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Table 1 3 Categories of antibacterial hydrogels and their advantages and disadvantages
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Research Progress in Antibacterial Hydrogels

BAO Zanjuan', LAI Dengwang', PANG Jingming', LI Yuhua', LIU Qilong',

LIU Yuejun', YANG Jun’, WANG Jin®

(1. College of Packaging and Materials Engineering, Hunan University of Technology, Zhuzhou Hunan 412007, China;
2. Zhuzhou Times New Materials Technology Co., Ltd., Zhuzhou Hunan 412007, China )

Abstract: Antibacterial hydrogels have been playing an important role in modern medicine. The better

antibacterial properties have always been the focus of experts and scholars. The research progress of natural antibacterial

agents / hydrogels, inorganic antibacterial agents / hydrogels and organic antibacterial agents / hydrogels was reviewed.

The dual mode antibacterial MOFs/ hydrogel in the new antibacterial hydrogel would be the focus of future research.
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- 24 -



