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Application of atomic force microscopy (AFM) to study
bacterial biofilms
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Abstract: Because of the nanometre resolution, piconewton force sensitivity, label-free technique and the ability to
operate in liquid environments, atomic force microscopy (AFM) has emerged as a powerful tool to explore the biofilm
development processes. AFM provides three-dimensional topography and structural details of biofilm surfaces under in-situ
conditions. It also helps to generate key information on the mechanical properties of biofilm surfaces, such as elasticity and
stickiness. Additionally, single-molecule and single-cell force spectroscopies can be applied to measure the strength of
adhesion, attraction, and repulsion forces between cell-solid and cell-cell surfaces. This paper outlined the basic principle
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of AFM technique and introduced recent advances in the application of AFM for the investigation of ultra-morphological,
mechanical and interactive properties of biofilms. Furthermore, the existing problems and future prospects were discussed.
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Fig. 1 The principle of AFM imaging and cellular mechanical properties measurement. (A) The main components
of AFM. (B) A schematic diagram of an idealised force-distance curve. (C1) The tip scans the cell surface in buffer
with nanometer-scale resolution. (C2) The small interaction force between the tip and cell surface molecules and the
tip is generally labeled with a ligand to detect, localize, and manipulate individual receptors. (C3) Single-cell force
spectroscopy involves attaching a single live cell to the AFM cantilever, for instance using a colloidal probe coated

with bioinspired polydopamine polymers®®.
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Fig. 2

In-situ, time-lapse (t=17, 19, 21, 23, 25 min) AFM measurements on adhesion force (up) and DMT elastic

modulus (down) of S. mutans biofilm at the initial attachment stage. Scan size = 1.7 umx1.7 pm®®.

T AFM A SR HA RS R AR T, ff
FEREBIE LT AU AFM G e LABE A
ATV R 1) 240 B A 4548, DRI IR B K 2 A
Wi b sUE Yo B ARM E8%5E, R
AR 53 Z 1A Sk B BT - A A P R 248
R E Y 7T oA | G5 AP PR T
BFg (B 3)4, fidm, A FSMBEESE K 5 1 1A
R PSS S 1HE, Fahs 209
M 3FAFZERIBEER (JIER . ZMRLULOKR
H P. aeruginosa PAO1 MY ~MEEEE K) B4 IR
£ X 98 6B Hfl § Pseudomonas fluorescens CIP
A W TR TH ) AT A o e, R SR
24 h B A= YIRS R S A R e A A AR L LA
N - 2 Tt 7] 25 W frle 5 S0 4 —F A L) 220, R T ol
HERBUD BB IR BT 5 288 00 1 Z (8 i it
2, HEWTH XN T RE S EPS 2 KA
SYHROCHE . Quiles Z17I%f LB k%3 3hfi 24 h

@ : 010-64807509

i) P. fluorescens A4 4T BUIG 234 , 45 2R
ANKEFR 3 h AR S I LR DX P9 A 809 ) X S ARG AN
PR RAAFAE, TEESR 24 h BEAL B R X X
—BERER] T 7%, UERATERA KR T AL
T AT A AT DL A K AR I 2D e A R A
MR IR Z B0 M2 & B, B A5 B SR A Y 3
T W D A3 3 R AR 1 R R R S A B

100 pN

0 pN

B3 SEMMREAIS TIRAGLE A5

Fig. 3 Mapping molecular recognition sites on living
cells. Topographic image (left) showing two living
mycobacteria on a polymer support and adhesion force
map (right) recorded on a single cell with a
heparin-modified tip™.

. cjb@im.ac.cn



1404 ISSN 1000-3061 CN 11-1998/Q Chin J Biotech September 25,2017 Vol.33 No.9

SE AN Z BRI BLR  Francius 251143 5%t L2
WEFLFFIE Lactobacillus rhamnosus GG B A= #k I
GRAR R T 1 UM RN T 88 WA 700 A1 AR 45
R 5 Y A R B RR AR L, 28 A0 1Y TR A 3R 1T 22 b
VRGP | 2208 00 B R TR AR 3R T8 PR 2 B 40
T8 9 BE R R R A

3 EMBUR LIRS

AV AU R (Il B2 | ORGRE) 7R
JBE 9 JE B A 25 (8] 25 4 1Y R 1k b i o AR
FIU AERF A AE IR B T U0 T4 . ik R4k
PREK I by, AT R AN SR A g A
Sy 0PRG540 TR ) 78 L IR AR P B RSk 1T
47 8 B i 20 E e o ) B e T R SR K
Fea v pa i E UL oh &R AFM BF5E 5%
a3 X HE MR IR BB 2R, A8 OK R IR A 45 R 5
T VAT AR 0y A B T P Rl e I 5% % B[] ) 428
Kz, ROIBEE £ w2, 4
G BRI R A VA A P R AR B
RFA> 5 E. coli O157:H7 A= 4k JI iy Kl
BERTERFEEFKM TR %55~
[CPHYER (B. subtilis, M. luteus) 17 2% FG BH
I (E. coli ML35., E. coli ZK1056. P. putida) 4
Yyt R A AU R PRI i 25 IR R, & 22 R BH M
TE BSCFA A= " e JEERS 5 2 DR T A 22 B e T 4
J, 3 32 R T A R IS TR 4 TR ) 2 R AN
T 7 35 30 (3 22 G B T 0 2 R ety — 2 R
T 0225 1) JOR SR W FD e B R 4 i, R % F I T Y
IMBERHE, Ho A D BRI S i B2
Y HE Tk EPS, SR Z 18] A 0 B
BN TFARET 5 Y 2 18] 54 M7, Nunez
s8R AFM BFSE E. coli A4l RS i ik
Bdellovibrio bacteriovorus 109J ¥ ik §ij 5 ) 4E F

http://journals.im.ac.cn/cjbcn

A, AFM T4 14 E 75, B. bacteriovorus
ARG E. coli A= 9 B v 24n it By AR AR S BR0E
FRASCHAR /N H T LOREL B A4 E. coli i
i) B. bacteriovorus 7EZHAE A AA KB, IEH
E. coli 41 i A% £ /& B. bacteriovorus &4 2 ity
B 3%, YL S AFM BRET 2Z B FRS 138 K
FIEH 400 Li P05 AFM I 5E T 28k %
1l S. thermosulfidooxidans A= 4 8 5 ) 2 kG 14,
R I P B R TR M KN A AR AN Y — |, 4 g
5240 i DL R 240 P G A Sl A Rl A A At [X
WK, XATREZ M T EPS e 7EiX £ X I
FFHW . AR AR E (28.33.37,42C) %
N, AR Rt A —FF, P. aeruginosa
1E 37 CHPR RS K ((10.8+£0.2) pN/nm), 1 1 it
LR W R R AN R A W R iR 2190, Quiles
4P ARM 5L E 4 T 5 40 A0 Ok %
(ATR-FTIR) 455N HLR KA R ERCR, 9K
FEIRMES R ER, RIRE (12.5 mg/L) AbFEE,
P. fiuorescens A= ¥4 B v 4 L i) /=5 B2 (P 200
F| 125 nm) FIEE AL N (1 0.018 FE F|
0.015 pN/nm), ¥ (100 mg/L) AbHEJE, 2
Wi B (400 nm) FAsdE (0.061 pN/nm) #3
I H AR T ARSI A ; 454 ATR-FTIR 45
2SR S VR B TN TE AR AR B2 I 248 i W F 47
TR 1) [ S, 2 i e Al XL 2%, AT 2 BUBE )
WIEVESE I, R R B, K WY
PR A WEARFHLZE 1 el T 40 B A AL, S
T {6 240 A P00 3 1 I, Sl s BOREEIRE
AR 32 0 e o IR A B SR Y R AR, o

4 EMBBEHRIEFHER L

TEA D) WEIE G A P, 240 T ) 2 2 T
AR 7 BRI A R S 2 b .



WINA FIFEFARME (AFM) EHAEEMRIRH RPN 1405

RIS, {7 1 B W PR TR 2 T ks 248
REE—E, BB EA —ENBRRE R = 4E=
) 2 g Y 2 ) B T SR 4 32 45 i 4 7
(AR EAE T e, Rtk (k-2
RZ I o3 H00) FEERE S (nE s Bk
YERs . sy . #ra AR 1% A EAE
SN, TR R R A R G 2
TR BT FRATT G b A A R R TR AL
DA ITT A 280 b 81 425 R0 A P 2B P e
41 WRESERMIEAAN

il B2 2B )9l IR B 26 — 2D A 2 de oG B
(BT AFM B AR AT I A 25 S R
FLERZLEK A Lactococcus lactis ) SdrC & H il &=
3K 240 5 TR A A 1% 8 7K AP S TR 22 A TE R
(A EAE, K/NFE 5 000 %] 20 000 pN 2 [f],
11755 BB Y S K R BB 2R SdrC 28 R 7%
PR K SR T Z ] 44 0 IR E 5 000 pN LA
T, UESETEAEYREIE v iR BB, SdrC A
R 3 I KA FE 9 400 A R 52 R A D )
WF9Y F-B , Chatel 2% % 3 P. fluorescens i i %
T Y LapA 25 IR 45 40 MR i K R T8 E RpoRG R -
Boks ZPUFIH AFM BF5Y 4 ik B i % Bk A
Staphylococcus epidermidis 5 3% /K B 1% 7K 2 i =2
[ A EAE, RS i R/ T 5 s I5F, 4 Fil
AT R 2 AL SR T 2 1R B VR ] 1 #RFE 0.4 nN
A, BE IS0, A A HY R i A g K
FMZ B VR BEA WA 254k, VR A X AT
A FH T 7K A P A B (B A et 28 B A4 B g Kk A
FHAE S BF 8] A 5 e 4 B 55 3% T8 22 ] f) e e I i
T ARG s X TR K B RS R, Al S
ik 10 s J5 M3 Z A B/ s & 34, 4%k 60 s
IR B E , B RAEHI I 1.9 nN, W% %R

@ : 010-64807509

IS 40 B B 1 i & AT I A b, BB
S. epidermidis 5 22 K R % fill ), 40 ffd 35 22238
AR (AR 0 80%) KB E LIS
Beaussart Z:°°Uf F§ AFM & #& T4 P. aeruginosa
DU TR TR B A 200 TR R S e ) TR, R AT B S ik
FEIE Z 18] & AR A E FL A AR ELAE o HL B A R R
B R AR 5 B I LS Z B AV A T, UESE
2R (E. coli. P. putida) 8 2@ W E
(9l LA AR FH R 95 FEAE B B 3R T8 1R B . Huang
UG R B E. coli TGL 5 14 W44k
[ AETESR A EAE A, YERT IR/ 97 pN.
Lower 25 V| I AFM W 51 75 1 K
Shewanella oneidensis 76K & 214 S 4Tk 4 ¢
SRR B 7, 38 2K A 5 B kA B A )
T PR E B R R S A MrC Bl
OmcA 73 AH HAE F I 135 B HEA T H 6T, 4 4h
B2 K S AT 2 A AF e S AV FA BT, Xu 2508
M5 T E. coli ZK1056 £ iy £ 21 5 Fp R A
MR Z B VEF 01, & B 3 5 R TR A Rk
Z 1) 4y B, 7 0 W S 5 40 B R T R B
FEWI4, IERAE B E. coli ZK1056 76 ARk
SRR T RS BT . Diao 255 il AFM
A7 NN [ I - N = W A A R o <)
Acidithiobacillus ferrooxidans AR AT A, & IR
AN TR) 6 e B2 M A0SR A 0 R 24 O R A B A n
B AT R R B AR G5 N A R A AR
THT PR RE BT
42 HESHMREIIER N

20 5 200 it 2 10 A A B A R R A
TE B 3D S5 I 4 FE G E, Rl BF i 5 M)
HAEY AN L BRI R FRIA L A
B EIL B e R B R, 4

. cjb@im.ac.cn



1406 ISSN 1000-3061 CN 11-1998/Q Chin J Biotech September 25,2017 Vol.33 No.9

T 3 9 I T Y R - BORE I B M A 2 R )
(ZHE. E . RRUIESESE) AR ELE
—il, AR Ry p ket =Rk A
M (TAAs) &35 2% [CFIPE 3 an i e /R
%1% Burkholderia cepacia 2 1ai—# & WL & 11,
El-Kirat-Chatel Z£CF ] AFM 8050 738 E 52
P TAAs & H Z AAAAEAT AR, J1 R/ R
118 pN; i A AN ) &4 Ry i<,
R TAAs 1 H Z [ F1E 55 1 R R AR BAE
7 448 % T 1) TAAS 25 1138 0 23 RV AE B4R
Z 5 B. cepacia AW ILIIIE K. Feuillie
AR AFM BRI EH AR BEST L. lactis 41
MIFRTEHEF SArC 7EA4E Yk EIE il 72 v i A
M, 4R ER, P ERIK SdrC /Y40 2 [H]
FEfil 1 ms J5 AT RGN R 5 B ORGSR 98 pN,

Fefih 100 s 5 88 n 2 230 pN, T fi AR ]
R[] 1 25 1 3k 28 08 40 it 5 2 1 ok 2 A DA K
A 1 2R A4 22 T) 34 ARG 21 g A AE A, IR S
L. lactis {8l SArC £ 1 945 4H M- 4 i =[] () A
HAEH ; B LR F AR 534 A B AR BT 4R
KERR S, aureus Az BIMA EAER, &M
FE A RS, ER b A 8% I T
SdrC-SdrC & [ AH FLAE F B RFAIE 04, < Hsf 1] 422 ik
JE R B A BRI I 2 29%, AT B 1
SArC & 11 E 4 B (07 2 BR A W0 9k IS i 7 vp
BTk, FIRARMRLGBESE I ¥, Bausier 2 E
S S. aureus 2% i 1Y FnBPA & (12 5 45 4E W vk
BRI, PRI IRET B E5 R o, A 5k
ik FnBPA & 1Y 240 i 22 18] 0y /E T 0 R/ R
800-2 000 pN; Mo FIHEE ML RER, B4
FnBPA & 1513 %1% FnBPA 941 it 2 ] 1)/
JIR/NK 125 pN, BEBTATREA 2 X5 FnBPA
ZH5WA MM Z AT AEN; FIH FnBPA &

http://journals.im.ac.cn/cjbcn

V1 1 B 43 - R AT X A0 B2 T R A T LR e ST
Oy HrAS R O A A T FRBPA %4
k2 000 ANum?, 4 Hertz FRiE AT %076 1 2 Ffd
AT R 24 0.004 pm?, MTTHES H 2945 8 %
FnBPA HHZ 5S4l A EAEN; i —2P41
BT A -4 B/ Pl AR e i e, R R4
A 10 %F FnBPA #5112 51> S. aureus 4 Jfd [i1]
A EAER . PIA 2 —FfrfE TN R G b )
BH 25T 250, Dague 2525 ] AFM 220 i £5¢
BHRARUESTHS: 5 8 5 20 Mg - 40 e ) ) A EL AR
I EL S A 25 9 WoR 40 IR A9 1 0 2 Bl s
5 R A 0 R, Y B R R 2
500 mmol/L i}, P~k 215 PIA |1 S. epidermidis
00 B (BT ARSI AN B BAE T 77, 2R B PIA JEi it
R AER S5 W E A Y 8N IE .
Vanzieleghem 23R Fi % 3546 1 £ 44 1 X6 A [
B TORIE T %35 PIA Y S. epidermidis #E47 8%
KAEAEBZEMET (pH 7.4), B & TR H
0.1 mmol/L 31 %] 150 mmol/L, 5 £ v fif A4 4T
78 440 i 22 TR U 2 ) AR Hy 79% T RE S, AT
UL iR R 3 2ok A A 2 T P B 2 R
LAt TR W) 0 WA P T 7 . Dague 2501 % 31
TEAREA Zo? g wh, P4~ S. aureus 4iiffl
IF] % HE AR AR IR 5%-31%, #shn zn®*
J 1% — AR M A0 #) 80%-100%; A F AFM i 4
M W EAT BAR A0 Br L 458 BRI Zn' I 40
T AT I INE 0, b ARG PRI e, 3%
BH Zn®* 3 o A A8 40 0 2 1K 40T B 2 I 45 4 R
AT A 0 TR Bt A e 40 - 240 i = i) g A
YEM .

5 k%
ARM g HH B A 40K R 8o ol A & i



WINA FIFEFARME (AFM) EHAEEMRIRH RPN 1407

AR AT OE 30 | 2 RS AR W B HL AR
R LA R BE A AR 4 i SRR RS | A i
Z I A A D3R B T A T S, TR
THIRA DGR ST TOBTHLIE . filin, £ 155
PR, LA W AT LASE IR TR AR AT B
A EY I 32, RS SR SRR, S
IRV FE DS B IR AT, O - e A U I Ay A
FEXT T IRA PR 3 A W R (AR 3, B i 3
PELEYIZ SRR IRER |15 YW e At A L S At B
HAE S B e RR P RUE R Z L 2
PrFE X AEAE, R ARM I B AR 49 gl S o O
Wl 2z 6] AR A FALAR X TFIA UM 1
AP E T B AFM 7EAE Pk A 5
A HRTATS TaT I 4 3 2 PR 1) A=W g
HNART 2%, B T AP E &5 A7 % P B i Az
PRIy, HRTHY S 5 HEHEOR HREXT IR SR I
A R AT AL B o DRI, R
W B8 22T ) o3 1 R A LA K [R] i U0 22 b 43
AIPREL , LASEELANOR RUEE ™ X A Y g3 1fi 22 b
oA EIN . LR . 2) AR LR
PERGIIFFE 32 A AR 7R B FIORS PR 25 R AL, k= X
3 W B R TR BESZ 4, N5 B SR A W)~
B 5 BEORMEE G, LR R 24 M HRAEY
RMVERUEE . 3) AFM {LREAR1SAE Y bl R 1h
AR5, XfE LUK B PN AS ) TR B2 AR 45 A8 R 22 £ S
PEATIRTE . G, AFM 5 85 H ARG U B AR TR
B, HHT AFM SR E 5EOAMILRER
P POCRMET . B TR A
AR B ARG SR, ZHAR
AW B ARM HOR 1 K S
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