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ABSTRACT: The work aims to review the research of cellulose in the field of antibacterial food packaging and analyze
the role of cellulose in antibacterial packaging materials and its antibacterial effects. The preparation methods and the an-
tibacterial effects of antibacterial packaging materials based on cellulose, cellulose derivatives and nano-cellulose at home
and abroad in recent years were summarized. Besides, the future development of cellulose-based degradable antibacterial
food packaging was proposed. Due to the excellent biocompatibility, degradability, reproducibility, and non-toxicity cha-
racteristics, natural polymer cellulose became an important resource for developing modern food packaging materials. The

cellulose-based food packaging showed excellent mechanical properties and good antibacterial effects and reduced the
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potential impact of harmful substances in traditional fossil packaging materials on food safety. The cellulose-based food

packaging materials are expected to replace fossil packaging materials and ensure food quality and safety to the greatest

extent, which is the development direction of modern food packaging industry and has great prospects.
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Fig.1 Chemical structures of a cellulose unit oxidized by periodate
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Tab.1 Antibacterial materials based on cellulose
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Fig.2 Structure and morphology of cellulose, cellulose derivatives, nano-cellulose and their application
in antibacterial packaging field

21 HAEREMNEEEHMH

i HLF Y Z s i U5 . 40k . RSSO AT
ER L, BIRRIRAF AR v fE | AT ARG, H
BUBEHELT , BB A I ERE ) . BHIF TAEE#
RRARERGEAMBEBERRARD L. G E
AL R T Bt & R i R R AR AL R
Z R (Curcumin ) & —F R T 2R S YARZE T Y
RKAEY, FEImIR L, IR 12 g ZEEX LT
TEMEAPY, HEAFUAL . PoibR sk, g i T
Jidg MR E IR YT . AN, ZERIEHAAMEEM,
T 2 UK BT BE A8 XoF B 18 2 307 e R R 1
PR P #4796 30 f1 K 3% ( Photodynamic Inactiva-
tion, PDI), Mk, REEXMAHEREAH wHIEY
T DARAS RAF R R ROR o B T2 B R IR
BT, AT LAR SIS TIREEAMLA R B MR ) 2F
A ZARMERS T— A WL, P, S8R Ga r s 7l
PRAT 22 B0 RN 2T 2E R A LGS G 2 25 400 T v ASE 1 G
HE o EPXTILI R, EEANRRETT & T 8 A 19478
o3 HEEFIBK ALY (1-Allyl-3-methy Limidazolium
Chloride, AmimCl) Pfl 1-2 %-3-F3Lmkmg — 7, 3%
2 fE ( 1-Ethyl 3-methyl Imidazolium Diethyl Phos-
phate, Emim DEP) P, sl T HBE X MAEREN
RO AR, AR KRR B Mok T 2R 2 R (s it n) it I
TIIT LG R G B AV, BA RIFM 1 51%
REFIIEREPE. MELERN, FER-ZHREES
FEEXT KA T R BAT B Sl R RPEH . AR Z R
R SR, (HAEH 50 d J5, BLE A AR
BAMENR, XRUSZERBMBF4ER T, K
RAERK T 8 Z MR IR A, 7 — R g 1722

HR BT o i T )

AR, 52RM (Chitosan) | Z AT
ARG, HXTAHTE . B AR REER A IR .
Hb, IS IR, 2T AR A T L) S e R
WEE SR R B A4, T LT 4R R /7 BN
BEACR G5 BRI B, 7 B R B TR 1
T rEre FIH R . DAAF YR IR, Bt R b
Tl 5 400 TR 2 A LI, P B 52 50 SB35 £ 1) S ]
R —MIEOT, Y7 RS s Ry, et
BHII TR RBOR 8 2% ; He RIS B &, 2F80R
BT, ARMER A AL R AT RL, e T AF
Y 2 /7 B R =

3 Jb R T AL VA ST MR A RN AP 4 R |, WL
B PR 2T 2 2R /e MR R b B B3R 8], Wu
EPOUR R BIA IR A R 3R, SR 2R B R BEE [ v AR
TRALPEARG T8 ALET4E R, IR S 5o AR & 15
TEHEAANRCRES ENAER ZCRBBEAE., A
HHBEZER WN, AL 2.5% (ESE0) 50 R
HINAgER TR R G ERETH, X EFERM
FERWER TG, MR A LR AS /N, Mo 1K
B R S SRR 22 B RR RE ) BTk e HoA R
Gy e bERE . ML ZE R, diffF g Rm PR R
FAMRIG T, 2F4E 3R /70 SN 5 4 X K AT i A 4
B 2 IR TR AR KRR B T 99% 5 B 32 300 1 B 1o
T O ALRERT, A A 1Y pH (E AR 7 S5k
AN, R EDIER T 6 d,

fif1 SCR A PTIR AL IR AmimCl S IR A
% T H B4 483 (Regenerated Cellulose, RC) /725
WEE SR, 0k, 26K r RC MFE R
ZIJE R T R U, SE M4 S 1 0w R A AR e PR



-6 - f1 %% T 72

2021 43 A

BUGER B 5 &2 A BEEX 4 o B R A BRI R IR T A 2
IR, LA TR )24 Bl 2 e SROME 7 £ A0 38 i 3
5%, X UL RC/HT RMEM B IRAE & e L A T
TERY LY FH HE

KA S A AL ( Vapor Induced Phase Inversion,
VIPI) Z—FMbi i mer 4E % ( Microcrystalline Cellu-
lose, MCC) Y5 Mo BfEse M h B ik, wILA
G A 5 A A% oAb~ 38 5 ) 46 2 A A RS,
IR T TR AT A M B . VIPT /R ML
ERASIES, pH ZBFESFIEREIIE, MK
VML B R Z2 LB EE , b Bsh &F 24 3R Bt R 1T LA 415)
O AAE K LEFL IR, AN R T RS g 2 BB R BH B
PR, o AT 0 R ) A9 B L . Bajpai %57 VIPT
il & T 2T Y Z A I SE R A AL, JfK I
HTEERZWEM., R EH, fEFgERZMmmN5T
RWEE AT ZBEZER, XRVAFHERMMESR
Pt RERE R, AT DARE S 30 TR B A RSB, DT SiE
K2 A BRI B T Ve B[] o

FRAKURL ( Silver Nanoparticles, AgNPs ) LLK
SRAMBA T ) 44, A TR RICR 5 9K OB R /N B AR
REE | BHEEAX, —BIEL T, HRYOK B0k
AN, R IBR A, SR 7E 5 28 17 4H B 240 i K R A
A1, AT B I AgNPs 7EF 4 R Hp R AR | 1 A b0
] BB W R SN T R A e R (PVP ),
VeI EGR, ATRAYS RC A FIE R EEE, A
BACGRE O T K ORI SR A, MR T G B A A TR AR
o M AgNPs BT IIECN 0.05%0, 245 Bk
AP A KRR F] T 99.9%., Handayani 25541
A RAURE A AgNO; IR, AL A A T BHAZ/NVT 10 nm
B AgNPs, Bt T /55 2] AgNPs B £F 4 Z 405 A
T BT B % G BH M T R I TR 2 3R B A A
SRt R = 1 N 3 e ] ) B 1 B 244 B S T A NN
oA AT M R AT 4 R A

AL AR LUK Z R R E & B AR
B, Wl Z T E ARk, i MCC/MOF-5 —Jt&
&% . MCC/HKUST-1 —J6E & ¥ M MCC/MOF-
S/HKUST-1 =tH &Y. — il AR E RS
FRFEEN, Wik, HRAFEMRBEZTE &Y
TP,

FIHT v S % B B W e 51 7T LIS N- M
FC MM ( N-vinylcaprolactam, NVCL ) $24% % £F
4 E @R MWEHE-6 ( Polyamide-6, N6 ) &G I, $#4%
) NVCL W 74 4E 2= 52 4 B2 4 i B ik e
FEFA NVCL 1 B AU S0 5 25 9 i
il FEWRBEMCT 33 °CH, NVCL NEKMERE; 4
R T 33 °CHf, NVCL MEi/KMHEREY ., i1
CE@N6-g-NVCL FEf T 8 &R ( Vancomycin ) Fl
FF S 4% ( Benzalkonium Chloride ), 7] LAY 254 )
BERCES ], J7 i &R R 30 min S8R, XA

LR A E R R AR (140 min ), T3l B R AR
FL S 42 RE AT ) < B €00 0 oK 0 M i 2 1L P R A
JE AR AR B Rl ook | TR . B
20 M0 2 1 D B AR I, 2T A 3R o S SR T BT
s B 025 PR BE

H KR 1 2 5 A4 TR A & W il o5 A0 52 5 b R
(1 122 PERE AR R PR RE X By o MR SE IR, RIR
PHERAF AR IR, S S AN R i 30 ) o S
B, BTN A R TR O R Y 2 I A
0 i AN [R]85 7k AR A2 G A REY s RE A E fiE
FPE A E—E 22 5%

22 HAHERITEVHENFEEMH

LY Z R Y R B R LT 4R K Tk | 27 4E K R LA
KAZREF e R, Tl w0 B R 41 4k 22 R B 3
ARG XA EZ AT, 1A 8 A ] IR
TARERNEWIL TR, FEES T TN,

L1 2 AT A VS VR RS B ASEATR o 5 ) ol
VWG Rs 2 B, W ROT FARIE I . A TR BE TS
DHABAERE . RO SIS . RS
BN T, R IELF4EE (Carboxymethyl Cel-
lulose, CMC ) J& M ) 2 —RA g RN ALY,
CMC HAML R RUEMERE . B SRR bt 5 0%
TR DL K B R 1) PN RIS IR 25 25 440, 18 T ok 2 i o
B 2R A PERE, PEIMTE R A 544 . Roy S50
7 AL S B A AL EEBURL (ZnO ) FIE 85 A s In 2]
CMC ™, SRJEH A I G RO |, =l T
FE 2 d JEARAT T AE YA AT R DOBUE DR e
FBE o I A 2 R B YR P SO B A R A I, HLAE
AN I B REAL, XV A XS R —
FE WY REREYE , AT T4 58 SN B A S R} Sk
CMC At SHFEADE & T i R EAEH,
SHE A BERPARGEE F TN 49.3 MPa, Li %P4
CMC 5 M7 i 4R B A8 53 I 2 e AL H e R oK
2142 ( d-Chitin Nanofibers, dChNFs) JE4, i
MR, EER T T 7 d, MEREEERS TE
&M 80~100 um [y CMC/dChNFs & &K, #k—HHF
REM, 5T dChNFs HEA T40MeA%, FHiS T
RNA FE T A 6P dChNFs 1E R 2 5 Rl RS 5
Uit &8 B 145G, WMl K e R
R 7= A BT 3R] T R T R R 4 0 A A ER A Y
AR,

W GEEEE T 6 & CMC . i+

( Montmorillonite, MMT ) 5 e-ZF- ( L-#i & R )

( e-poly-(L-lysine), &-PL) [ —=Jo& G Aikl, HXIHE

2EICPHPERR . B G . B M R AR T
KA OB T 1 DS

Seyhun ZEPVli DS F5 115 I SE B T B AR 4T 4k 3%

( Cellulose Acetate, CA ) X ¥ b il 09 #5 il BE il . CA



B4k H£5H

WREA S - 2T Ak 2% Ik T IR Afp 410 0 B i BB PR A B 5 B L 3 e -7 -

EARR OEMENAT Y, BTBIAT QB Hl
59 T YER Pl R e, A FIEERE K,
IR T CA i FH St fe fk B v . P s
WL ATAT, CA BUE A FRZ LS, MR B2
ML LS Z Y 78 4 °CIF, CA BRES 2 X%
BT BTl 1326 U/em?, ZFLIR IR A3 T
1752 U/em®, HLFfiE Bt [ RS , 1 bl 7 S rp S
S BCH X K AT TR A0 B TG P A B

VS W DR B TR I LB I (R B4 L Tl A PR OR B
%o AR TS B H AR (NIPS ) F 25 i [ R R o
T 5 BB 5 0 v W iR ), O R R R
K, ME RN AT R A R SRS A M L, NIPS
TR IS ) R K i d . R NIPS 472 B MG A
CA i, RS TSR CA B HIZILER,
fff CA PR T AR CH P-4, BRI HTHL s B BE 2 34 m
F| 81.72 MPa, Ji“#bERbfae ., E—2LE kM, 1L
CA/FEIBER A BEXT K T T 0 4 B €00 7 4 BR 71 A 41
BRI F] T 73.9%H1 54.6%*1, a-Fe,05 & —Fl B
A RIC2APERE L P M I T A 3R A W g KR
F. Silva M CA 5 o-Fe,05 LRIFMAE NN-—
HEEH LG (DMF) %5, #1487 CA/a-Fe,Os 4
KE AR, R - SRR RN = R0 545 18 B
J1, AT R, WO AR . S
HE . KRBT A B 0 S RE 7 .

BT CMC Fil CA 41, HAWLE 4 Z A A Pt Ae i
PR AL S P A5 3] 1 R o 5 R A s o A Rk
TE5A B AR IRILN TEMPO S LA 4%, BRI
#E# (Hydroxyethyl Cellulose, HEC ) f&35FE & 24
i B R (FDA ) b ff () T B 47 4k Z kA7 2k
Wz —, HEA AR, AYMHEt:, Wik, %
A Ay 38 B8 500 R0 A5 R0 BT 32 N T 4R 2 RN B A 4
B SR AEPIR B R TR AR, ¥ HEC 5
PVP B4l 4 T 4540 B 1 LB, L5/ T LA
TRUF AgNPs TR FESEERE H 3457 5040, DI ST
I FT BRI 4 0 8 28 Bk A R e A R SRR, o DA
MR R S e ) 46 B9 HEC/ATAE R /ZnO B4 Am i) 1T
91.4% 11 4 B (0 5 % 3K 18 A1 61.7% 11 K I AT 1 A=
K461 7 1k 2, TR 4T 4k 2 ( Cellulose Acetoacetate, CAA )
e — PP R ARG M o T AL, AT DA AT R
K (O/W) FLIRIRZR . WFoE R, W F2 N 370 b
( Hydroxypropyl Chitosan, HPCS ) 7515 CAA/F B
LIRS A T, 45 B9 HLK BRI AT DL i b
il K FF B 0 4 8 G A R BR R A AR R 1T 2y )
i FHER S 0 F L XUITER R R ( PHMIB ) $AS ik bk 21 4
#, Hil& T AA-PHMB-g-2F4E K I, K H AR5
Wo WFFE &8, FEARTE T AEFF 240 h B, PRVE 40
K\ TRE, BRMTENER T 115,

MRS A A AT S T B AL RE LA,
AR TN TR IR ) & AR g, 54T

HER ATy 5 R RS A 30 B R ELARE T, DAt
] 6 1) 2T 24 2 A0 AR ) DR B i 0 R B ) B
FOIT KAttt THRAF B .

3 MKFEFMEEEHR

NC fi+RAf/h 0 RERK, SRS ¥
REYLB, TMCGERY Ji2EtERe . eiEad . A
BERME DL BOoKZR RGBS A . S R RBEEA R Ko+
A F AR, NC FAE R —Fham AL FOBHZS i 21 A g
Ferh, DR A 2 v ne A PH PR R RE . AR
BiAd . SRR, TTLLEE NC 432k 3 25, RIAFERYIK M
f& ( Cellulose Nanocrystal, CNC ), ZF4E R KLF 24
( Cellulose Nanofibrils, CNF ) F14H B 44 K £F 4k 25
( Bacterial Nanocellulose, BNC ),

3.1 HAHEZRMABENFEEMH

CNC WIREEM, BHAE N 1~50 nm, KENILH
gk, HARE/N . SRS S . KRG HER NI
ETE XN G, R oRMEE M X3 CNC.
F 95 & BL, CNC #4709 & 35 v DL R 2 & B2
( Polyvinyl Alcohol, PVA ) AY¥ 5L it S HE B
FLIIZE , i T R AP B AR 28 SE  E  Ah,
a2 EUY ( Basil Leaves Extract, BE ) BYER 0GR
T T EA YA EFME T, HRi% BE & &g
T, 2 A5 RO B 25 F AT B S 2 s B R B AR
) 8 F

bR T 5K FYIRAMERSN, CNC 80T 540 K4
RS A, RIS ARG H LA R . Leila 2R A
RBPF CNC ISt REYK LT 4E ( Chitosan Nano-
fibers ) il W% T A€ MAUKIRZ , JHRTE TIREXA
R 5 BT ( PR Ih BRI T 8 ) MBI RO . 45 %W,
Hi— CNC BARKRRI BT E M, (H0] DI & 5Es
WEANK £ 4k 1) B 0 RS M, T SR 4K TR 2 1Y
PUREAVER o BEAh, it #2522 85 RK CNC, AgNPs
YRR S PVP E A, B ALYV HARRE 9
K IBURL S B B N/ s CNC RS 58 52 5 b1 RH
PFE PSR, HIZE A 45 KT i A4
B (03 25 BR T e L I A FE R AR
AU LA R 1o s

CNC RM&FAHKEFRIE, 5] AP IRERE A X}
Hbfroktt, AEfEisE ONC moaet: . J12etkae
AR A AR S Yu 252 & T —Feke MCC il 4 ik
BRAE CNC M—8 NG RuE, IR TRE
ZnO YRR AP R /AR TR IR AL B MCC,
KA AR R L i AR R BEAT, SRS T E SR
(COO Hmyitigfk CNC; @ L #HAEH , Thhgfk CNC
A T RUE 2R EE R A ZnO , R R R B B
RZR, ZnO Kifets/N, HAMFEBCRME . Yulia 20
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SEAR A AL P I DT, X CNC BEAT S BEAL AN
FEWME, #2557 CNC JEAR R 7 HCrE Rl 2 R R

i TR OMERY CNC R IR, 2 A AR
T SR, NI, ek CNC TR BH S 5 s
) 1) R AT T R < (2 7 K R4 SO ol A= 0 14
At

32 HY@ZRMRKALNBEEEMH

CNF 2 RIRAFAE R AL, B8 im LA 57
YIRAS 9Ky e, HILRR K . SR . EK
PEGT, HEERCA W EA RAFHTRAS T SE, 590 HAE
FESITIR O G U7 LS e B N

VoS W e B 1 M AR T ONF R4 % 41 k)
il # . Xie VK CNF 1E b ¥ YO 5% 3R W
( Carboxymethyl Chitosan, CCS) %t Pickering FLiK
MFSE R, RIEHE R P FLIR GG TE SR L |, 78
T TR A TR TR A . PRI, YR
J135%] 5.0 MPa B, CNF BRI N Ky 2.2%, £
W EA B 24 PERe . B UL A R ke & i, AT
i ZE DR S WA W B AR TSR R DR G 40T
AT RE R FHRTS: . Zhao ZFPShKE CNF WA RC
wEoh, UEEMEY KA ( Magnesium Hydroxide
Nanoplatelets, MHNPs ) I 7], Hebs T4l T
CNF/MHNPs/RC 4K 2 G, SC5K W], MHNPs
SRIGR T AKX KA i 04l Be s, HERAK T 90
KA Ty 24 PERE . N CNF 1l L 3 24035 1 MHNPs
IR PHERERRAIK, X CNF 2 #7E RC EE i,
¥ MHNPs %8, JE T £F 44w Basi, M9k
BAMEZ BN JIEE, RSN RC R F£ 3] CNF 43
F b, ISR & B fhrsm B 2 52 k.

DL CNF WMEELST, 2H BAEE R RIRGHEL,
4 K5 ( Oregano Essential Oil, OEO ) “NHLHE 7,
IR G 2 & T BAPURTERERY pH F8 7590
KEAERERENR . 24 pH {EHM 2 ThE 2= 12 B, 90KH
RERE Y B 6 PR 2T (B R AR st & 4% (iR sy
¥ ) OEO 1) CNF 5 B B0 R W AT B B384 2= R o
FIIIHIRIBE] T 99.99%, Z5 BTk, %8 BEE AL
Al LB LS s e B B AR AL, T LR ] LR K
R E Y, B BRI AR e T

PR A HORECHE 5250 (UV) FIRER 516458
TR T EARZE A, IFH D77 0 T 40 B AL A )
A7, HIET CNF MEGHBMAEE, &5 TR
B ZEA PERE  Juho Z50%3 5K DCC( Nanofibrillated
Anionic Dicarboxylic Acid Cellulose, DCC ), MFC
( Microfibrillated Cellulose, MFC ), NFC 53
4 ( Sodium Alginate, SA ) IR, FJ5 & BIEFR K &
AR IR AT A B BN EOR B 25 TP <
W, PR T S B R e B,
e N T4 3~5 d dil s, DR, DCC

SA ZIJEEN T iR BE SR W ACHR I 2%, A B2 e
5 AL AR, CNF 458 5 35 K MR SA 14544 5
KM BEARRL, H SA W AR PEA B T4 CNF
A3 O FIARE M, X R A At Re I 5
ARl AE T B AR ELARDYT . Chandravati 2592 51 DA
fEKIK (Oryza Sativa) FLOIH4RAH ( Giloy ) HJ#E
B AR, WAk T CNF Fl SA WIESY); H&E
P B, RS TIR G, S HE T-40°C T
BT, H145 T 254 ( CNF-SA-Oryza Sati-
va/Giloy ); HXT KT B A 21 BB B ) 900 71 505 %
SAAEE T 98%A1 90%, XHE—AHESLT CNF 5
Sativa/Giloy A B[4 & 2500 o

Won I k24U i 2 28R 5 UV 454,
A JRBE R £ 4k K AN K 2T 22 ( Cellulose Acetate Nano-
fibers ) HIYHE T, G T &H AgNPs IR EGWIH
KEF22, Sy AiFERRRIATR) AgNPs X 5 2% [CRH PR B
B2 TR TR il 9% o B A1 D T R ] e B L T 7 %
KAIRFN T 99.9%,

3.3 WEMAFHZNESEME

BNC J&— MU E Y =4 R Y o, A
KA %, BT SHEYAGEEXSTIF, HEBEFR
Brown ¥ HAw 2 MU R £ 4 % . BNC & T 44l
Hopp A R A 4R R A 10 50U L, BAAERKEE
TIPSR TR SRR, B2 T
WmAL, B, BEARAEAE

BNC WEERCAS, — MR FH W58 5 15 oI 1 -t
TAHZE A 07 6 45 BNF 2 & 8541k, Wang 45167
¥ BNC 4351 5 R & JFE M UV fE BEE 6 & 1
AgNPs Jm# LR, @ T 8B, KET
BNC/AgNP/PVA JIZ( R i )Fl BNC/AgNP/PVA JiE( UV
), #FFERM, UV BERPIREIIRL R BEER, n]
PLBEA PR e R T 1R 0 B8 AT 3 N Bl 2, b il
4N R PR AR 2 /D FE R 10 oAb, XF BNC il AgNPs
YRR IEA TR AL, RS Soe REEABONR, T
HEA5 5] 1) BNC/AgNPs/7 B A A 12 T e i
S, T EG A 2L RO PR ( S B O ER A . IR R
FOFFRR ). 2% FCRAPE B ( KA AT R L S S BRI ).
FO (FAEEERE ) A IHRAER], Saha S0
J M E0CN 0.1%09 BNC #5413 PVP Al CMC R A1k
Z, HEEPE U h RS TEIR ATAT S 7R E IR
T4 1 h, #4 T BNC-PVP-CMC 7K EE R, 7K EEHR
) Z2 LA TSR 5R oK e P B, R, X Rhig
JRE RS FT 1 FH T A B A 4 . B R SR A s TR
21dJa, iREEIK SR FNGE AT IR PR 2 B v (0T B

W UEH5 5 1 BNC IRIZ A Z2 B R IR S 12 h,
i35 2 R H/E BNC I |, 25145 T BNC-
LR BB RL AT FHAEAG I R 28 7K 7= i 68 0 72E S5t
FERE BTG /NI, — DL T, B RE B (0 2 Bl I I
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WREA S - 2T Ak 2% Ik T IR Afp 410 0 B i BB PR A B 5 B L 3 e -9 -

WCI i P A ) A R R JE AL ( Total Volatile Basic
Nitrogen, TVBN) & (28 (L1 , M Ee ] (1) B
s R (FoRIEW, ASaTEH)

Rimt-HE T 45 G2 O — il & BNC &2 & #EHY
W, TS PORESFTF B & T BNC 7Kt
I, BiJEH BNC JEfRiR AL MHmEw, JrE
Tt T, RS T BNC-A LB . iise k0,
BNC 5XZMERES, YEZHIESERT
0.2%F, &2 A5 A4 B R0 B 25 22 B 5 1 A B i
PR FLEETE K ( Nisin ) J2FLBRFLIR B ™ 4 i 41
R, Bz N HAEFLE S, LA Ik 5 2 Ry
1Y, JEF I, K BNC 2 A Nisin FUH W,
#® T EEME; RIEWE AN AT Uas, &
MAEREAE 7 d J5, WP rp SR 2 R o ) BSOS T
1 MRS, X W] BNC-Nisin & & A RHEA 33
HPES, BREE 745 (Carbon Dots, CDs) EAMARHY
SekaEtE . PP S, UL, Kousheh 45
PL BNC S5 Bl 25 7 A RE, IR = A CDs
BZIE LT HHPUAE . btk . BiRANE L EIRT)
BEEME, 250KV, BNC-CDs & A X5
% P BH A B 10 K T A5 R

PR T Y Z AL R S T p, AR R
HAPRVE IR S8, AR R TR R . TN
KEFYE R 55 A WA B 2 A B 3SR T S
MY B AR, B AT DABE AR K 22 SR AR 5
%, AR KRR Btm T2 A BB, 5 CNC
I CNF AN[F], BNC B AR HAT MRRAY = 4k W25 2544
AR RS E, (H KRR, WK Ik S 20
NN L S, e LPRREE J1 . &8 BT, FEAH
oA | 28 BH B 5 FD ) 2= M RR A1 B LR AR
H iy =B A WF5E 5 1)

4 L5iE

19 3 1A HE AR R RS AL, AR T RS
2B I I, DL £ (9 25 Fh AT A= P 1k — 2 4 B
T AP AR SRR I 8 BB BLAY [ Y Ak
WEFE R, £ 2 AT G bR 3 2 i o A2
MR AR TRIZ L BRI BRI A e A YR -
VBRI R 2 G R A A S D XS BN IO ol A T A R
Ko VAEFYEZ IR, S5 I NC BURHS 1 75 &2
il A R LR SR DI R A T A M RE AN BH
BRPERE, T ELHATCREE . AT R AR LA N R A Wi
Bk SEGALRENEA L, SRR A AR R
BN AL AU TERE , MIMTRER 7 & A L4, FRA
T B E A A A, T A T AR Y R Ak
HRRY, 20 TR L AR, AR E M
S ) SR D5 A

FURIT, 2T 4 28 ] B p bR AE & dh Tk ok

PRI, 2 4 A 5] R A TR

1) JInsE X 25 4 2 D7 A IR IE . LF e R AR
TR Be— AL, R R R R i Ok o &2
A%, U R 2T 4 2R A AR A 0 R 2T A 2K T 0 R 2R 40
SN ) SR o AR i) (i N-FR RN Bk -N- 416 )
A B RN, HORZ 8 TR B 2P i AN T, I
I, AR ST AT 2 2R VA ) A2 B LA SO A fek
(OSEIR , TT T B2 (B 7 R R AR B AR, B AR 4T
YR 1 B A A USREA T P ) R 2T 4 3K e
IR A AT 11] o

2) L AERSEER AR B LR G HUGR B A T o —
W . BIRAAER PR NITERSE , ERITEA R,
PRI, 5 EER AT LT 4 32 454 FO I 1) o P 2 4
Lo (5 TN N e G RGP A5 i) 32 Ty 41 2 SR IT ST, AR K
AL PR S P AHE (i, SRR DL IR TR AT IE
URIRARIEE S

3) PRI R R TE A R
WP T HRT, X 27 2 3R B T 5 A0 1 B SR
ALy BIR T A T R <6 0 2 oK T 5 D B
X PR Al i AL B DR O T (VDT IRTE | R I
PRI | A TLINGE A5 ) AL ah b A £ PR o
B RPN . W AT I AR ) B s, HAESE
A E Rl OR SR VNI LR TS B A IV 11 B R R Ty = o
At R ) R TR DR BRI, AR Ry 4T 4 3R A bR
A SR A

4) LT YRR IR PRI G OB RR R B LY
SRAMBERBCR . HAT, KT AR KEEAMEH T 4R
AL PR AR RCR BT S EEAT H0E , B TR A
AWHASN, 11 BRSO RAR R EOAR, iR R
W SBURTE . DR R IR L AR LBl
AWHARLE, YOS HA MR R EACR, B
il JEC R MR o AR BRI 5T 1] LUK 2T 4 3R S A2 bR
55 IS B OR AR A S A, DU SCE™ bl AR A
sty IR 14 2 @A R R o
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