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biofilms
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Abstract: Microbial biofilm, a consortium of microbial cells protected by a self-produced polymer matrix, is considered as
one main cause of current bacterial drug resistance. As a new type of antimicrobial agents, antimicrobial peptides provide a
new strategy for the treatment of antibiotic resistant bacteria biofilm infections. Antimicrobial peptides have shown unique
advantages in preventing microbial colonization of surfaces, killing bacteria in biofilms or disrupting the mature biofilm
structure. This review systemically analyzes published data in the recent 30 years to summarize the possible anti-biofilm
mechanisms of antimicrobial peptides. We hope that this review can provide reference for the treatment of infectious diseases
by pathogenic microbial biofilm.
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