WA (2005) 21(3), 182-186

J65)) )L HR GOk AR LA N A1 AT O R

BB E . MM, ZEBE. AR
S AR K2 5

= Fh 4 BB S Pcl. Pe2 FIPe3 B, WHT6sh J1ia T %9 40 i fr)

AR LIANS AE9GHE, U 40 M AE AN RDCBORIAE I R I 2R AR B (1A . S5 RE 7R, Pel Xk
REAR I LA A RS T HL Ay (R 2 M B K, 1TTPe2 [KIR2M SR TPedo BRIBR S il CRRTARMTT) SEal I 4 H X 4
WOAFS R ], =R R BT RC S S, AR R Pel> Pe2>Pe3. Skt Ao A FEAIG B i
APAFTE AR RIELEOCR, oA Lo A v 8 e < IR i S A e s i RE P A I i[RI, i 2ok fA
JR AT 5 A LU T DI OR R, < IR E S R BoRn AR FBL S IR 2 BRI T AN 25y ) e o i LR AR
ANFZEAT T A B LR 7 ER AR A T R OR AR AR SO el J VR ) B2 LA 2

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN MITOCHONDRIAL MEMBRANE
POTENTIAL AND CELL LIVABILITY IN PHOTODYNAMIC
THERAPY

With ANS as fluorescence probe, effect of Pcl, Pc2 and Pc3 on mitochondrial membrane potential
and charge density in photodynamic therapy was investigated; meanwhile, cell livability was studied
by MTT. Results show that effect of Pcl was most prominent. That mitochondrial membrane is one of
binding site of hotosensitizers in PDT is suggested. Because of the close relationship of
mitochondrial membrane potential and cell apoptosis, effect of photosensitizers on mitochondrial
membrane potential proves a evidence for its efficiency, and mechanism in PDT was discussed.
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