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Research progress of Lactobacillus in antibacterial biofilm-associated infections”
HUANG Yongping sWEI Xuegiang sMA Yuhui s TIAN Yu , HUANG Yunchao”
(Department of Thoracic Surgery | sthe Third Affiliated Hospital of Kunming Medical University/
Yunnan Cancer Hospital s Kunming ,Yunnan 650118,China)

[Abstract] Bacterial biofilm (BBF) has unique spatial structures and physicochemical properties,which
is closely related to the enhancement of bacterial resistance and the difficulty in eradicating bacterial infec-
tions. Lactobacillus belongs to Lactobacillaceae which is rarely pathogenic and is one of the most widely used
probiotics. It has important practical value in regulating intestinal flora imbalance, treating diarrhea and other
aspects. It also shows potential application value in the prevention and treatment of bacterial biofilm-associated
infections. This article summarizes the causes of refractory BBF infection, the mechanism of Lactobacillus in

inhibiting bacterial growth and biofilm formation, which can be a reference for the treatment of bacterial bio-

film-associated infections.
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