3100 3000
Wavenumber (cm™) Wavenumber (cm™)

BCCH24 R?=0.997

BCCH R?=0.998

[¢-]
ey

Absorbance
Absorbance

3800 3700 3600 3500 3400 3300 3200 3100 3000 3800 3700 3600 3500 3400 3300 3200 3100 3000
Wavenumber (em™!) Wavenumber (cm™1)

K 2-8 FTIR (a) , ANFAEHE 3000 cm™-3800 em™ i Bt ()70 WAL L (b-D)
Fig. 2-8 FTIR(a), Peak splitting processing of different materials in the range of 3000 cm'-
3800 cm! (b-f)

2.5 REPNG

KERA T BC KEEREFRAEMAL, I T CS. SA. HA #1 COS % BC
PR KRR . SRR R BRI B BRUR . OHLERIREE . BRI K
RAOTHIGMN, BERRT BC M= MEMEE. BN KA TSN, N
JELFYESR HEAC IR AT N T A A ERE, AR A B AT T B TR N . Bk
NEUT:

(1) BrpBefil: 5. BERRE . TIRIKREN RS, #
SERERERIRFE N 20 g/L, &I HEAREE Y 100 g/L, BEERE 8. FARmR . BREREEN
BAEAINREE 2358 6 g/Ly 1 g/L A1 0.5 g/Lo BEISHIMAST BC 7 8 5 e B
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o AGSE I BCP P A MR T 607%.

(2) JRRLER IR A FARHAI R : COS A HA I JR A7 3 I v] LA & 527+ BC
e, JEHSEAE R 24 h S5 RIS Koy T, BC PAEARTF T 72.7%. 1k
G, WU e AV K P RE B st

(3) FIZ% K275t BC 5K : FTIR M R, K THARH SN2
AR BC JBIEBRES ), 330 O-H MaaiRa g MR 7, R M5 (a) SR
FAY AR, @R T KA1 BC B~ BRI U e IR EVE

T P R R SR A R K 53— A B SR AL I, AR5 SEEL T BC [ AUEF= K
MEBEFETE, Dy BC SRR S B AL T H 18 A S0 KT .
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8 3 & &T BCP WA QBRI E R E BRI R
3.1 B
PR S e T s, B I 2 o e, G PRl PR 97 11 T A
FL= 5, BRI 51 1 e IREAR R MR Zh S R 2R, SECRE 0 DAL
Baba B, FHA R D EE MR A RN — N EZ T, BC
DR FLB R P P BRI A 0 2 R, 4T3 S P 493 L BSCR R R 5195981, )R BC
TEG DA 7RI E R ), KRR AETE R IR, JC IR TERE PR 15 1
AR o anfragsR TR . (R3S A B AR T UL RR ), 2
I THI 8 P =5 Bk

PTT & —Fh 5T BN a7 7%, FEIR R SRS b v H e, @it #4
REVEF TR & X T IRYT « 12T VERA R AERBERMIR MY, Oz M
FREEIRIT . DI @A DS on,

DFO 1EA—FEEGH, R SH%ETRARENESY, NfARoh %
Bt N 3 B ARk o TR PRI 15 11 I b R 2 AR TR DD A N T Bk
R BB RThEE . (e AR R PR A SEE A DA S5 7 1021030, Ji
LB EBES 7, DFO A By FWRE IR MaipThae . w8 . s D& s
[104,105]

] PRy DR 4 I PR A FH RO B s 4 1 SEORHAT S A 452 1 2 AT B8 17 B 7K I S B
Bl X HORL R AA RO SR BLIERI CR Y, (BTEDUIA . (LI M G T A2 2 P AR 4%
7 TR A BRUCO107 5 25 b PR 15 1 i SR 13Tt M A it
DTIALL iRt Dok, IAE SR T MR R BC PSR, i
JEAT I HA LR 3L, Nk DA SEEERER], SIN Cu? NIL L0 A FR F 44t
JE R TR BN S WA o B G, 38 BRI NI DFO, AT 21 s R
73 D ¥ (R AR
3.2 LIS
3.2.1 BFREMH

REEREFRHES: WEE 100 g/L, FEEFE 20 g/L, BERRE 4846 gL, FTIER 1
g/L, WREE 0.5¢g/L, 4 10mL/L, pH 6.8,

it
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322 KFISINEE
A SIS BT A FH AR a0 A A 2 LR 3-1, 3-2.

2% 3-1 F2H
Table 3-1 Main reagents

LT ey S ZymRR A H
HEBE BR [ 244 21K 7 PR A 7
[lEasyy) BR [ 244 21K 7 PR A 7
T IKE R A AN AR [ 2454 21K PR A 7
FIEIR AR [ 244 21K 7 PR A 7
T B AR [ 244 21K 7 PR A 7
Hhir AR [ 244 21K 7 PR A 7
LA AR [ 244 21K 7 PR A 7
TooK L AR [ 2454 21K PR A 7
DFO AR Z AR IR
IR % % AR % SR AR AT PR A 7]
EDC AR [ 244k 2R PR 7
NHS AR [ 244k 2R PR 7
HA BR HMPERAR YR IR A
TRAG A AR [ 244 21K 7 PR A
=IKEEAk AR [ 244 21K 7 PR A 7
AR AR [ 244 21K 7 PR A 7
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*£3-2 FHEALE

Table 3-2 Main instruments

DE =i & ites] PR
R4l 7K AL LD-DI-15V AL K AL B A ]
SN TA-214 U R TS
pH it PHS-25 AR S A T
&S S WER W I EL Y AR DF-101SZ P T A IR ITEA 7
LLAMRERABAX HM-TPE09Pro AL R BT IR W]
ZLAN AR FUSOSAD1000F34  JRII'E &' F AL A R A
ZER AR R DS(C25 EH TA AR A 7
BT Multiskan FC AT b i P AR 2
JrAE A TexturePro CT FE A 255 A ]
B R TR SJTA-10N TG AX A A PR A 7]
EEEHL IR S-8600 H A H A F
{8 B AR 2T 35X IRPrestige-21 EE N
X-5F AT D8Advance i [5] Ap  7 A )
g n AT Olympus IX73 H A B B2 3 A 7]
Pl LSRG SL250 5 ERRAA PR A 7

3.3 LA

3.3.1 REEFFEMFIRAEIE

AT T AT R S50 2 0 e 15 280 60 oo 7= B b o A PR P PN B P e T s 2 R
AREEFF RS S0 mL 50 /L & A S o/L BERERY IRE 7R3, IFLE 30°CAN
120 rpm FIFE 24 he KRG FREEM P FI, 7E 4°C T b
3.3.2 [RMEHEIE
3.3.2.1 BRI HA & BCH B94E1k

XA AT e, Bk, 4% 3 mL B ER T 40 mL AR EEES
FH (pH6.8) H1, 30°C 120 tpm NS KWE 3 h G NFAEREE, 24h J5F 10
mL 5 0.1 gHA MR BERE TR R BEA Rk, dhSRFal kB 7 R KIESS
J&, AR RN AR BIZIEAE 0.1 mol/L EAMNHIE 75°C 40 min £
BRI, ERIFLAGAMEEN, REMHARAKEYE, HZE pH7.0. &5 HE
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T 45°C T, BRIEYNIEARIN HA KB G445 5%, trid v BCH.
3.3.22 iLISMm R BAE & BCP Hil&

# 4.05 mg EDC, 3 mg NHS, 100 mg DA Sl 5 mL [ MES Z&#0 4, 78
5] ¥ BCH IR E] il Z2phili b, 37°C 120 rpm K. 16 h, [ 845 H fEHL
HEGH, I EETRMEE G IRERAR N By, 15314 (57424 BD;
BNk BD IRET SmL 15 mmol/L ) CuCL %, 37°C 100 rpm [ 12h, 3
FI b A P92 8 BD@Cu; 25 BD@Cu A 5 mL 12.5 pg/mL K] DFO &K
H1, T 37°C 100 rpm XN 12h, /552K E &N BD@Cu-D. M )5 —
ARG 5 B TR ik R ARG A 1R, FEEMT ERAT T — .
3.3.3 MRERIE
3.3.3.1 #limtEaE

54 23.4.1
3.3.3.2 iahkitae

542342
3.3.3.3 FpkE

BT B 7 K S 2R KR EIL N Wy, BILET 37°CHA T,
FERE R A NBCE I E L ES (W) , BEEBSESTE (W) .« #FKH (Water
retaining ratio, WRR) R#f A3 (3-1) 1H5:

WRR (%) = (=02 x 100% (3-1)

3334 KESBEEE

MR LR 177 70 2 7K 78 S i %6 (Water vapor permeability, WVP) 1081,
K FEETT K 4.0 cmx4.0 cm BR/DN, BEMIERA 3 g Jo/K CaCl FREMAIH
b7, FESCRIRR SR O 2 (813 3o RO E TR @ Aa , fEIREE 25°C,
TN T5%E € 56 F TTCE 24 he HoAm (kg) & AT 51 2 & 1221k,
d(m)ZHRER R, A(m?)se 2 8 MR I A, ¢ (s)2MKIE], P (Pa)
Fe T B A 2 1 (R 7K 2830 22 GIRLEE D 25°CIR BN 75%H5 4 0.02308 atm) - WVP
B (3-2) HHEEH:

WVP(kgxm x5 !xPa-l)=-m22

(3-2)
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3.3.4 LEHIFRIE
3.3.4.1 BEMLIMNEE (FTIR)

54 2.3.4.3
3342 B FEMEKE (SEM)

FEALE T AR TENLF AT 24 h JFWE4 5 min, SRAFRESE 5 kV
T L AN R T
3.3.43 X-H4475F (XRD)

i XRD Ao T FE S E R TE R . 7E 40 kV AT 40 mA 264F T, X SERATH
EIF AR DE, Mg KTy 5°/min, F9EVEEDY 10-50°. BC B4 & JZ a5 (CrD
E AR S XM B ISR R . FRE SR Crl A (3-3) #iE.

CRI (%) = "“’fﬂx 100% (3-3)
002

Tooa A1 Tam 73 A ONAE 22.7°K0 18°HT T 5 B A B KA. (£E Origin 2021 H ¥ f —
B S HO V25 XRD BEIRE TS LR IE o FEAR IE JiF 0 9 3 r 5 o7 068 Fy v 36 R 3 K
i %E (Full width half maximum, FWHM) , &% 5 FWHM K HAE E XONIEH
BiZ.

3.3.44 HE (TGA)

K Byidt DTG-60H (8 Z2 7 P A AN A i BEAT VB 70 B 8-10 mg 4
£ 20 mL/min N> #*, LA 10 °C/min #JE M 30°CHI# % 700°C.
3345 #EMf (CA)

8 28 ERRS e B A1 SL250 XEAPRIEE T Bl A I e, i3 FH Bz i
TR 2 BT K, BRI 20 Wi/Ab, AR BE 56 A el OB 26 — sk R
3.3.5 JeitEe

INE MBI GRERE, KRBy 808 nm. ThEFFE N 1 W/em? [f] NIR
POGTE 2 W 5% 1F T RS ARE i, RS 2T A A AR A S DR 5 PR P2 P A0 S 4
M. AT AN S A EHC Y BD@Cu-D(N).

3.3.6 DFO # Cu> HURE AT A

I A ARSI AN T R B AR NIR FESE T DFO A Cu® R IAT A0,
KR 5 E T pH AN 5.5 F1 7.4 ) 3 mL PBS Z5pfiirb . b pH {HN 7.4 1)
PBS 2B NN 12 mg 8 %7 88 LARBLIUUNE PR 12 14 105 1 AR BOIRAS o R, —3
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SFEMTEILZLAMB S R AT RS . frE ARSI E T 37°C. 100 rpm FI1H IELR
i ST T TR ST e BURERT, SR 500 uL IR MR, JESLEIH 500
uL IR RN TR o TR EH 5 AR I N — 58 1R ) 3 mmol/L S4Bk
W, W8S I BEARACAE 485 nm W AKALI BTG EE . iR brdEf £k, 1H5HE DFO
HREE, JFRAEAX (3-4) tHE M ZERRE (Cumulative Release, CR)

Cu> IR 4Z 8 GB/T 36084-2018 [FRRIHEAT, M, 7ERMVEZMT,
Cu?" SYCREFRL IR 1 Ag JR T KA AL R R, A2 BR— M8 25 F (Cu™)
FARES T (Ag™ 5 [, Cu™ BVl b I R E Ay Cu?t, AT SEILRT oK AR
FORLIEEAZ) 0k, 5 SR ERURL 1) RS0, A K R RIORE I YR 1 P £ F 5 2
BTN TG EMO, i A e RN ARE T 5 Cu> IR EE, RAR
AR (3-4) HEH BERRE

CR=V, ¥ 1C + VyC, (3-4)

X, Ve M Vo 43508 500 uL A1 3 mL. Ca N n YCRFE G VB 25 B A (1
W
3.3.7 £YHEA MM E T RE
3.3.7.1 mpEEEFE

L1929 2 1) B it 2 AR BR AR, FFEANTA 10% (viv) fa2F ILE CR
BUAEY), HED M 1% (vv) BER-EER GR4EREY, PED B 1640 Bif
3 FE4ERAEY), THED R, HUVECs 40 & B2 BB B at, JIf
FEANTEH 12% (viv) BaA- BT 1% (viv) 7585 5 - 555 2 0 s i A b 7R 0 (3%
YeoRAW), PED IR, LT, AN RIEREUE 2 Bl 6 2. BRI
RIYLE 37°CHI 5% CO, (P H IR IE 5 TR A B 77
3.3.7.2 £YHEEMITE

i CCK-8 W& (g A e MR IR A =) M Caleein/PI 4HH1E 5
M E AR & CER REMBEAIRARD SERVFEFET L929 4 5
HUVECs A0 8 tE. X+ CCK-8 Wi, ¥ 1£929 Il HUVECs 4H i ffh /e
96 FLHH1(1x10* cells/well), ffFIXi&. BC. BCH. BD. BD@Cu. BD@Cu-D #l
BD@Cu-D(N)A BHIR s 72 R 4078 1. 3. 5 Ko I CCK-8 RillJG, 7F 37°C
THEE 1 hJ5, T 450nm & WE FLIRBOEE . 4% 7 (Cell viability) I8
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ni (3-5) (HE.

Cell viability (% )=—msempleOPblank o 150, (3-5)

ODcontrol—ODplank

XTI IG SEI €, K L929 F1 HUVECs 40 #efhre 12 LA (1x100
cells/wel)#59% 12 h J&, MM ERE HIBIG IR A 40 55 7788, W E 24 h 5
B3, R AU P ACEEANM 30 min, 7EUOGIRE DB N W ERMBES
Fam.
3.3.7.3 AT FEER LI

A AR SNG4 B A2 0 E MR HUVECs 4T A% (L /e F I, g
HUVECs 4i#AhE 6 FLEF IR (1x10° cells/well)o 440 350 505 3 B 1 9%
BEBF, A S AORNE R IR IS B R B B AR F IR R R . BT 10 pL B
HARUGHIEPATAT I, 43 5I7E 24, 48h, A BAEBIEGI 1, B WL
FE R ARG B AT DB 2R
3.3.7.4 HNESCLE

I B VR Y B SEIR PEA S M B DUB TR, BTSSR A AE TO B A R kAT
(1121, &3 €3] 2 BR 14 (S aureus, ATCC 6538) F1 A AT 1 (E coli, ATCC 25922)
FeRh T LB A IR, JRRE IR XK (1x10CFU/mML) . BEJa, #iE
WSHERES BT RE b, 78 37°CHE 12 h. WHEE, HEILIEHUT PBS Fikk
1x10° %, F4efh % LB IRk b, 7 37°C F4k85 9% 24 he %%, @idinig
PR BB VE ARG O, T B v B LV AR I B P R
338 FAGORE

RN R4 R AT DB TEAL T AR AT DS B . BT SEI T R 3k
BENY R RS R E . SR 20 1 7~8 RS AOAETE TCR /N REEATHE R
PRI ST . B R E S 60 mg/kg BEARIEH & (Streptozotocin, STZ) 55
BERIREAL, IAE 3 K5 IR MK . B s K P51 300 mg/dL 9 12 B
NS 5 RSB, KX 12 J/NRBENL A 4 4H: A4, BD 4. BD@Cu-
D 41 BD@Cu-D(IN)AH . 7E%E H /N S HI1E B AR 8 mm B R kA AR, Jid@
Aot < B €0 3 5 R TR SRR A 1 A DAL G PR 55 o i A7 S (6 F I 2 S R
T & R4, IE25% BD. BD@Cu-D Al BD@Cu-D(N)ECR} R T4 11,
A3 TM AR [ 52 AR FESEIR S 04 54 9 Fl 14 K, MEALFE @A,




LR 2 A 18 3

B T Okl . 40 T AR AR Ak A Tmage T BEHEATIN BRI S, DAVRAGEOR)
S DA T RCER
3.3.9 HRFESHR

N T LA EORL 1 D A s, GBI IRAORS AL (H&E) LAl
Masson = e BT M. BARTI S, 1RSSR 14 RALSENE, RES
HHZREAR, JH 4% 2 BT . FEARGERRE CREK)S, BT Ak,
FUIRIBURE S 5 pm YR . VIR & B F Kb G, 7 Al H&E %
ik & (EYER, HED Rl Masson = etk g (FE4ER, HED HETY
. B, A EE TR ERY) A IR IR . vt — D VPl s L &
GHIEEG MY #ET T o-SAM (ZE4E/K, 1, 1:100) F1 CD31 (FE4E/R,
[, 1:1000 Gett, BARSLIG D YRZE MR AR 3 S50 75 Ko Seie Bt Mo 77k
AT T IE i R4,
3.3.10 BEEX S EIRFHISEIR

82 P P IEG S B MR P G: CELISAD A IAN[FI #1814 HUVECs 4 i HIF-1a
M VEGF & HFRIEHmNS, BAK S, ¥ HUVECs 404f T 6 FLIE Tt
Br g% (4x10° cells/well) , FrAfNSEERSE G, 0 AN &S [F PR B 7R 4,
B g% 3 R, T REFRMINEMT — K. SRR, FFRRFRE, WA NS
o RIS PBS IR e 4E MM K. SRS, IMNIE & RIPA R, BT 4°C #F
Z:4f# 30 min, FFLA 16000 rpm 544 N ES O 20 min, HOH BIEWEH . HEHH
HIF-1o 1 VEGF [¥] ELISA W&, I35 07200 24 g (1) HIF-
la. VEGF J¢ SDF-1 HHARIEIATIE . L4 FT1545 R0 5 LL ng/mL F1 pg/mL
TR
3.3.11 Gitorth

f# Fi| Excel 365. Origin 2021 image J 3T 7 4tit43#r. i SPSS 26.0 it
177 )7 24554, J-{4 A Duncan 2 E{EREKITE p < 0.05 NEREE. FrA LR
B EE AT T =K,
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34 BBREGH
3.4.1 EEMRIBIR IR
3.4.1.1 DA RE ML

DA TER I B A N RS A M N E Z L (Dopamine, PDA) , HEAIE
1) PDA IRJZ, RERSE— D SG SRR G BE AT RN O], (R VR BE 1) DA 23 %
HOMPRHO NI I, BatE BTE, R, BRMERREE, AR TR AR
RS FITIST, SR BEARAL, AR BN RE R IK A2 (K B P A, B ORB R
BEREM S R 7K 71, AN DR B R T 2k 25 i o

Sy H#E BCH 3ERE EZRINT 5. 100 20, 40. 60 mg/mL [f] DA, 45 34K
3-1 7R, DA XBEEARNURIE Re s TH B, JCHR R T 200%. {24
DA WRFEMIT 10 mg/mL J&, RN EFHEEERNE, X2 H T DA HMHEETERK
[f] PDA AHRHE R e S50 1E ], DA WREZRARES, PDA Z#HIA A EAIL
B, S 7RSSR EE AN R M, Y5 T ADRH AR . (H 24 DA WREEET 10
mg/mL J5, PDA [ZERERIES|— WA, 4RS00 DA L BEFRALA BR i B i
BE5R, BN AEKE TS . BEE DA IREEAWIGIN, &5 MBIV Kt A
s, AEAIEKIEREA S, £ DA MEINESR 60 mg/mL B, HKEH T
554%. 7E 10 mg/mL KT HIEIKE Y 443%, XANIKEER DA BERESE T KHE
WK RE T, ARG DRI 4 RE, ORI s K BE 0 3 8005 1 i i R
MBI ALy, HAUMRIE e A3 2B 3R T, S )ik 3] T 38.2 MPa, Widfiik
HN163%. FZIEFE DA MERIIEN 10 mg/mL.

50 4 —— Control 600 -
5 mg/mL a b T
10 mg/mL 500 4 I
4049 mg/mlL. S - . |
E v 40 mg;;mL \ < 400+ T
= 30 60 mg/ml. ’\ .:.; 1
g S
» et 300 -
-] o—
£20- =
2 Z 200 4
7
109 1004
0 - T L) T T 0 T T T T T T
0 5 10 15 20 25 Control 5§ 10 20 40 60
Strain (%) DA Concentration (mg/mL)

Kl 3-1 ANFEIVKEE DA XPRIUIRPERE (a) , ¥EAKTERE (b) HIRZHH

Fig. 3-1 Effects of different concentrations of dopamine on mechanical properties (a) and
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swelling properties (b) of materials

3.4.1.2 Cu**, DFO iREfk

7E BD H1 5| N\ Cu** M DFO FE 2 N 1 IR P AR « F1E AL ' A B
EHERE PR 107 1 A e ThREL191200, 35 Cu R FEIR, MRIPTEMREA L, I
AT RGN R AT T <8 0 7 3R A S5 SR B A G B Cu? 2 S B
BRI, S RS AT AR A B A I 4 23 0 ¥ 3 50121 DFO J& — M sl i kB 5 711,
U 7T AN LA B PRARIT B (0 Fe?, s LUE k85 kS, i & DFO 7]
RE P Tl A, IR AR AR KA, Id AT,

K20 # B S AG X Cu?t LA & DFO IRBEREAT I %, @il s anpfris %,
FIWTA R FE & 5 B U dvE, ATTGE $6IE B IR VO . R MR
PO EGE, B R E TP AR BRI TE AR KA O, T A R TR VA 2 DA ORI R R
V22 A B L N VRAS IR IR B A 2t . B 3-2 a, b BT, J@IE X HUVECS, L929
RN L EE AT SR EE PR, Cu 7E 10 mmol/L FRIVR EE A fE (R 1E 80% LA _E 1 A IR
HMAFIEZE, 16 15 mmol/L N IR N e LRAFTE 80% LA b1 SRR AN M A73 5, Bt
E CuPREERIBI, WSRO P E, WHEER Cu S —E 4
2. dEid DFO MFHvE S AL, IR H) DFO X R RA T HEEH,
R LM AE K, 7E 50 ug/mL VR, BRUEABAZ TG A0SR RE g i it
100%, FEAEWREERIHE M, MARAFS RN N, (RIKEZR DFO REW FRAIC 1 d1 2
oK, MMAEREAn MG sE, Sk R 2 B —E it . 2o # sk
R 1 Cu*fE 15 mmol/L KRR EEN, DFO f£ 50 pg/mL B E N BEWS ORiIE
MR AR 1 AW 22 A

TEAW) 2 A X Cu ¥R DL K& DFO IR FE#EAT ik, @il fd 3-2 ¢ mrLh
133, BEAE Cu* HIMREEAWIE N, WP RCREH 2, (H2RH DFO WK JZ K1Y
o, ARIEREE R CuX M ROR B 2%, XN, KIKEE DFO 22l A 1 43 i
T2 ERER, BYRREREEICAE /), JF vk e dn B DNA a8, AT {804 1R 1Y B
INERU221, S RE 73l — PR R E R, 5 DFO Se 44 B ki 2, 35
DFO ¥R FEAS /& B4 B (1 23R 2% B 1, DFO-Fe &AW nT RE S pE AN (M #432 R
LR BRSO BRI . B3 Cu IKIE A 15 mmol/L, DFO
WA 12.5 pg/mL REETELRIEAEY 2 BRI T, (RIERABANE RS,
2B LY 2 2RI B RS .
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>
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>

=]
1

Cell viability (%)

N
>
1

>

Cu?* Concentration

3.4.

[
>
1

(=)
>
1

-
>
1

HUVECs HUVECs
120 4
L929 a L929 T b
T T T T
11 R 1001t v LT [
T T _ .
T . ) S T . I
'|' 3, 80 T
= T
T =60
>
S 401
201
T T T T T T T 0 T T T T T T
0 2 5 7.5 10 15 20 0 12.5 25 50 100 200
Cu?** Concentration (mmol/L) DFO Concentration (pg/mL)
DFO Concentration C
12.5 pg/mL 25 pg/mL 50 pg/mL 12.5 pg/mL 25 pg/mL 50 pg/mL
5 mmol/L
10 mmol/L
15 mmol/L

S.aureus

3-2 #RLH Cu* 1 DFO X HUVECs, L1929 ZIMiiG M (a, b) , #kbH Cu? Ml
DFO HHMEERE ()
Fig.3-2 Effects of Cu?* and DFO in the material on the activity of HUVECs and 1.929 cells
(a, b), and the antibacterial properties of Cu?* and DFO in the material (c)

3.4.2 LEHIFRAE

2.1 SEM

BC R E BRAE & H R LT YR R K 454, X B2 4 2 30 28 SUHR
A, BT — A m ARG . i 3-3 fizn, ik SEM W%, BC 44E AR
FEJLFRJVAGKRZ I, BoRH BC BN & LR AR 4 f e, (R AR 4R 4R
RN BT — 58 MR Ba 14 L S R BRI FLER . BCH E& T, HA 1S AL
IR T A4S 75 20, 5 R IR BC AR L, 524 510 27 4 2 0 58 3 5] k1),
HA 5l 5 FRMER Dy g, (2485 A B2 4ER BRTE R %55, FLRER
/o T BD [ £FHER I 43 A 35 50 BA 0 1) B sl ks, JUORE TR AN, {HL5y
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ARG 5] o XA B DA 53R EEA)S (1 BCH #HT /22 3B ), DA
ACERJE TSR iR, 5 9 0 2 DA WHTEAZ I b, 7R U6 A1 T T i PDAN24,

SEM B s FIRIHERR N DA RETE AP PDA 8% %R . BD@Cu R 1
[FIRE o> A AR 22 0N, SR A5 R0 4347 LG 2 BT 1Y) BD S 2 35 FL3550, kK
/N5 BD ANA, BD K 2 ARG, BD@Cu KM 2 & HFBRCR, 5
BOXFEMJFE 2 Cu? Refig {2k DA 44 PDA, FEEA —EWMHERI), Cu?*
25 DA PP A BGER], 153 DA 43 TR IR G N RBRLIR . BD@Cu-D 3%
[T 25 PR B H B sy R REL RS B AL B3 I A 4R 4% o SEM R SR, 423 DFO 4
WP G, ARV T — ZH 90K BRIR S, AR 42 1 R e P A
AR, XA — R TR R A R R 2 4 (R B i T ARG X, AH AR AT 4 i i R T i AR
JERE T BRYESCCEL, W DFO 51NN T KESEEH I SEBER,

BD@Cu-D i KT 4E WA 25 AT5SRIE T W, B LT 458 SR Ab A — [ 38 55 (1 Cu-DFO

S

K 3-3 AAEEHE SEM
Fig. 3-3 SEM images of different composites

3.422FTIR

SRR FE 53 R A Z IRV AH L0, 6 FLF A AR T LA 6, %5 3000
em-3800 cm! F1 1500 cm-1800 em! AT /3 UEALER, 3 — 28 R HADRL A )
SEAR b DA S W (A R E AR Ak . 3% 3-3 Bl T 546 BC [ FTIR Y61 A9k B 4
fic

'l 3-4 FizR, 1E 3000 cm™-3800 cm™ X3, FEZE O-H MR ILIE
BCH. BD. BD@Cu #! BD@Cu-D TEAKIE A H IHT AW S e 553 (m) (R I 2 I % »
BT A3 % CTA 2 N N el L s L (BT L P PN S s i 0 A B i e
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# O-H MgiiRsNNF K. 7E 1550 cm'-1600 cm™ Ab AMFERE 11 A5 i, Mo
e P R L BC £EIX — i VA SRR i, 78 1540 ome! Ak 3L IR g ey 25
BIGFREEIR R ). BCH 7E 1550 e AbTF4G HH LS5 06, = RIE T HA 4514 i)
Wi U310, BD fEX AN VG AL IE(E 15 5%, £ Jy EDC/NHS gt | HA #3:5 DA
fE 2 AN IS, A2 T -CONH-ZE5 R4 132, I X 45k 1 1 R A I e A0 R P 38 0
BD@Cu. BD@Cu-D 1/57£ 1550-1600 cm' ZbA5 W e, 15 BH I e 465 R4 FE 4B 1 22
DFO & JEIRAEAE, FERAE—EPRIERIFE . TIAFERATE 1720 cm™ B T
C=0-CH 551&, {H BC FIW il JL-F-TH 2%, BB BC 45 R & KB 3 Bt
BCH 7£ 1720 em™! AW 3G 55, RIE T HA H COOH £5#4, H X 35 N () BD@Cu
A S8, R Cu?t 4 & 3 800 55 (1-COO-Z5 I8/, DL K 4340 e (o7 FEAEK
T C=0 BrpxFtE, FEORAGREAZN . BD@Cu-D 7 1720 cm™ ZWR S X AT FiT
W3R, N DFO 7r 7 &4 C=0 45#, 2% DFO %5 J5 P HBURRL AR B4 &
BEAN, AT 1 0 T 5

Table 3-1 BC ) FTIR St )i B 43 e
Table 3-1 Band distribution of FTIR spectra of natural BC

8t/ om” Al B
3353 O-H &gzl [89]
2001 C-H HIRARIRE, TS T 4T 4 2T I (126
1424 YR NFFERETT CHa 12 HI4R3) [127]
1159 C-0-C BRI h4giiks) (B-1,4—HEEHE [91]
1106 C-OH {H4iflksl (ZHELEH) [128]

1054 C-O f4aiRz) CHEME LD [91,129,130]
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£ 2
5 5
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< <
0
3800 3600 3400 |, 3200 3000 1750 1700 1650 1600 1550 1500
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30
R-square=0.999 R-square=0.999
w 40 @
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= =
£ £
2 20 E 10
< <
; e "
3800 3600 3200 3000 1750 1700 1650 1600 1550 1500

3400 1
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B 3-4 RFEME FTIR 4347 & 50 K
Fig. 3-4 FTIR analysis and peak splitting diagram of different materials
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3.4.2.2 XRD

XRD & F TR AR S i G5 A R Gh SRR, SR A I T UAAT TR 6 Bk A2 5
MR MEERNE, EWRN BCP FINUMGRE . W 3-5 Fis, Frafedh
BIAE 14.7°, 16.8°1 22.7° 4 W& 2 3 /> BE FFFAEAT I UE, 70303 B (101D,
(10D , A1 (002) Zhidt Fii, MBI IR, 2K BC I
[ BRI AR AU, Z R AL T AR RAS, ATy 1B BUAF i %
At A, ARYE Segal AT E T 2 A IEFE 5 1) 45 i FE 4520 Crystallinity index,
CrD> 34, Crl & EM Rk 4 i X 5 o€ B X LU 1) B 24

#* 32 AFEE AR XRD B Crl 7 #
Table 3-2 Analysis of Crl of different composite films by XRD patterns

Sample CRI (%)
BC 76.15
BCH 72.38
BD 80.90
BD@Cu 81.54
BD@Cu-D 83.65

SINH HA XPAR P43 g5 7= 74080, 3 7 EERIX, 38 BC,
BCH 45 & B PR35, 76 BCH £l 5| N\ DA J&, 4 EAFT#em, K% DA
Rk LY S THRERAUEEHES, B0 T AP 5 iR 1, B AR H LR R
B MR 3-1 0] LU BD@Cu A n45), Cu* gl NiE— B4 s T
L. Cu™IGIANZRE T DA, (ERRIEEAAHAT NS % . DFO A, #4
BHOSE GG, Cu?*%f DFO &SRR, 7 PRt — i T a7,
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Intensity (a.u.)

10 20 30
20 (°)

K 3-5 A[FEFEHK XRD 734
Fig. 3-5 XRD analysis of different materials

3.42.3 BREDH

TR MR I R e P BERAT AN o3 2 ). A4 1] 3-6, b
MEHE 100~270°C 2 ] HE S8 AR, 1% — i Be A 450 20 54 5 b 6 1 /KR
FER NN T I8 R AT RIST - BT AP RHE BEB B BT B R AR B, R
I EATTIRIZK 73 & BRI

BEEIRZ T &, A 270°C)E, MR BURZLRIFEM, Y8 DTG, BC. BCH
1E 350°C A A7 ik B e K MR IR 2R, R BTN 1 2 (41 2 3% - B P A 5 BUM 00
N MLE T BRI EM B, BC. BCH. BD LK BD@Cu. BD@Cu-D #7F
SR B8 5 P P BB S B R, BB E AT R B AR R 4P 4E % . BCH 1)
O ARERRT, 29 HA BISINBRAR 7P RROREE 1, HA & — oK R I &
T 20, HOoMBEERTHESYER, S HABNBCHRE, BANMETREH
AT F) HA M, (645 3 225 AR B A IR U7 R 30, JF BARYE S 1T 1 XRD
0T, HA FISINBRAC T MORL AR 45 55 B2, D AR E S B X, B iR
#21i. 7€ BD@Cu Al BD@Cu-D H', LI B (200~400°C) [1)F4 53 fiftid 2= ik,
RS N AEAG B ER R SR, I E HLES A R B o 72K T S00°CH il i B,
EARHE T AER, MRHE =i R RE 2 5%, JF B Cu*'5 DA 52
Bl B TY HURR B 45 B, BB AR 1 45 R 2, BT LA R T — S AR E
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100 —BC
—— BCH 0.0 4 —
—BD
80 ——BD@Cu
——BD@Cu-D| _ 05
= | £
X 60 A £
= 3
< \ S -1.0
Z 40 e
e = -1.5 1 | )
20 N ——BCH
N ——BD
2.0 BD@Cu
0 a - b —— BD@Cu-D
100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 1(']0 2(')0 3(')0 460 5(')0 6(']0 700
Temperature(°C) Temperature(°C)

& 3-6 AFMEH TGA (a) , DTG (b)
Fig. 3-6 Thermogravimetric analysis of TGA (a), DTG (b)

3.43 MRERIE
3.43.1 #MERE BB BKSEK ML RE

HUBRTERE S WA BL AR IR B, ARSI R I BRI . RYEE 3-7 a
FizR, HA B5INFEA BRI SR 1 B PERE, HRHE XRD 04T, HA IS S8UE
BOORLE G FEI R I, (ES5MRRETEry, H HA HAREIISRAKNE, 25 W
H K IAEM B AL UK, 7K G208 2 Al 55 21 24 22 B 1] 1 U AR FH 1sS),
SIS AR RIAEL, SRR, DA @S SRR EM L, B
HIGOR YT IR A EAE R, AR R 45 M TE K %5, DA 151 N B 3G 5s  JE
HIEAARPERE, [JJM BC #) 23.4 MPa 3 INE] 32.7 MPa, 1811 1 39.74%. 1EH %
ST, DA WA E R RNIER PDA, SNBSS IR, I HL45 5 5 11 b
HRMUREEE T — DN EE . Cud 5 N —B% & DA, i35k Ryl
)RR, Cu MG NEARR T 13.7%, Wi KR L A28, DFO FInAtE
RRURIERM, Cu*fEAN DA 5 DFO &AM, fi'%n T2 arES,
AL RS BE AR S5 B35, DFO MG B /)34 N3] 46.5MPa, 2T+ 7T 9%.

P ER AR ) 18 I A 2 T BUA K 1 R IR A, o DRSS S P38 AR R A T
VISR, T REHES TINS5, A IR BE B &, MR A B K FLRR AN B el 2 TE) AR /),
IR T HEHBERY B @ NIMERIARIAS 5 % SR IK & )2, DRI AR v
PERE T R0, 7 BC & MEH, #REEIE %K BD. BD@Cu 1 BD@Cu-D #B
HIL T VA PERE IR FEFRAR, DA I A A A IR B A S BT I R 28, 7 1
BENIEIE R, Ko7 M LASIE 2 AT

ARG 3-7 b 3l A v DU HY, BC Hefi Mo 76°, RILHSEKME. X5 BC
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REPSEKFHE—2, BT HAAF SR, % 5Ky TR ER, FILA
A —EHIZRIKE . HA B 5] A3 M 2808 0, 0 84.6°, A ELAE BC A Brtgn,
RIS VE IR . HA BIRA S BA SRR R MR L, (H40LE BC
GEEN, STEMBRIZR—ERRM)Z, i 17 BC AR LR KSR K T
B R X 22 K 41 S ADRE R T LA ELAE R RO 2, AT S5 S50 fuk £y 356 0
R ARG B K PR . BD Bl f o 71.9°, Lh BC fik 3.1°, KN DA & K&
oMy R s, AT DM E 5K o F A AR, 3R midh LR I s /K D400,
ifii BD@Cu KI5 K M TN Cu 5 PDA KABAAEN, S8 PDA 5HHK
Mg AER TR, SRR BK . DFO 51N, SRR KR,
DFO Wil Cu> HATEALSG, AMHoR K H 2 B 70 R AL A3 5K M
MBI AT LA S, BD@Cu-D £F 4558 X s b4 — [FI78 5 (1) Cu-DFO 2% &4k
B, RUHHEEEIMESEN, SIRA4ENRERT], FFNIILEGLR, Bk
WL T —E g

3.43.2 FKMRKESEIE

FERK R S T AR K 5 ORIEZK 23 IR T, BATRH S K AN FLBR 45 4 e sE
U410, 7K R AE K o A ) BT CATE B KB TR g R, BB Fin & s, |
WK R 4 SRR A BB R, mE 3-7 ¢ fin, BC BT =4igK
LRAEM L SER, B A LB, PTRAARK KRR, I BB R SRR
I HA {EAF N 30 0 2 TS0 I 5], It BCH BV E R s, 0K o3 IR ORFF
BE JId i, 1F 240 min K4> 4 5848 k. BD ) PDA SELF4EREUIR, #H5
ISR, HRARILBR R IR, W TR RS, SEFKE TR, BD1E
180 min If7K5r B& 2K, HEAHZ. BD@Cu 5 BD@Cu-D [#H7/K %
FAEL, #IRT BD, Uil Cu 2% & 1E RIEAS£F 4 S NS08, IR T —E 1HFK
P, 7 220 min B K24 2%

IKZERIE LR T MR RV KR SEL RE J), FEZFLBRER . 41 IRAH
HAEFFIR T E A2 mi4el, W& 3-7 d iTRUE 1, BD@Cu [ WVP f i,
IBE T 3.25%10%kg-m - -Pals B IIN S EEAF HE SR TH I 5100 A, AT RL
BRSE R TFCHERE I, KFESE 5 %% - DFO [ 5] NS tsi sy 1 A E A, $5
MEMERO E B8, WK WVP, % BD@Cu FEIK T 17.5%. HIKAT A
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i, RAMSFE WVP B, 828 BC IALEREOR, BABG KM, BEMR
KEMIRIS S BRI IR 7> T RAE L HE 2 o s, BHAS AR K 0 137 iR
A . WVP (45 RERFEAKTERE B LL,  RENB IR L U WX A ) 7L

—BC 500 4 L} b
504 . a
—BCH 4501
—B8D
404 —BD@Cu 400 -
- ——— BD@Cu-D s 350 -
& < 300
= 30 e0
~ =
p £ 250 1
£ S 2004
7 20 =

0 T T T T T T T 0-
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 > BD BD@Cu  BC@Cu-D
Strain (%) Sample
. —=—BC 3.5+
100 “aen € d
—+—RBD 30
3 = 77
80 —v—BD@Cu a
—+—BD@Cu-D -'r_n 2.5
2 o
= £ 20-
&~ o0 ™"
) =
= % 151
x
- A 1.0 A
20 >
-
~ 0.5
04
—T—TTTTTT T T 0.0
020 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200 220 240 BC BCH BD BD@Cu BD@Cu-D
Time (min) Sample

3-7 AFEMEHIPIERE (2> , BWIKMERESHAA (b, FKME (o), KEAE
dE (D, SRk (e
Fig. 3-7 Mechanical properties (a), swelling properties and contact angle (b), water holding
capacity (c), water vapor transmission rate (d), actual picture (E) of different materials

3.4.4 LIk

JEIIBTT & — PP I BN K AR R N IR 7 5k, 8 R e K
LLAN ORI RE, (RSO RETF e HONIRGE, A IR IR L iR 4 i
BRI H LB F N4,

P 3-8a flras, DDA 27 4E A B B35 1 NIR WRURRE 7, HATRHEE (R
P RBUK, Bl BC fE4ed NIR B R, T mZe, m&FELE 28°C,
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PDA BATRBIBEORIILYE o B7450, w LURZIRBGIZLAMG,  JEHAE 700-
900 nm JTZLAM XSGR, & — M BA R R R I EAT R, BefE
A RO MOE BE I AL Ry HEENS146], BD@Cu-D 7403 T 21 41 RS I iR R ik
Jt, 1E 2min WIGHIL F] 48.4°C, I TRaE . i — )7 A B A Rtk i 55 &
RILIRALN, R BEAETE NIR MBI T RERE RSOk R 56 1k Jy Hge i),

7E%F BD@Cu-D ZFEATIEFAVU VKA 10 min HRSFSLI6,  DAIGIE H's ks e A
R, Wk 3-8 b Fisk, BD@Cu-D 7E4EIK NIR [R5, 1R 6 R
THiss, BT 48°C, RUNZMELRAMR T IR ). TERIRKH G, ]
FERGE R, IR, PRI RERE AR, B R AT HE S AT ey
Yo MPBHE DU IR — A EPEER, HARMEA IR R A A —8, WA
W2 THR R, £ BD@Cu-D 1E 2 AEI 5 e CRIFAR E BOG RGP g
AN DRI R} At R AR T S BRK T

FEXT/NRAG A8 BC & BD@Cu-D B AR HoA% L AT NIR HE S
PIREELT FR YT IR BE, FEXE DRI T (A AT A1 e B RS WL SR - ] 3-8 ¢ FiTuw,
BC 7£45d 8 min M5, BKREGH B, EFHREEEN: BD@Cu-D £
NIR FRSFEFR R, AMORHRERIE T o, ol XEOE O B 1 mii #o . HAPRHE
AN AL LA S AR SRS ISR, B B RRME A DAL AT BAT — 5 IRt #
Xy

T

73
S

45 A - - . - BC and NIR irradiation 8 min
S - - ' F
45 4 o o
< 40- £
2 401
2 -]
g 35 g 354 0 min 2 min 4 min 6 min 8 min
= =
5. g
=01 ——— =30
e e S e
e I\.
25 25 l h.- .
——BC+NIR — — BD@Cu-D+NIR L% BD@Cu-D and NIR irradiation 8 min
.......... 20— . ; . . . .
01 2 3 45 6 7 8 9% 101 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
Time (min) Time (min)

& 3-8 BC } BD@Cu-D )¢ #ERE (a) , BD@Cu-D [feHvdaEr: (b) , BC &
BD@Cu-D MJ# % ()
Fig. 3-8 BC and BD@Cu-D Photothermal performance (a), BD@Cu-D Photothermal
stability (b), BC and BD@Cu-D Thermal imaging of (c)

3.4.5 HYFRIRE
2R TR TR S & AN W B AR R B BT B, T PR A RHE AR A
FUURE R 993 19 10 AL I 25T, AV BRI AE P Th RERTIR 7 R SR 1481,
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WP 3-9 a iR, 7E pH 7.4 A5 R, Cu*BCEHE 5T pH 5.5 FHIFK
B, M 17.7%8In%] 27.1%, 0T 53.1%, EE pH ~, A lcAr s i ka e &
K, FECEZ Cu> Bk, 76 NIR IRSHER T, 4RI I 55 5 1R LR
RONASAR P A A e LT AT AR RS B Cu L7 B 1 S B L, R Cu?t Sc A
B A1 2 (8] 1) H T A% AT MU SS ICAZAE 345 Cut 5 IO AR IR B iR FAEAIG, (R ERE
TR, DR 1A R SR 2 R T Cu BRE I, JUHAE pH 7.4 24T, NIR
WE, CO*BINEIAF] T 33.6%, NIR [5G N5 Cu> (RGN T 23.9%.

Wik 3-9 b flias, 7E pH 7.4 515, DFO WIBE ST pH 5.5 IR,
M 54.6%IINE] 66%, HEIN T 20.8%. X2 CoX FER = pH T 4 e A7 58 1
FsE EFEAIK, Xt DFO MEE & ERIFRMK, f DFO 45 WATR i k. 1E
NIR MR, RUFIIE 7 DFO B, 5% DFO IR EIA R T 75.1%, $4%
[¥) 3/4 YR, HARE R . DFO [FiE R & 2 Rl i [F 1 45 3
T Cu R R T 55 B TR HR R DL K PDA o] LB ZAR S 21 0, (A3 44
BHE R IR BT &, R E TS R ERL A ARG N, T DFO BE45 55 Wb K
NI BRI, fFE Fick ¥ HUEE, B HOESR 5IEE 2 EARI,
IRT DFO MR, HAk, DFO /K1, T E v i ss, ik
HMA R B E AN . H. Cu27E NIR B& 5 N 45 DFO FIRC for
fRifesE TEFES, 330 DFO £ IR
3.4.6 MEALIMERE

TERE R 1 O i A i R b, S RO & SRR T 51 S 1 AR s 4 e R e o
S, W PR B (1 e MUBE PR B 2 3 B0 BR O A i, RT3 A6 1 4 P43
i ML AR AN A L3 5 . DA TE B A 5 E% PDA, B RMHTEE, W
TR IR AR AE YT . DO B BA H S 7, 2D Fenton X
JS27= A IR A A, DT BERAER A A RO LS00,

HH47 5 FiM R BD@Cu-D 7E NIR 4 X DPPH 1 ABTS H 2175 Br
BE 1, S RS AR PR L RS . Wl 3-9 ¢ s, BC A1 BCH % DPPH
A ABTS H HETE R Z &K, DPPH 7378 27.1%41 23.7%, ABTS 73714 16%
F120.2%, BARMTERRF U H AR S AR K BERIPTERE ), BC #1 BCH N
FRE LT SEH, FAR R A PUEALR Y PDA MBS RMIMEER T, 5 A M
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LR, MLl B R RE S, BRARSAALRIMOK ST, H PDA B m BEALHE M
n PR R, WTDARGE B A, RBBTAMARIMERDY, 230 BD MitEbae ) R
F 1G58, DPPH A1 ABTS iGFRF I KIESETT, Hrh DPPH ik %] 48.4%, ABTS
KB T 37.5%, SHEARTET 104%A1 85.7%. BD@Cu HIHiEALRE I T BD H
BT B, Cu it —FPid i &8 51, Reffid@id I Fenton ML [ EHEEI = 2E,
BEINEAMRLWOKF, BRI BA —E AL Re, DPPH 1 ABTS H &1
B 5N 28.3%5 26.8%. BD@Cu-D M HAEUTL 4L 4MNE ST 5 Préa Ab RE S om,
HA 41%H) DPPH &R fE 7151 42.5%1) ABTS &FRAE 71, K28 DFO 55 Cu?* T ik
€ BB S, I B Cu? B EE, PR Cu? AL RS Fenton J BEFRRICR
M B SRR, SREAMRHI TR ERE . £ NIR BRSF N, IREETH &,
Cu? P A Ry R T 55 B TR SEIR, R S TRsE, e 7 B A4
%o

'S
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.
',1"

=
S

,
2

"
AW
bk
\ \' |
!

[

S
=
S

—

o
S
w
S

w
S
w
)
-

w
S

=
1

—=—pH=5.5
*— pH=5.5(NIR)|
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—v— pH=TA(NIR), 0
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Time (h) Time (h)
& 3-9 BC } BD@Cu-D [f] Cu* BJ{ (a) , DFO Bj{ (b) , DPPH, ABTS H ¥
FrE (o)
Fig. 3-9 BC and BD@Cu-D Of copper ion release (a), DFO release (b), DPPH, ABTS radical
scavenging(c)

=

Release percentage of Cu2+(%)
2
Scavenging capacity (%)

Release percentage of DFO (%)
r g’
s

e

e e

D BD@
Sample

3.4.7 $NEEEE

FERE R 1 D A AR b, B PR B (R PR A . R RE AR
TR BE DN B, WL 5 B RIS BR e 8515 . 4l 3-10 fiizR, BD HI T PDA
KRG AGPEMM—EMPUAR T, BEU SAEANEEAN AR, BEIRILAEH,
EAERESS. Bk, BD HRFNEZCRAIR, (HZ4M% T Control ik 60%[H
MERCE: BD@Cu-D HNE AR5, BT DFO WKREEFLm 2id 5uke
2RI EE DFO JEAS BAT IR BOR, W] Cu? fEPU R I FE e 2 7 2R,
Cu?ER—Fp ) R HUE A, T LA 40 5 40 M B b RO R R 2R (1 45 &, S84
FRE I R 0, 20 M ) P, B AR TS, Cu R B NS AR TR 2R
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K F) 85%, BARGRIMMIN T 42.7%:; BD@Cu-D(IN)HIFNEE RE J1 8=, i3] T 98%,
VLA ZLAME IR B2 1 0 T MR VR - PDA BB EHLRE /), 7E NIR
RES IR TE R, SRR iR T DA BB R A B A, S . I AR
iR, NIR BB G Cu? MRS 2, SECRARIMBEEREE— D g, 5525 KB
M T T B O T o R R A R SR A 2 AL, Cul TR Y B IR L b, Rk
PR BCE = IR E I, 153 96%.

Control
BD b
4 BD@Cu-D
E. coli ! SN 5 BD@Cu-D(N)

°
=
<
@
S
=
-1
£
3
s
£
=
c

S. aureus

Control BD@Cu-D BD@Cu-D(N)

K 3-10 FAPRHRIK AT . S O AERE R R A KA (@), EdEls (b)
Fig. 3-10 The growth of each material after co-incubation with E. coli and S. aureus (a),
quantitative index (b)

3.4.8 HREEHIE R MITH

BC W ol & — i dniastel, iidx BD. BD@Cu-D. BD@Cu-
D(N)i4T HUVECs 4H 525, VAPPG4I sE g it MWK 3-11 a iTLLEH, #
B AT A S5, Control HILAILL LT -4HEE T 40 IEH 1T,
DA Al DFO W3NG, AR R B = BAAE 2, UIFE—ERE T DA
DFO JF AN BAT AL EE I . UAMRSH IR, U T BB, & oL et S
MEFRE Co? R ZMATH, BT Cu? A — e i EE, SRSt
(154, (R AARATLE T 2V Bl 2 Y

FI A RNZ BT HUVECs AT 5 RIE TR,  DLTAhA Rl 4 i s 55
RIsEm . 35 1 RAMAL TIEERIRES, BN, BT 20 0 1 40 B 1 5 /K ST A
T, S EARHOA R A AR B, A B R IR EE . 58 3 R4
5 B4 B B 45 S S R I, AR T ARG RE A K, FRIT AR R EIEAE: Control [
PR, R UL SR TR AT YT fRRE B R34 BD B4H MG SR AT 4E
B, EABERFEEIE I, Ui DA B 2 H0H 40 f 8458 BD@Cu-D 20 i 14
FEAREAK T Control 4, WRES Cu? B MALHIMIAT N K, (HREEHTIRE b
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THIRZ, KPR ZMHER; BD@Cu-DIN)FHE5E/KF5 BD@Cu-D 4L,
R NIR WG A M AR = A s . 55 5 RN AN AR E /], TR
JGREHEAIR B bR S o & PPRER A0 (R S A S RIE R, R S MR A 22
AR

PRYMIT R S0 B TP Al )5 40 MU (AR, RICHAES D A
(K198 1. R RRE O HUVECS 4HET 48 h [R5 7R 08%, T 04 M
RIMIEREFREL, MMITRE AR Z AM B . K 3-11 ¢, d FTLAEH, #£24 h
IF, W HEZHIE R Zk )2 32.6%, E& =T BD [ 20.8%. BD@Cu-D 1] 23.8%#!
BD@Cu-D(N)HJ 22.5%, W B2 K NEW B4R BER, 1T BD. BD@Cu-D F
BD@Cu-D(N)ZH A RN IS TR 8L, 08 T IE TR AL BT R, 52 1 20 1
HRSWEEHE, SEOTRRMRCT XA, RETE 24 h BT RAMTE R
i, (ABEE I HERS, AORHRAEAE FJT46 230 DA RRRSLEM BIRIE B PDA IR
JZ, SRR SRK I, (R EBE B EATRLR T NS, AR 5. I H
PDA B AR MMM hRE, AR RS BRI A &, 2 s 4 ) 4 e
HAZFNEE 1, DA S NS ANT RS R B & BT, 78 48 h J5 A\ 43.7%I 0 %
72.7%, HH1T 66.4%; BD@Cu-D F1 DFO @it 452k 5 1K F, @ik HIF-
lo PR, AEHAEIREI S P RrEiRik, MM VEGFE A1 MMPs {2 #E 41 il #
(1551, {6 i1 F Cu I FAEH , S5 BD@Cu-D BT BD, 23 BN 67.8%41 68.3%:
BD@Cu-D(N)TE 48 h I} i B A B RUR, TR IS E] 83.7%, T LLAMR T —
At DFO B, SFECTM ARG .
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1.4 Control
BD . b
12 BD@Cu-D T T
E BD@Cu-D(N) T
7 1.0
<
:0.8- T T ¢
9
50.6-
-~
S 04 11
= T
<02
0.0 T
Control BD BD@Cu-D BD@Cu-D(N) y Tir:e () 5
100
Contol d
— BD
X 804 BD@Cu-D .
b BD@Cu-D(N) .
= T
-
£
=
) T
: 40 4
2 T
2 |-
= 20
0 T T
- : 3 P <. 24 48
ontrol BD BD@Cu-D @Cu-D(N) Time (h)
Kl 3-11 MR 5 HUVECs s sEqe (] (a) , 4AfissE (b) , it (o) , 4

JE B EA (D
Fig. 3-11 Cell death staining diagram (a), cell proliferation (b), cell migration (c), and cell
migration quantification (d) of HUVECs after material treatment

3.49 NRXE

/NSRS R M BHA I T R LAY, N R AL, BIE BD.
BD@Cu-D 3L NIR &S FACHEXHG B8R . P, R me 4 oy i /e i .

oF 1E 5 /N BRBEAT R ROps i A0 ] 3-12 a iz Cu? R340 HIF-1o 357, k
A VEGF, #Eisging = BMmE L, A e ERMAESAE RIS, IR
Cu HA T ISR, RERS 3 {7 R Gt A F A K. DFO @&
Fe?*, Ji/b Fenton 74 1955 F B3, PRARSEALIAMT, £RI 4RI, [RIK DFO
WIEEL Fet, MHIHEA N RLES (PHD) &1, {# HIF-1o FaE Rk, fEHE
%FF, HIF-la 24 PHD [F#f#. 1 PHD XAK#T Fe Ve NN T, Frelisid
/> Fe?t TSI PHD 361, S22 5E HIF-1o %1k, L VEFG, SDF-1 %
k0S8, VEGF iiid PI3K/Akt {5 ‘5 Il R (2 LA Tt BRIk, S N R 4r i T
AR RO T A, S B SRS TR AR, s FHE 09,
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X /IS BRUE S84%5 11 B 495 J A5 FH 4 5 6 7] ) K 1 R AR ) hH R i B 3 TR

YLt o

SR ANE 3-12b, ¢ i, (EWRE R TUOREE, Cu?* 5] NRES 25 PR 475 1 @

HHESTS

):
TRt

/INER

I35 7 OGN, S T HGUE R R 5
PIRPATELRI G D& R R0 9

WAERIAR T 22.8%, {H DA FIHIESRAHE, U8 3.9%. Cu i
N, T4 O MR A s R AR K, M B AR O S

ARG
HER R E TR, XA B A KA, BT A BD@Cu-D(N)IZZH #9477
Lt E, IBEIT 24.6%, FH NIR AMUEHE T Cu* Al DFO FIR, [
14 KA}, BD@Cu-D. BD@Cu-D(N)
90%, DFO )51 AFNZLAMEI RS RENS B AL 2477 1

HIPKE . Control 5 BD HIR& K&K, N 59.9%F1 63.9%, 1t HAFENIAR H

WEE e, BERVCREZE, BD MR

& HACRATIR, KW 4L DA

HEA e R BRI DR

a
STZ i.p. 60 mg/kg
- 2 SR
Rats 40-50 g

e
5 \i\_(d[‘l ‘Xuy X

55 g,

N <55 G2 >
\ \/- S \@ @ Q*g = Cell migration £
Fenton reaction (\'/=7¢ T £
i i &
Angiogenesi 2
k--»% giogenesis g
Tissue §
regeneration g
%
w2 553
- 2 P
r/»r 73 et @;?im.
SRR R ;
m Material intervention
P N A i N
Wonnidiicdal it ‘Wound model rats
b Day0 Day$5 Da_y“9\r Day 1:4 - Control - c
T BD =
Control o § BD@Cu-D kil
5 80 - BD@Cu-D(N)
=
Tt
BD O & 60 > B
= T
£
= 40 1 E13 T
BD@Cu-D g L L
o L
2 20
BD@Cu-D(N o L
0 T T T
. 9
Time (day)

3-12 BRI /N g AR

AR LM EMERINLE (), DEROTEIRE (b) 5 AN K
SEAGE (o

Fig. 3-12 Modeling process of diabetic mice and mechanism of materials (a), wound

recovery of mice (b), quantification of wound recovery of mice (c)
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3.4.10 HASHh
3.4.10.1 H&E K Masson & 534

Masson Sefaif, WRIRLFHEYONTE . FHIRALS AL RS, RIEL 4TI
TEQITIHL, GR TR P A, IR IFELFAERIHES] B ASRHN0Z A2 i, i 4
QT2 23 PR R LT A URR 1 22 A RN AR BE D), Befig Sl @ S FE 2. 1f H
&E Geth R — MYt E, T SH LB AR RIEES: TRAK
S, SN DNA. RNA 254, i 2R, fa, SmiiE,
Sa0i . MAMEREALS, MHEMO G, REM R R, Ea
PSS IR, 5 IEE MR —E Z 5.

K 3-13a,¢,d i, SRR HIRIEDIRAERAIC, HEJSEAHEHSIZRRL, 7
MG PiEZ. BD HIRJETIR BN 8w, (HHGE W LT4EHE A e
fR. BD@Cu-D JRJFELF4E 1) % % &3, HEsliEa T . BD@Cu-DIN)TESTAL
A IR G R IR AT 4 1 A R S B A HAHESIBE B 5%, S GEIR S et XUt
BZAD R 23 O S M FA . H BD@Cu-D. BD@Cu-D(N)#HEHb B
JEHIY N EAR RN TR & BD 4, X0 3.17 mm A1 3.36 mm, %Z BD ] 4.84
mm /0 T IE 35%, $iEH DFO 15| NRERS ARG D&, Jlid 241 RS /s AR
CiyiITE

K 3-13 b, e o, WFHRZE /0N BRAG E0ALA7AE B i ) O IR, BURE &5
fgirs, HEWHES L. BD 4 SN IR E EEH I, (R SRR P
B, FARRE AL E] 10.6%, (L HEXTIEZH/D 0.6%. BD@Cu-D 2H H 4 i 41
LLBIEA R A, LUBIRRAR S 8.7%, R LUEH HENGE, SMBONE. 5%
. BD@Cu-D(N) M RIELHIIRIE I — 0 B F WD, Oy 8.1%, HEZHLALHME
i, RS NRM, WL T R R AR &S ER . W H&E et bR
Masson =it LA H, BD@Cu-D HAMRIRI B Pt s . ik
JETR S AR AR R ), TIAEUT 2L AR B AR R, A ZUE T R R
RUEBET IR, I ZERE FRI 8 MEAS VR i) B S AR A AN S 7
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Control

BD@Cu-D BD@Cu-D(N)

(¢

> o
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s
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s

2
S
S

Collagen coverage rate (%)
b
b

Wound edge length (mm)
w
Proportion of inflammatory cells (%)

= wm
<

S N & & ®

Control BD BD@Cu-D BD@Cu-D(N) Control BD BD@Cu-D BD@Cu-D(N) Control BD BD@Cu-D BD@Cu-D(N)
Sample Sample Sample

K 3-13 /N ZHEY Masson Jeft, LU R=500um, Rk B b R=50 um (a) , /)
AL HE Jet, HBIR=100pm (b) , FRMEEED DRIEE &S (o), MRS
e ES T (D), MRS RAEHEI ST (o)

Fig. 3-13 Mouse tissue Masson staining, scale = 500um, local zoom scale = 50pm (a), mouse
tissue HE staining, scale = 100um (b), statistical analysis of wound collagen coverage after
material treatment (c), statistical analysis of wound length after material treatment (d), statistical
analysis of wound inflammation ratio after material treatment (e)

3.4.10.2 CD31 & a -SMA & 54

XA R AR &) CD31. a-SMA HEAT TR, PAPPASAPREX 5 0 AR b i
TE R BRI . CD31 EERIAFE M A R AR, FAEAR BT A U 1 48
i, fsg B2 2R v LB A S 17 100 B A G 7 T L P B A R R L, R
KRR A PHERIE . B 3-14a FroR, K REZH AAR €0 H 14 DX daldpe 2>, A I 5 2% 5
18, Vi BBAE M5 T ARE J1% 55 . BD B $2im, BHMEXIRANIG 2, &5\ DA
ST A M T A — e S E, AR, BRI 8.2%IE % 9.5%.
BD@Cu-D 1 BD@Cu-D(N)#5 ELBH 14 X i 2 H %48, JUHE7E NIR Y /S,
WA R B ER, BB T 33.6%, B DFO IS LL T 210 4R 5
4R B SR A T A LA T A
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a-SMA I8 55 FH A IFA7 28 i /25 R UL 2T 44 200 i P 3 A R2 B 11620, e B 4 X
R, R ML R A i8R s, AN TR 208 SROIRAS B o o I 2H Rl 2 ML A g /b
Qe iss, Y HAHLSUEE 5 I K. BD FHIEX A Frig i, #18] DA
FIATE— @ 2R B3 T M RIS, 5317 14.8%1 . BD@Cu-D 5
BD@Cu-D(N)Z I B BE &) a-SMA FRiE5, 2518 30.3%F1 32.3%, KEHl2E
BD@Cu-D(N) 1 e () B 5 BH PR B e, UL T FSORE BE A e

ARG 25 SR . DA K5I NRERETEM B B G  PDA, BATHUF IR
FeALfe 71, 16 NIR SGHGT N IRHCROG R AL #veE, S @A RHI BB IR . DFO
TEN—FERE AR, BeA AR e SR A B ST, (R4 2N VEGF. SDF-1
LRBENTHRIE, WM AME R, RAL ML EHMEESERE. £
NIR JGHI 56 4F T, B TAOEHREE T, Bk Cu? 2 [ & T2 O W, {2
Bt DFO IR,  SEAT b R A EE, s D & it #2 .

a CD31 a-SMA
40 b L]
=z —
Control 235 T
%zs
0
Sis
10 T
£
BD ;‘_4 5
0
Control BD BD@Cu-D BD@ Cu-D(N)
Sample
- 40 C
€35 e
BD@Cu-D % [ 1
z1s 1 I
10
Es
BD@Cu-D(N) k]
“

Control BD BD@Cu-D BD@Cu-D(N)

K 3-14 /NRZHZ CD31 Al a-SMA Jefty, HEBIR=50um (a) , UM FLEF & E it
(b) , FRAMEE &gt (o)
Fig. 3-14 Immunofluorescence staining of CD31 and a-SMA in mouse tissue, scale = 50um
(a), statistical analysis of new blood vessel area ratio (b), statistical analysis of mature blood
vessel area ratio (c)

3.4.10.3 EGEA S &N FISEIG

R FE) AR e 2 B AR B 0 o 4 HIF-1 A1 VEGF [R5 K, SO kel
X A AR T o

WK 1-15 i, SxHBB4UAHEL, BD § HIF-1a Rk T &, M 3.7 ng/mL 340
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#) 4 ng/mL, ¥iH DA BIiA G RedEmani s HIF-1o EMRIE. I Cu*'5
DFO 1) BD@Cu-D FiA#t—DHEm, RAREIAE T 5.8ng/mL, HT Cu*'geilid
BN EURS, F— P98 HIF-1o 8 AFEME, 1 DFO M 2 &85 1, |
HIF-1a [&f#, MW 3T T HIF-1o %I . NIR 45 BD@Cu-DN) B
ti B 5 HIF-1o R34, 09 6.3 ng/mL, Ut BGIE FH BERS I s A1 LN T Cu** 5 DFO
IR, E— B3G5 T 4N HIF-1o MG E M S RIX.

VEGF Fia#a%# 5 HIF-1a 251tL, BD ML IRZL A B3 92/ VEGF £IAK
F, A4 110.2 pg/mL. i BD@Cu-D & #$2 5 | VEGF (1314, 1A% 253.4 pg/mL,
KA HIF-1o KPR THE, 107 HIF-1o /& VEGF 23 it B B K 7. NIR 85k
—BWINT VEGF [RiL &, {13 VEGF £k EiAF 272.7 pg/mL, Ui BI# R
JE BRI GER T AR 2RI BE J7, 33— 0 58 T A0 M P i B AR R4 WA e

7 - ok 3%

s 300 - "
6 - . T
250 4 T
~54 —_
r 2200
- : E
= 2150
34 =
? 100 o !
=P >
=
1 50
0 L) L] L] L] 0 T T I T
Control BD BD@Cu-D BD@Cu-D(N) Control BD BD@Cu-D BD@Cu-D(N)
Sample Sample

4] 3-15 ELISA ¥l HIF-1o 924K 1% (a) , ELISA &l VEGF [ (RIE (b)
Fig. 3-15 ELISA detection of HIF-1a protein expression (a), ELISA detection of VEGF
protein expression (b)

3.5 RE/Ng
Rl T —FH 2 ThEE BC Z A0, BEEMLIN HA, FREENE

Heki DA, DL Cu? M4 & DFO, #il&BAHIHE. Sa ot ERmE
HARE TR R R O RIERIT . BRI

(1) DA. Cu*" [ DFO WAtk : DANUBAERE WA K SN0 21 D9 ik s
Hf o i DA REEN 10 mg/mL; RA CCK-8 752 T Cu?*Fl DFO (¥4 41 F
WHE, 43 15 mmol/L Al 12.5 pg/mL, BE4ERF T M RHGPUR MRS, AR R
T B4 ARAE 2

(2) MBI GRS HT: SEM MR, JRAL5I N HA fif BC LF 485y
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A NNIE5), DA Hebl Ja ik — D1 iR T 4R 4E 2 M ACEAE A, Cu> & DFO 5] A\
TERCE NS B3 S 45K . FTIR 43#TESE, DA 5 BC LIl M it i i
¥z, Cu**. DFO 5MEUERARHIZEY), S5 T MRS AR E . XRD 4
HrRBL, 51N DAL Cu** % DFO J&, RS 2R .

(3) JEFMERE S 2GR IRAT AR 58 APBHE 808 nm NIR HEG N fe g gt Tt
2 48°Cliti, FEHB&MRFIbAFa e A E M TERLUINE R 15 D3R 5%
&, NIR 23T Cu> Ml DFO R, RHE G & RIFIERE KL
M 5 e 7«

(4) VB SHUREREEY: Z-aA R HUVECs [ 1929 41 AA
RUFIEYIMZTE, TR EM: MRE NIR BU FRIE E R iiE s, tH
5K 4 B € 4 BR IR R I 98% LA L IR A0 R, AL HE AR S O B B 0 2

(5) RN A BCR AL R R /N A DR, RIE &R RE

HE %¢ff. Masson 44t % CD31. a-SMA %t fll ELISA #F—BiEse T 2 &
MORL AT e SR AT e A s BT AR U T I, AT R BR AR S0 S

R b, RFEFFRMEAMEZ iR BC EA 0, Et ke EmkE . 174
ZERPERE BOCINVERL, ST R PR IR I 1 1A ROR T, et IR R L
FHER AL T 8 ) S0 Bt A E 0 SR
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FA4E DESRE

4.1 B4

AU BC K= 5 PEREZE DA Th e s — S5 I 0y H AR S 1), E2TF
TR =ANFHEMH: (1D TN BC KIE#IRTE BCP 72 &; (2)
KOrT W4 SR AT e M % BC/COS/HA E 4R, fEMRAL R BEIALZ F IR TN 4%
KIrF%F BCP F7 & SiMAIPEREIsEm:  (3) BT HA HZF LA B BC/HA
ThEETE S A B AR, B3k N AR T BC ¥iTheg, F TR 1
FYRIT . MZ5UWR:

(1) RGMALKREBESAE, 5T BCP (=BT AE . BT 2 ARR
VR GRS TEHLER R, e T eI RE IR R T . Horh, BEBRRY LA 20 g/L K
FEVERRIRRIBAL, AR 100 /L, BERE M6 g/L. FTHR 1
g/L FIBRIEREE 0.5 g/L W FEIIIAKS BCP P2 & WA BB 1. bk, KIMEER
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