
Research Article Vol. 15, No. 5 / 1 May 2024 / Biomedical Optics Express 3200

Spectral characterization of a blue light-emitting
micro-LED platform on skin-associated
microbial chromophores

HANNAH J. SERRAGE,1,* CHARLOTTE J. ELING,2

PEDRO U. ALVES,2 ENYUAN XIE,2 ANDREW J. MCBAIN,3

MARTIN D. DAWSON,2 CATHERINE O’NEILL,1

AND NICOLAS LAURAND2

1School of Biological Sciences, Faculty of Biology Medicine and Health, The University of Manchester, UK
2Institute of Photonics, Department of Physics, SUPA, University of Strathclyde, UK
3Division of Pharmacy and Optometry, School of Health Sciences, Faculty of Biology, Medicine and
Health, The University of Manchester, UK
*hannah.serrage@manchester.ac.uk

Abstract: The therapeutic application of blue light (380 – 500nm) has garnered considerable
attention in recent years as it offers a non-invasive approach for the management of prevalent
skin conditions including acne vulgaris and atopic dermatitis. These conditions are often
characterised by an imbalance in the microbial communities that colonise our skin, termed the
skin microbiome. In conditions including acne vulgaris, blue light is thought to address this
imbalance through the selective photoexcitation of microbial species expressing wavelength-
specific chromophores, differentially affecting skin commensals and thus altering the relative
species composition. However, the abundance and diversity of these chromophores across the
skin microbiota remains poorly understood. Similarly, devices utilised for studies are often bulky
and poorly characterised which if translated to therapy could result in reduced patient compliance.
Here, we present a clinically viable micro-LED illumination platform with peak emission 450 nm
(17 nm FWHM) and adjustable irradiance output to a maximum 0.55± 0.01 W/cm2, dependent
upon the concentration of titanium dioxide nanoparticles applied to an accompanying flexible
light extraction substrate. Utilising spectrometry approaches, we characterised the abundance
of prospective blue light chromophores across skin commensal bacteria isolated from healthy
volunteers. Of the strains surveyed 62.5% exhibited absorption peaks within the blue light
spectrum, evidencing expression of carotenoid pigments (18.8%, 420–483 nm; Micrococcus
luteus, Kocuria spp.), porphyrins (12.5%, 402–413 nm; Cutibacterium spp.) and potential flavins
(31.2%, 420–425 nm; Staphylococcus and Dermacoccus spp.). We also present evidence of the
capacity of these species to diminish irradiance output when combined with the micro-LED
platform and in turn how exposure to low-dose blue light causes shifts in observed absorbance
spectra peaks. Collectively these findings highlight a crucial deficit in understanding how
microbial chromophores might shape response to blue light and in turn evidence of a micro-LED
illumination platform with potential for clinical applications.
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journal citation, and DOI.

1. Introduction

Skin conditions including atopic dermatitis and acne vulgairs not only dramatically impact upon
patient’s quality of life but also present an enormous financial burden on health services [1].
These conditions are characterized by an imbalance in the diverse microbial communities that
colonize our skin, termed the skin microbiome. Recent indications propose that modulating
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interactions within this dynamic community holds significant promise for managing prevalent
skin conditions [2].

Blue light (380 nm–500 nm) presents a non-invasive approach for the management of skin
conditions and has proven effective for conditions such as acne vulgaris and atopic dermatitis [3].
Acne patients harbour a microbiome often dominated by strains of Cutibacterium acnes. These
strains tend to produce higher levels of porphyrins, heterocyclic compounds that exhibit a soret
band at 405 nm [4]. The efficacy of blue light is thus often attributed to the photo-excitation of
porphyrins, resulting in the production of cytotoxic reactive oxygen species (ROS) and a reduced
abundance of Cutibacterium acnes [5].

Comparatively atopic dermatitis (AD) patients often experience flares, characterised by an
elevated abundance of Staphylococcus aureus [6]. S. aureus strains frequently express a golden
carotenoid pigment with absorbance peaks at 440, 462 and 491 nm [7]. However, despite a
handful of studies demonstrating the efficacy of blue light for the management of atopic dermatitis
[8], whether this results from photo-excitation of these endogenous carotenoid pigments and a
decreased abundance in S. aureus is yet to be seen. Where current evidence remains conflicting,
with some studies suggesting the antioxidant properties of carotenoid pigments may in fact
enhance survival in response to light [9,10], whilst others present evidence of the bactericidal
properties of blue light against S. aureus [11,12]

Despite these conditions being characterised by elevated levels of certain species and strains, the
microbiota in these conditions remains relatively diverse [13]. With commensal Staphylococcus
spp. (particularly Staphylococcus hominis and Staphylococcus epidermidis) and Corynebacterium
spp. remaining abundant during AD flares [6]. Skin commensals that predominate within
the microbiome express a host of pigments, proteins and molecules that may prove capable of
eliciting a response to blue light, resulting in a shift in microbiome composition and subsequent
modulation of inflammation characteristic of disease flares [14,15]. These photosensitive targets
span flavins [16], porphyrins [17] and pigments including carotenoids [18] and phenazines
[19] each with characteristic spectral properties. Photoexcitation of such targets has proven
to exert profound effects on microbial behavior. For example, Acientobacter baumannii, an
opportunistic nosocomial pathogen implicated in soft tissue infections, expresses a blue-light
sensing using flavin (BLUF) domain whose excitation at 470 nm modulates biofilm formation,
virulence and bacterial motility [20–23]. These properties are not limited to environmentally
acquired pathogens and skin commensals Micrococcus luteus and Kocuria arsenatis express
carotenoid pigments that act as antioxidants conferring resistance against ultraviolet radiation
exposure [24,25]. However, the diversity and abundance of such pigments and proteins across
the skin microbiome remain poorly characterised.

Another key deficit in studies assessing the prospective efficacy of blue light in the management
of skin conditions is the devices utilised, which are often bulky and poorly characterised.
Parameters applied such as wavelength (nm), irradiance (mW/cm2), and dose (J/cm2) are often
misreported or not reported at all rendering it difficult to draw conclusions surrounding the use
and mechanism of action of blue light in the management of skin conditions [26]. Concomitantly,
user design and functionality are rarely coupled to in vitro experimentation meaning the devices
used are not clinically translatable. As light technology has significantly advanced in recent years,
the application of flexible and portable devices for the management of prevalent skin conditions
offers a new frontier in light therapy [27–32].

In this study, we demonstrate the thorough spectral characterisation of a light, optionally
flexible, blue light emitting (450 nm) micro-LED (µLED) illumination platform, which presents
an attractive device for the management of skin conditions [31]. Utilising this robust and
reproducible system to deliver homogeneous irradiance on a desired location, we show that
bacterial species abundant across the acne, AD and healthy skin microbiomes exhibit differential
capacities to attenuate light output from the µLED array and map capacity to absorbance spectrum
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peaks within the range of 440–450 nm. We also show how light exposure alters the profile of
absorbance spectra, indicating potential photoexcitation of pigments: providing insight into
prospective chromophores expressed across the skin microbiome, and in turn how we might
exploit these in the management of skin conditions using blue light.

2. Methods

2.1. µLED platform

The platform comprised a blue emitting, 1 by 10 array of flip-chip GaN-based µLEDs with
emission through their sapphire substrate (300 µm thick). The emitting area of each µLED was
100 x100 µm2 and the separation between µLEDs encompassing the array was 720 µm. Because
of diffraction, the feature size of a µLED emission increases from 100 µm to 300 µm at the
sapphire output facet [29]. The µLEDs were connected in parallel and the array was mounted on
a printed circuit board (PCB). In this study, the µLED array was driven at 120 mA (2.94 V) giving
an optical power of 10 mW. Details of array design and characterisation can be found elsewhere
[30]. The µLED array was coupled to a 1 mm x 75 mm x 25 mm glass slide, which guided light
within by total internal reflection in an edge-lit configuration, the size of the µLED emission
area at the sapphire facet (smaller than the thickness of the slide) ensuring maximisation of the
coupling efficiency (Fig. 1). A secondary (scatter) substrate was added on top of the guiding
layer to extract the guided light, illuminating the sample above (Fig. 1(A)). The scatter substrates
were fabricated from a ratio of 5 to 1 silicone (polydimethylsiloxane; PDMS, Sigma Aldrich) to
cross-linker (RTV615), doped with increasing quantities of Ti(V) oxide anatase nanoparticles
(TiO2, Sigma, US) nanoparticles (0, 0.05, 0.1, 0.25, 0.5, 0.75, 1 and 2% w/v) and left to set at
room temperature for 48 hours to ascertain optimal concentration required to potentiate irradiance
output. TiO2 nanoparticles scatter the µLED light guided in the underlying glass slide, ensuring
homogenous irradiation of the sample area (Fig. 1).

bacterial species abundant across the acne, AD and healthy skin microbiomes exhibit 
differential capacities to attenuate light output from the μLED array and map capacity to 
absorbance spectrum peaks within the range of 440 – 450 nm. We also show how light exposure 
alters the profile of absorbance spectra, indicating potential photoexcitation of pigments: 
providing insight into prospective chromophores expressed across the skin microbiome, and in 
turn how we might exploit these in the management of skin conditions using blue light.

2. Methods
μLED platform

The platform comprised a blue emitting, 1 by 10 array of flip-chip GaN-based μLEDs with 
emission through their sapphire substrate (300 μm thick). The emitting area of each μLED was 
100 x100 μm2 and the separation between μLEDs encompassing the array was 720 μm. Because 
of diffraction, the feature size of a μLED emission increases from 100 μm to ̴ 300 μm at the 
sapphire output facet (29). The μLEDs were connected in parallel and the array was mounted 
on a printed circuit board (PCB). In this study, the μLED array was driven at 120 mA (2.94 V) 
giving an optical power of 10 mW. Details of array design and characterisation can be found 
elsewhere (30). The μLED array was coupled to a 1 mm x 75 mm x 25 mm glass slide, which 
guided light within by total internal reflection in an edge-lit configuration, the size of the μLED 
emission area at the sapphire facet (smaller than the thickness of the slide) ensuring 
maximisation of the coupling efficiency (Fig. 1). A secondary (scatter) substrate was added on 
top of the guiding layer to extract the guided light, illuminating the sample above (Figure 1A). 
The scatter substrates were fabricated from a ratio of 5 to 1 silicone (polydimethylsiloxane; 
PDMS, Sigma Aldrich) to cross-linker (RTV615), doped with increasing quantities of Ti(V) 
oxide anatase nanoparticles (TiO₂, Sigma, US) nanoparticles (0, 0.05, 0.1, 0.25, 0.5, 0.75, 1 and 
2% w/v) and left to set at room temperature for 48 hours to ascertain optimal concentration 
required to potentiate irradiance output. TiO2 nanoparticles scatter the µLED light guided in 
the underlying glass slide, ensuring homogenous irradiation of the sample area (Figure 1). 

Figure 1: Diagrammatic Representation of Spectral Characterisation and in vitro 
Application.  A) Setup utilised to characterise how different concentrations of TiO₂ potentiate 
irradiance output and variability in irradiance output across the substrate surface, measured in 
direct contact (0cm) with surface and compared to values acquired 3cm above. B) Glass slides 

± bacterial samples were placed directly on top of scatter substrates and changes in 
irradiance/wavelength output recorded 3 cm from the substrate surface. C) Absorbance profiles 

were collected using a UV-Vis spectrometer to determine whether expression of microbial 
chromophores (denoted by peaks in absorbance profiles) could be used to predict impact on 

irradiance output from light source.

Fig. 1. Diagrammatic Representation of Spectral Characterisation and in vitro Ap-
plication. (A) Setup utilised to characterise how different concentrations of TiO2 potentiate
irradiance output and variability in irradiance output across the substrate surface, measured
in direct contact (0 cm) with surface and compared to values acquired 3 cm above. (B) Glass
slides± bacterial samples were placed directly on top of scatter substrates and changes in
irradiance/wavelength output recorded 3 cm from the substrate surface. (C) Absorbance
profiles were collected using a UV-Vis spectrometer to determine whether expression of
microbial chromophores (denoted by peaks in absorbance profiles) could be used to predict
impact on irradiance output from light source.
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2.2. Spectral characterisation

A UV-Vis Spectrometer (Avantes Starline AvaSpec- 2048L, The Netherlands) coupled to a 200
µm-core optical fibre, with a 0.7 nm spectral resolution and calibrated to National Institute
of Standards and Technology (NIST) standards was employed to assess spectral irradiance
and wavelength delivery through 15× 15 mm2 PDMS scatter substrates of the µLED array
illumination platform containing increasing concentrations of TiO2 from 0–2% w/v. Spectral
characteristics were recorded at 3 cm above or mapped in direct contact with substrates or samples
(Fig. 1(A)-(B)). Absolute irradiance was determined from the integral of the spectral irradiance
(260–740 nm).

2.3. 2D irradiance profiling

An N-BK7 Plano-convex lens and neutral density filter were positioned 9 cm and 16 cm from a
CMOS camera (Thorlabs, US) to image the top surface of the LED array platform (Fig. 2). Images
were acquired using imaging software (Thorcam). 2D irradiance mapping was visualised using
ImageJ (NIHR, US) and using a spectrometer as described above (Spectral Characterisation) for
pre-calibration.

Spectral Characterisation

A UV-Vis Spectrometer (Avantes Starline AvaSpec- 2048L, The Netherlands) coupled to a 
200 μm-core optical fibre, with a 0.7 nm spectral resolution and calibrated to National Institute 
of Standards and Technology (NIST) standards was employed to assess spectral irradiance and 
wavelength delivery through 15 x 15 mm² PDMS scatter substrates of the μLED array 
illumination platform containing increasing concentrations of TiO₂ from 0 – 2% w/v. Spectral 
characteristics were recorded at 3 cm above or mapped in direct contact with substrates or 
samples (Figure 1A-B). Absolute irradiance was determined from the integral of the spectral 
irradiance (260 – 740 nm).

2D Irradiance Profiling

An N-BK7 Plano-convex lens and neutral density filter were positioned 9 cm and 16 cm from 
a CMOS camera (Thorlabs, US) to image the top surface of the LED array platform (Figure 2). 
Images were acquired using imaging software (Thorcam). 2D irradiance mapping was 
visualised using ImageJ (NIHR, US) and using a spectrometer as described above (Spectral 
Characterisation) for pre-calibration. 

Bacterial Isolation, Culture and Preparation

Strains used in this study were isolated from healthy volunteers (study approved by University 
of Manchester Ethics committee; 2019-6208-10419). In brief, swabs were dipped into pre-
warmed phosphate buffered saline (PBS) and samples collected in duplicate into phosphate 
buffer (20mM Na₂HPO₄, KH₂PO₄, 0.1% Tween 80, 0.03% cysteine-hydrochloride, pH 6.8 (all 
Sigma-Aldrich)) from the volar forearm, forehead and scalp. Samples were spread onto 
fastidious anaerobe agar + 5% horse blood (Fisher Scientific), Wilkins-Chalgren anaerobe agar 
(WCA, Thermo Scientific) ± 0.025/0.1 % Tween 80 or Tryptic Soy agar (TSA, Oxoid) ± 0.1 
% Tween 80 and incubated for < 7 days under aerobic (37⁰C) or anaerobic conditions. 
Subsequently, colonies of distinct morphology were subbed onto WCA/TSA ± 0.1 % Tween 
80 and once purity was reached, frozen in brain heart infusion + 0.5% yeast and 30% glycerol 
(Fisher Scientific). 

Figure 2: (A) Diagram and (B) Images captured of micro-LED array coupled to 0.5% TiO₂ 
scatter substrate via Thorcam imaging software.Fig. 2. (A) Diagram and (B) Images captured of micro-LED array coupled to 0.5% TiO2

scatter substrate via Thorcam imaging software.

2.4. Bacterial isolation, culture and preparation

Strains used in this study were isolated from healthy volunteers (study approved by University of
Manchester Ethics committee; 2019-6208-10419). In brief, swabs were dipped into pre-warmed
phosphate buffered saline (PBS) and samples collected in duplicate into phosphate buffer (20mM
Na2HPO4, KH2PO4, 0.1% Tween 80, 0.03% cysteine-hydrochloride, pH 6.8 (all Sigma-Aldrich))
from the volar forearm, forehead and scalp. Samples were spread onto fastidious anaerobe
agar+ 5% horse blood (Fisher Scientific), Wilkins-Chalgren anaerobe agar (WCA, Thermo
Scientific)± 0.025/0.1% Tween 80 or Tryptic Soy agar (TSA, Oxoid)± 0.1% Tween 80 and
incubated for< 7 days under aerobic (37°C) or anaerobic conditions. Subsequently, colonies of
distinct morphology were subbed onto WCA/TSA± 0.1% Tween 80 and once purity was reached,
frozen in brain heart infusion+ 0.5% yeast and 30% glycerol (Fisher Scientific).
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To ascertain identity, single colonies were picked from agar plates and placed into a PCR
reaction mix and DNA released through heating at 95°C for 10 minutes and the 16s region
amplified (F; 5’- TGTAAAACGACGGCCAGT-3’, R; 5’-CAGGAAACAGCTATGACC-3’) via
standard thermocycling. PCR products were confirmed on 0.8% agarose gel at 90V for 60 min
and purified using Qiaquick PCR purification kit according to the manufacturer’s instructions
(Qiagen). DNA concentration and quality were assessed, resuspended in nuclease-free water with
forward primer and samples submitted to the genomic technologies core facility at the University
of Manchester. Species identity was then assessed via input of sequences to nucleotide BLAST
(https://blast.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/). The strains and growth conditions employed in this study are
listed in Table 1. Following the initial culture, colonies were inoculated upon glass microscopy
slides, air-dried and fixed via heat.

Table 1. Species, strains and culture conditions used in this study

Species Strain % identity Media Incubation (h) Conditions

Corynebacterium afermentans CIP103499 93 TSB+ 0.1%
Tween 80

16 Aerobic

Corynebacterium
tuberculostearicum

Medalle X 100 TSB+ 0.1%
Tween 80

16 Aerobic

Cutibacterium acnes JCM 6425 98 WCB 48 Anaerobic

Cutibacterium acnes (177) HKG366 98 WCB 48 Anaerobic

Cutibacterium gransulosum NCTC 11865 96 WCB 48 Anaerobic

Cutibacterium namneste NTS 31307302 97 WCB 48 Anaerobic

Dermacoccus nishinomiyaensis DSM 20448 98 TSB 16 Aerobic

Kocuria arsenatis CM1E1 99 TSB 16 Aerobic

Kocuria rhizophila TA68 97 TSB 16 Aerobic

Micrococcus luteus NCTC 2665 100 TSB 16 Aerobic

Staphylococcus aureus S33R 98 TSB 16 Aerobic

Staphylococcus aureus (wound) NCTC 6571 98 TSB 16 Aerobic

Staphylococcus capitis ATCC 27840 97 TSB 16 Aerobic

Staphylococcus epidermidis NBRC 100911 98 WCB 16 Aerobic

Staphylococcus hominis GTC 1228 98 TSB 16 Aerobic

2.5. Effects of bacteria on µLED platform irradiance and spectral output

Slides comprising bacteria and standards were placed directly upon a 0.5% TiO2 scatter substrate,
and chromophore induced changes in irradiance and wavelength output were recorded via
spectrometer at a distance 3 cm from the substrate in real time (Fig. 1(B)).

2.6. Absorbance profile measurements

Absorbance profiles of bacterial species inoculated upon glass slides (Fig. 1(C)) were acquired
using a UV-Vis spectrometer (ThermoFisher Scientific, US) pre- and post-exposure to the µLED
platform blue light (λmax: 450 nm, FWHM: 17 nm, 2.76 J/cm2) relative to a reference glass slide.
Once acquired, absorbance profiles were plotted between 380 nm – 520 nm.

2.7. Statistical analyses

Data were processed utilising Excel software (Microsoft) and analyses were performed using
Prism (GraphPad Software, California, US). All experiments were performed at least in duplicate
unless otherwise stated, and data were analysed using a general linear model (GLM) followed by
one-way ANOVA and Tukey/Dunnett’s test.

https://blast.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/
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3. Results

3.1. TiO2 scatter substrates potentiate irradiance output from the µLED array platform

TiO2 nanoparticles embedded within PDMS substrates scatter the µLED light guided in the
underlying glass slide (Fig. 1(A)). This ensures a homogenous irradiance over the area where
the samples are placed (Fig. 1(B)). Spectral characterisation revealed the µLED array emitted a
peak wavelength of 450.90± 0.35 nm (Fig. 3(A)). When irradiance measurements were acquired
3 cm from the substrate, a 0.5% TiO2 scatter substrate elevated maximal irradiance to a peak
0.55 mW/cm2 (Fig. 3(C)) but had no significant impact on wavelength output (Fig. 3(B)). Output
variability significantly reduced following the application of even low concentrations of TiO2
(0.05% w/v, 449.05± 0.35 nm) due to reduced confounding noise within the spectrometer
range (216.2–740.074nm) as an increased irradiance signal was detected (complete range not
plotted Fig. 3(A)). 2D irradiance mapping indicated average irradiance across the 0.5% w/v
TiO2 substrate varied from 1.33 mW/cm2 in areas closest to the µLED array coupling plane
compared to 0.31 mW/cm2 at the furthest edges of the substrate (Fig. 4(A)). Light was not
detected outside the range of the extraction substrate (orange perimeter, Fig. 4(Aii)), indicating
reliable illumination of samples only, with the capacity for preparation of non-irradiated controls
adjacent to the extraction substrate. No significant difference was observed when assessing
irradiance output 3 cm or 0 cm from the substrate surface. Indicating a distance of 3cm was
appropriate to acquire measurements of spectral and wavelength output (Fig. 4(B)-(C)).

Data were processed utilising Excel software (Microsoft) and analyses were performed using 
Prism (GraphPad Software, California, US). All experiments were performed at least in 
duplicate unless otherwise stated, and data were analysed using a general linear model (GLM) 
followed by one-way ANOVA and Tukey/Dunnett’s test.

3. Results 
TiO₂ scatter substrates potentiate irradiance output from the μLED array platform

TiO2 nanoparticles embedded within PDMS substrates scatter the µLED light guided in the 
underlying glass slide (Figure 1A). This ensures a homogenous irradiance over the area where 
the samples are placed (Figure 1B). Spectral characterisation revealed the μLED array emitted 
a peak wavelength of 450.90 ± 0.35 nm (Figure 3A). When irradiance measurements were 
acquired 3 cm from the substrate, a 0.5% TiO₂ scatter substrate elevated maximal irradiance to 
a peak 0.55 mW/cm² (Figure 3C) but had no significant impact on wavelength output (Figure 
3B). Output variability significantly reduced following the application of even low 
concentrations of TiO₂ (0.05 % w/v, 449.05 ± 0.35 nm) due to reduced confounding noise 
within the spectrometer range (216.2 – 740.074nm) as an increased irradiance signal was 
detected (complete range not plotted Figure 3A). 2D irradiance mapping indicated average 
irradiance across the 0.5% w/v TiO₂ substrate varied from 1.33 mW/cm² in areas closest to the 
µLED array coupling plane compared to 0.31 mW/cm² at the furthest edges of the substrate 
(Figure 4A). Light was not detected outside the range of the extraction substrate (orange 
perimeter, Figure 4Aii), indicating reliable illumination of samples only, with the capacity for 
preparation of non-irradiated controls adjacent to the extraction substrate.  No significant 
difference was observed when assessing irradiance output 3 cm or 0 cm from the substrate 
surface. Indicating a distance of 3cm was appropriate to acquire measurements of spectral and 
wavelength output (Figure 4B-C). 

Figure 3: TiO₂ potentiates irradiance output. Wavelength spectra (A), peak wavelength output (B) and maximum 
irradiance output (C) following deposition of various PDMS substrate comprising increasing concentrations of TiO₂ 

were collected using a spectrometer coupled to Avantes software 3cm above substrate surface. Measurements 
recorded in triplicate and significance assessed via one-way ANOVA followed by Tukey test and denoted as 

****P<0.0001, ***P<0.001, **P<0.01 and *P<0.05.

C

Fig. 3. TiO2 potentiates irradiance output. Wavelength spectra (A), peak wavelength
output (B) and maximum irradiance output (C) following deposition of various PDMS
substrate comprising increasing concentrations of TiO2 were collected using a spectrometer
coupled to Avantes software 3 cm above substrate surface. Measurements recorded in
triplicate and significance assessed via one-way ANOVA followed by Tukey test and denoted
as ****P< 0.0001, ***P< 0.001, **P< 0.01 and *P< 0.05.
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Skin Commensals Diminish Irradiance Output from the 450 nm µLED illumination 
platform

Of the 16 species and strains surveyed, four diminished the irradiance signal output from the 
platform relative to the control but had no significant effect on wavelength output (Figure 5A, 
6A). These included M. luteus, K. arsenatis and K. rhizophila, all of which display yellow 
pigmentation characteristic of carotenoid pigment expression and diminished irradiance output 
by 38.2% (p<0.01), 24.1% (p<0.05) and 37.3% (p<0.01) respectively relative to the glass 
control (Figure 5Ai). Measurement of the absorbance profiles of these species revealed 
triplicate peaks within the ranges of 416-422 nm, 440–457 nm and 465-485 nm (Figure 5Biv – 
vi). Indicating peaks particularly within the range of 440-457 nm could absorb light from the 
μLED platform. S. hominis also reduced irradiance output by 19.2% (p<0.05, Figure 6Ai) and 
displayed a peak in absorption profile of 420 – 422 nm (Figure 6Bv). Commensal S. aureus (S. 
aureus 17; Figure 6Bi), and S. epidermidis (Figure 6Biv) also exhibited spectral peaks within 
this wavelength range but had no significant effect on irradiance output. S. capitis and S. 
hominis also possessed a peak within the UV range (353 – 357 nm, Figure 6Biii and v). 

Cutibacterium spp. did not attenuate irradiance (Figure 7Ai), but C. acnes 177 and C. 
granulosum displayed absorbance spectra characteristic of porphyrin expression with peaks 
from 389 – 416 nm (Figure 7Bii-iii). 

M. luteus exhibited a spectrum with defined peaks in the 450 nm range. Therefore, absorbance 
profiles were acquired pre- and post-exposure to blue light (450 nm, 90 mins, 0.55 mW/cm², 
and 2.7 J/cm²). Despite the low dose applied, a small shift in the absorbance profile was 

Figure 4: Irradiance output across the substrate surface. Irradiance maps acquired from calibrated CCD images 
(the µLED array is coupled at the top of these images) (i) and variability determined using image J (ii) of (A) 0.5% 

TiO₂ substrate Irradiance (B) and wavelength output (C) measured in the centre of the platform using a spectrometer 
directly upon the substrate surface vs at a distance 3cm above the substrate. Measurements recorded in triplicate and 

significance assessed via unpaired t-test.

Fig. 4. Irradiance output across the substrate surface. Irradiance maps acquired from
calibrated CCD images (the µLED array is coupled at the top of these images) (i) and
variability determined using image J (ii) of (A) 0.5% TiO2 substrate Irradiance (B) and
wavelength output (C) measured in the centre of the platform using a spectrometer directly
upon the substrate surface vs at a distance 3 cm above the substrate. Measurements recorded
in triplicate and significance assessed via unpaired t-test.

3.2. Skin commensals diminish irradiance output from the 450 nm µLED illumination
platform

Of the 16 species and strains surveyed, four diminished the irradiance signal output from the
platform relative to the control but had no significant effect on wavelength output (Fig. 5(A),
6A). These included M. luteus, K. arsenatis and K. rhizophila, all of which display yellow
pigmentation characteristic of carotenoid pigment expression and diminished irradiance output by
38.2% (p< 0.01), 24.1% (p< 0.05) and 37.3% (p< 0.01) respectively relative to the glass control
(Fig. 5(Ai)). Measurement of the absorbance profiles of these species revealed triplicate peaks
within the ranges of 416-422 nm, 440–457 nm and 465-485 nm (Fig. 5(Biv) – vi). Indicating
peaks particularly within the range of 440-457 nm could absorb light from the µLED platform. S.
hominis also reduced irradiance output by 19.2% (p< 0.05, Fig. 6(Ai)) and displayed a peak in
absorption profile of 420–422 nm (Fig. 6(Bv)). Commensal S. aureus (S. aureus 17; Fig. 6(Bi)),
and S. epidermidis (Fig. 6(Biv)) also exhibited spectral peaks within this wavelength range but
had no significant effect on irradiance output. S. capitis and S. hominis also possessed a peak
within the UV range (353–357 nm, Fig. 6(Biii) and (v)).

Cutibacterium spp. did not attenuate irradiance (Fig. 7(Ai)), but C. acnes 177 and C.
granulosum displayed absorbance spectra characteristic of porphyrin expression with peaks from
389–416 nm (Fig. 7(Bii)-(iii)).

M. luteus exhibited a spectrum with defined peaks in the 450 nm range. Therefore, absorbance
profiles were acquired pre- and post-exposure to blue light (450 nm, 90 mins, 0.55 mW/cm2, and
2.7 J/cm2). Despite the low dose applied, a small shift in the absorbance profile was observed
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observed from 440 – 448 nm (peak; 444nm) to 442 – 449 nm (peak: 446nm), and elevated mean 
absorbance from 450 nm – 480 nm following irradiation (Figure 8).

Figure 5: Diminished output of blue light is dependent upon skin commensal absorbance spectra. Skin 
commensals fixed to glass slides were applied to 0.5% TiO₂ scatter substrate and irradiance (A) and wavelength 

output (B) were recorded. Absorbance spectra (C) of C. tuberculostearicum (i), C. afermentans (ii), D. 
nishinomiyaenasis (iii), K. arsenatis (iv), K. rhizophila (v) and M. luteus  (vi). Measurements recorded in triplicate 
(N = 3) acquired relative to a glass control. Significance assessed via one-way ANOVA followed by Tukey test and 
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Fig. 5. Diminished output of blue light is dependent upon skin commensal absorbance
spectra. Skin commensals fixed to glass slides were applied to 0.5% TiO2 scatter substrate
and irradiance (A) and wavelength output (B) were recorded. Absorbance spectra (C) of
C. tuberculostearicum (i), C. afermentans (ii), D. nishinomiyaenasis (iii), K. arsenatis (iv),
K. rhizophila (v) and M. luteus (vi). Measurements recorded in triplicate (N= 3) acquired
relative to a glass control. Significance assessed via one-way ANOVA followed by Tukey
test and denoted as ****P< 0.0001, ***P< 0.001, **P< 0.01 and *P< 0.05.
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Figure 6: Staphylococcus hominis impacts blue light transmission. Staphylococcus spp. fixed to glass slides were 
applied to 0.5% TiO₂ scatter substrate and changes in irradiance (A) and wavelength output (B) were recorded via 

spectrometry. Absorbance spectra (C) of S. aureus 17 (i), S. aureus wound (ii), S. capitis (iii), S. epidermidis (iv) and 
S. hominis (v). Measurements recorded in triplicate (N = 3) acquired relative to a glass control. Significance assessed 
via one-way ANOVA followed by Tukey test and denoted as ****P<0.0001, ***P<0.001, **P<0.01 and *P<0.05.

Fig. 6. Staphylococcus hominis impacts blue light transmission. Staphylococcus spp.
fixed to glass slides were applied to 0.5% TiO2 scatter substrate and changes in irradiance
(A) and wavelength output (B) were recorded via spectrometry. Absorbance spectra (C) of S.
aureus 17 (i), S. aureus wound (ii), S. capitis (iii), S. epidermidis (iv) and S. hominis (v).
Measurements recorded in triplicate (N= 3) acquired relative to a glass control. Significance
assessed via one-way ANOVA followed by Tukey test and denoted as ****P< 0.0001,
***P< 0.001, **P< 0.01 and *P< 0.05.
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4. Discussion 
Our bodies are home to a diverse and delicately balanced ecosystem. Tipping this balance can 
cause dysbiosis, resulting in reduced microbial diversity or overrepresentation of certain 

Figure 7: Selected Cutibacterium spp. exhibit peaks typical of porphyrin expression. Cutibacterium spp. fixed to 
glass slides were applied to 0.5% TiO₂ scatter substrate and changes in irradiance (A) and wavelength output (B) 
were recorded via spectrometry. Absorbance spectra of C. acnes (i), C. acnes 177 (ii), C. granulosum (iii) and C. 

namnetense (iv). Measurements recorded in triplicate (N = 2) acquired relative to a glass control. Significance 
assessed via one-way ANOVA followed by Tukey test and denoted as ****P<0.0001, ***P<0.001, **P<0.01 and 

*P<0.05.
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assessed via one-way ANOVA followed by Tukey test and denoted as ****P< 0.0001,
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from 440–448 nm (peak; 444nm) to 442–449 nm (peak: 446nm), and elevated mean absorbance
from 450 nm – 480 nm following irradiation (Fig. 8).

4. Discussion

Our bodies are home to a diverse and delicately balanced ecosystem. Tipping this balance can
cause dysbiosis, resulting in reduced microbial diversity or overrepresentation of certain species
within the community, characteristic of conditions including acne and atopic dermatitis [6,33].
Blue light (380–500 nm visible light) has high potential as a safe, non-invasive, and relatively
cheap approach for the manipulation of microbial communities due to its microbicidal properties
[34]. However, studies employ poorly characterized light sources with variable intensity and
spectral properties, resulting in conflicting findings [35]. We present evidence of the thorough
characterization of a µLED illumination platform for in vitro studies. On this platform, substrates
comprising 0.5% TiO2 disperse and enhance irradiance delivery to samples exploited in routine
in vitro studies without impacting spectral output. This results in an average wavelength and
maximum irradiance output of 450 nm and approximately 0.5 mW/cm2 respectively (Fig. 3).
We note that the homogeneity of the irradiance could be further improved if desired by using a
spatially graded concentration of TiO2 as we have previously shown [36].

The exploitation of this µLED platform ensures targeted light delivery, a feature often
overlooked when ensuring the reliable assessment of the biological effects of light relative to a
non-irradiated control [26,37]. Titanium dioxide (used as nanoparticles in the scatter membrane)
exhibits a series of beneficial properties, not only does incorporation into PDMS provides
potential for incorporation into a wearable flexible device suitable for clinical application [38],
but also potentiates light delivery without increasing thermal output from a light source. This
resulted in the implementation of a model system capable of discerning wavelength-specific
effects on biological outputs, rather than potential undesired thermal effects [39]. It also offers
a dual advantage, in which photocatalysis of TiO2 has proven to induce the production of
reactive oxygen species (ROS). This property may prove beneficial for potential decontamination
applications [40]. Photoactivated titanium nanoparticles are now being introduced into paints
and coatings to decontaminate hospital surfaces [41]. The capacity of these nanoparticles to
potentiate the bactericidal properties of blue light and in turn manipulates skin microbiome
composition remains unclear. Where, incorporation may deplete potentially ‘beneficial’ members
of microbial consortia and elevate the abundance of potentially pathogenic photoresistant species.
However, chromophores that confer photoresistance are abundant in members of the healthy skin
microbiome including M. luteus and Kocuria spp, which could result in enhanced abundance
following light exposure [25,42].

Whilst a device emitting a wavelength of 450 nm was exploited in this study, blue light of
405 nm is often regarded as the key wavelength in mediating microbicidal effects [43]. This
assumes that all microbial species are uniformly sensitive to the same single wavelength of blue
light. However, responses to light are fundamentally dependent upon the presence or absence of
wavelength-specific chromophores [14,26]. While visible µLED have typical spectral bandwidth
around 20 nm FWHM, we note that the technology could in principle target different bacteria
simultaneously by combining µLEDs emitting at different emission wavelengths. There are
different ways this could be achieved: (i) utilizing different µLED devices, each at a different
wavelength, which would though come at the expense of an increase in the size and complexity
of the platform; (ii) integrating different wavelength µLEDs on the same device by for example
transfer printing [44]; (iii) extending the emission wavelength of the microLED device by color
conversion/mixing [36]. In this study, we demonstrate variability in absorbance spectra of
bacterial species abundant across the acne, AD and healthy skin microbiomes [45]. Peaks in
absorbance spectra denoted the presence of wavelength-specific chromophores. Peaks around
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422 nm proved particularly abundant across Staphylococcus and commensal species (Fig. 5,6).
We hypothesise these peaks could be attributed to the presence of components of the citric acid
cycle (TCA) including flavin adenine dinucleotide or nicotinamide adenine dinucleotide, which
exhibit autofluorescent properties and have been thoroughly characterised in bacterial species
including Pseudomonas aeruginosa [46,47]. Staphylococci also possess a complete riboflavin
synthesis system comprising a range of Flavin-containing complexes [48–50]. Riboflavin exhibits
an absorbance spectrum peak of 423 nm in water and the synthesis of riboflavin by S. epidermidis
contributes to innate immune priming via the stimulation of mucosal-associated invariant T cells
[51,52]. Along with C. acnes, S. epidermidis is cited as a key player in acne vulgaris pathogenesis
and excitation with 405 nm light has proven to induce bacterial lysis via a reactive oxygen
species-dependent mechanism [13,53,54]. Collectively, the excitation of chromophores derived
from both C. acnes and S. epidermis could contribute to the efficacy of blue light observed in the
management of acne vulgaris clinically [55]. Whilst commensal Staphylococcus spp. exhibited
peaks within a range denoting potential Flavin expression there was no evidence of carotenoid
expression from S. aureus strains used in this study, plausibly owing to their lack of pigmentation,
a feature common in a large proportion of S. aureus strains [56].

The presence of a Soret band denoting porphyrin expression proved apparent in only one
of the C. acnes strains surveyed. The capacity of C. acnes to express porphyrins has proven
an important virulence factor and strains exhibiting higher levels of porphyrins (phylotype 1)
are typically in higher abundance in individuals with acne vulgaris [57]. Both C. acnes strains
utilised were derived from healthy volunteers and belong to phylotype 1A1 [58]. The strain of
C. granulosum utilised in this study also proved to exhibit a strong peak denoting porphyrin
expression (Fig. 7). Previous studies have provided evidence that C. granulosum produces
significantly higher levels of porphyrins relative to C. acnes, with particularly high expression of
coproporphyrin III which exhibits a typical absorbance spectrum within the range of 400–415
nm [59,60]. Suggesting porphyrin expression from other Cutibacterium strains utilised may have
been below the detection limit of the system used in this study.

We demonstrate species expressing carotenoid pigment peaks (K. arsenatis, K. rhizophila and M.
luteus) diminish the irradiance output of our µLED platform by an average 30% (Fig. 5, p< 0.05).
Indicating wavelength-dependent excitation of chromophores, and subsequent absorbance of
light. To confirm this hypothesis, M. luteus was exposed to 450 nm light from the platform
for 90 minutes and changes in absorbance pre- and post- exposure recorded. Despite the low
dose applied (2.7 J/cm2), subtle shifts in absorbance spectra were observed from a peak at
440-448 nm pre-exposure to 442-449 nm post-exposure (Fig. 8). Photobleaching of carotenoid
pigments using blue light has been previously reported [61]. However, how this impacts microbial
physiology and in turn microbiome composition remains to be characterized. Current evidence
suggests photodegradation of such pigments results in increased sensitivity to reactive oxygen
species-dependent lysis [61], which in turn could trigger stress responses in certain species
resulting in shifts in the expression of virulence and biofilm formation associated genes [62].
Comparatively, other studies suggest expression of carotenoid pigments can enhance survival,
where in environments with high levels of oxidative stress carotenoids expressed by S. aureus
acts as an antioxidant, detoxifying free radicals facilitating enhanced survival both in vitro [9]
and in murine models for chronic wounds [10], an environment associated with high levels of
oxidative stress [63].

Identification of such chromophores may be critical in predicting responses to blue light,
but other factors must be considered to effectively map dose dependent microbial responses.
These include mode of microbial growth. Planktonic (floating) cultures are often utilized
in photobiomodulation studies but are rarely, if ever observed upon skin. In comparison,
surface associated communities known as biofilms are abundant and increasing evidence points
to variability in response to light, dependent upon growth phase [34–65]. For example, P.



Research Article Vol. 15, No. 5 / 1 May 2024 / Biomedical Optics Express 3212

aeruginosa expresses a photosensitive phenazine (pyocyanin) and bactericidal efficacy of light
(405 nm,> 20 mJ/cm2) has proven dependent upon biofilm maturity [66]. With, recently
established communities proving most sensitive to light exposure.

Like our resident microbiome, our skin is home to a reservoir of chromophores responsive
to blue light including opsins, flavin and porphyrin containing complexes [26]. Excitation of
these chromophores is both wavelength and dose dependent with observed beneficial effects
at doses <10 J/cm2 including promotion of wound healing, diminished inflammation, and
resolution of acne. Comparatively, adverse effects at higher doses have been observed spanning
erythema (sunburn), photoaging, decreased skin hydration and hyperpigmentation [35,67–70].
However, how and which members of our skin microbiome contribute to these responses remains
poorly understood. Emerging evidence suggests that sunlight (which has a significant blue light
component) can manipulate skin microbiome composition [71]. Additionally, in mouse models’
presence of a skin microbiome alleviates ultraviolet radiation induced immunosuppression
[72]. It is therefore apparent a microbial ecology approach should be taken to explore light
dose dependent crosstalk between both host and microbially derived chromophores to explore
how shifts in microbial community composition impact inflammatory responses, both for the
resolution of disease and the onset of adverse effects.

In conclusion, this study demonstrates evidence of a robust µLED illumination platform
the design of which could prove highly applicable to in-vitro photobiomodulation studies but
also to management of skin conditions. We show that members of the skin microbiome are
capable of manipulating spectral output from this device and this mapped to the presence of
wavelength-dependent chromophores. Based upon these findings, we can now take strides
towards mapping how the expression of chromophores might impact microbial responses to
blue light and in turn how we can exploit these findings for the management of prevalent skin
conditions.
Funding. University of Manchester (P127221); Leverhulme Trust (RL-19-038).

Acknowledgements. We thank Xiangyu He for assistance in the fabrication of the µLED and Dr Faye adel a
Aldehalan for the provision of bacterial strains used in this study. We also like to thank the University of Manchester
Genomic Technology Core Facility for 16s sequencing of bacterial strains.

Disclosures. The authors declare no potential conflicts of interest with respect to the authorship and/or publication
of this article.

Data availability. Data underlying the results presented in this paper are available at [73].

References
1. D. Seth, K. Cheldize, D. Brown, et al., “Global Burden of Skin Disease: Inequities and Innovations,” Curr. Derm.

Rep. 6(3), 204–210 (2017).
2. M. Mazur, H. Tomczak, M. Lodyga, et al., “The microbiome of the human skin and its variability in psoriasis and

atopic dermatitis,” Postepy. Dermatol. Alergol. 38(2), 205–209 (2021).
3. M. Sadowska, J. Narbutt, and A. Lesiak, “Blue Light in Dermatology,” Life 11(7), 670 (2021).
4. A. M. Schneider, Z. T. Nolan, K. Banerjee, et al., “Evolution of the facial skin microbiome during puberty in normal

and acne skin,” Acad. Dermatol. Venereol. 37(1), 166–175 (2023).
5. V. V. Bumah, D. S. Masson-Meyers, and C. S. Enwemeka, “Pulsed 450 nm blue light suppresses MRSA and

Propionibacterium acnes in planktonic cultures and bacterial biofilms,” J. Photochem. Photobiol., B 202, 111702
(2020).

6. H. H. Kong, J. Oh, C. Deming, et al., “Temporal shifts in the skin microbiome associated with disease flares and
treatment in children with atopic dermatitis,” Genome. Res. 22(5), 850–859 (2012).

7. G. Y. Liu, A. Essex, J. T. Buchanan, et al., “Staphylococcus aureus golden pigment impairs neutrophil killing and
promotes virulence through its antioxidant activity,” J. Exp. Med. 202(2), 209–215 (2005).

8. D. Becker, E. Langer, M. Seemann, et al., “Clinical efficacy of blue light full body irradiation as treatment option for
severe atopic dermatitis,” PLoS One 6(6), e20566 (2011).

9. A. Clauditz, A. Resch, K. P. Wieland, et al., “Staphyloxanthin plays a role in the fitness of Staphylococcus aureus and
its ability to cope with oxidative stress,” Infect. Immun. 74(8), 4950–4953 (2006).

10. A. E. Campbell, A. R. McCready-Vangi, A. Uberoi, et al., “Variable staphyloxanthin production by Staphylococcus
aureus drives strain-dependent effects on diabetic wound-healing outcomes,” Cell Rep. 42(10), 113281 (2023).

https://doi.org/10.1007/s13671-017-0192-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13671-017-0192-7
https://doi.org/10.5114/ada.2021.106197
https://doi.org/10.3390/life11070670
https://doi.org/10.1111/jdv.18616
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jphotobiol.2019.111702
https://doi.org/10.1101/gr.131029.111
https://doi.org/10.1084/jem.20050846
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0020566
https://doi.org/10.1128/IAI.00204-06
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.celrep.2023.113281


Research Article Vol. 15, No. 5 / 1 May 2024 / Biomedical Optics Express 3213

11. T. Dai, A. Gupta, Y. Y. Huang, et al., “Blue light eliminates community-acquired methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus
aureus in infected mouse skin abrasions,” Photomed. Laser Surg. 31(11), 531–538 (2013).

12. V. V. Bumah, D. S. Masson-Meyers, S. Cashin, et al., “Optimization of the antimicrobial effect of blue light on
methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus (MRSA) in vitro,” Lasers Surg. Med. 47(3), 266–272 (2015).

13. Y. B. Lee, E. J. Byun, and H. S. Kim, “Potential role of the microbiome in acne: a comprehensive review,” J. Clin.
Med. 8(7), 987 (2019).

14. D. M. Harris, “Spectra of pathogens predict lethality of blue light photo-inactivation,” Laser Ther. J. 30(1), 1 (2023).
15. R. S. Celedón and L. B. Díaz, “Natural pigments of bacterial origin and their possible biomedical applications,”

Microorganisms 9(4), 739 (2021).
16. A. Losi and W. Gärtner, “Old chromophores, new photoactivation paradigms, trendy applications: flavins in blue

light-sensing photoreceptors,” Photochem. Photobiol. 87(3), 491–510 (2011).
17. S. Oriel and Y. Nitzan, “Photoinactivation of Candida albicans by its own endogenous porphyrins,” Curr. Microbiol.

60(2), 117–123 (2010).
18. S. Sumi, Y. Suzuki, T. Matsuki, et al., “Light-inducible carotenoid production controlled by a MarR-type regulator in

Corynebacterium glutamicum,” Sci. Rep. 9(1), 13136 (2019).
19. L. J. Kahl, A. Price-Whelan, and L. E. P. Dietrich, “Light-mediated decreases in cyclic di-GMP levels inhibit structure

formation in Pseudomonas aeruginosa biofilms,” J. Bacteriol. 202(14), e00117 (2020).
20. M. A. Mussi, J. A. Gaddy, M. Cabruja, et al., “The opportunistic human pathogen Acinetobacter baumannii senses

and responds to light,” J. Bacteriol. 192(24), 6336–6345 (2010).
21. P. J. Sebeny, M. S. Riddle, and K. Petersen, “Acinetobacter baumannii skin and soft-tissue infection associated with

war trauma,” Clinical Infectious Diseases 47(4), 444–449 (2008).
22. M. Shanmugam, M. Quareshy, A. D. Cameron, et al., “Light-activated electron transfer and catalytic mechanism of

carnitine oxidation by Rieske-type oxygenase from human microbiota,” Angew. Chem., Int. Ed. 60(9), 4529–4534
(2021).

23. J. Yang, S. Yun, and W. Park, “Blue light sensing BlsA-mediated modulation of meropenem resistance and biofilm
formation in Acinetobacter baumannii,” mSystems 8(1), e00897 (2023).

24. E. Molina-Menor, N. Carlotto, À. Vidal-Verdú, et al., “Ecology and resistance to UV light and antibiotics of microbial
communities on UV cabins in the dermatology service of a Spanish hospital,” Sci. Rep. 13(1), 14547 (2023).

25. G. Sandmann, “Antioxidant protection from UV- and light-stress related to carotenoid structures,” Antioxidants 8(7),
219 (2019).

26. H. Serrage, V. Heiskanen, W. M. Palin, et al., “Under the spotlight: mechanisms of photobiomodulation concentrating
on blue and green light,” Photochem. Photobiol. Sci. 18(8), 1877–1909 (2019).

27. Q. Pang, D. Lou, S. Li, et al., “Smart flexible electronics-integrated wound dressing for real-time monitoring and
on-demand treatment of infected wounds,” Adv. Sci. 7(6), 1902673 (2020).

28. S. Y. Lee, S. Jeon, Y. W. Kwon, et al., “Combinatorial wound healing therapy using adhesive nanofibrous membrane
equipped with wearable LED patches for photobiomodulation,” Sci. Adv. 8(15), eabn1646 (2022).

29. J. J. D. McKendry, E. Gu, McAlinden, et al., “Chapter Two - Micro-LEDs for biomedical applications,” In: H. Jiang
and J. Lin, eds., Semicond. Semimetals, 106 (Elsevier, 2021), pp. 57–94.

30. N. Bruce, F. Farrell, E. Xie, et al., “MicroLED biosensor with colloidal quantum dots and smartphone detection,”
Biomed. Opt. Express 14(3), 1107 (2023).

31. F. Farrell, E. Xie, M. D. Guilhabert, et al., eds., “Hybrid GaN LED/elastomer membrane for uniform area illumination,”
2018 IEEE Photonics Conference (IPC); 2018 30 Sept.-4 Oct. 2018.

32. F. Farrell, E. Xie, M. D. Guilhabert, et al., eds., “A wearable phototherapy device utilizing micro-LEDs,” 2019 41st
Annual International Conference of the IEEE Engineering in Medicine and Biology Society (EMBC) (2019).

33. M. P. Cros, J. Mir-Pedrol, L. Toloza, et al., “New insights into the role of Cutibacterium acnes-derived extracellular
vesicles in inflammatory skin disorders,” Sci. Rep. 13(1), 16058 (2023).

34. L. G. Leanse, C. Dos Anjos, S. Mushtaq, et al., “Antimicrobial blue light: A ‘Magic Bullet’ for the 21st century and
beyond?” Adv. Drug Delivery Rev. 180, 114057 (2022).

35. N. E. Uzunbajakava, D. J. Tobin, N. V. Botchkareva, et al., “Highlighting nuances of blue light phototherapy:
Mechanisms and safety considerations,” J. Biophotonics 16(2), e202200257 (2023).

36. F. A. Farrell Design of a wearable LED-based phototherapy device, https://stax.strath.ac.uk/concern/theses/000000043.
37. M. A. Hadis, S. A. Zainal, M. J. Holder, et al., “The dark art of light measurement: accurate radiometry for low-level

light therapy,” Lasers Med. Sci. 31(4), 789–809 (2016).
38. C. Armbruster, M. Schneider, S. Schumann, et al., “Characteristics of highly flexible PDMS membranes for long-term

mechanostimulation of biological tissue,” J. Biomed. Mater. Res., Part B 91(2), 700–705 (2009).
39. M. Cronshaw, S. Parker, E. Grootveld, et al., “Photothermal effects of high-energy photobiomodulation therapies: an

in vitro investigation,” Biomedicines 11(6), 1634 (2023).
40. R. Krakowiak, R. Frankowski, K. Mylkie, et al., “Titanium (IV) oxide nanoparticles functionalized with various

meso-porphyrins for efficient photocatalytic degradation of ibuprofen in UV and visible light,” J. Environ. Chem.
Eng. 10(5), 108432 (2022).

41. M. Schutte-Smith, E. Erasmus, R. Mogale, et al., “Using visible light to activate antiviral and antimicrobial properties
of TiO(2) nanoparticles in paints and coatings: focus on new developments for frequent-touch surfaces in hospitals,”
JCT Res. 20(3), 789–817 (2023).

https://doi.org/10.1089/pho.2012.3365
https://doi.org/10.1002/lsm.22327
https://doi.org/10.3390/jcm8070987
https://doi.org/10.3390/jcm8070987
https://doi.org/10.4081/ltj.2023.314
https://doi.org/10.3390/microorganisms9040739
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1751-1097.2011.00913.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00284-009-9514-8
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-49384-7
https://doi.org/10.1128/JB.00117-20
https://doi.org/10.1128/JB.00917-10
https://doi.org/10.1086/590568
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.202012381
https://doi.org/10.1128/msystems.00897-22
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-023-40996-8
https://doi.org/10.3390/antiox8070219
https://doi.org/10.1039/c9pp00089e
https://doi.org/10.1002/advs.201902673
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.abn1646
https://doi.org/10.1364/BOE.478276
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-023-43354-w
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.addr.2021.114057
https://doi.org/10.1002/jbio.202200257
https://stax.strath.ac.uk/concern/theses/000000043
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10103-016-1914-y
https://doi.org/10.1002/jbm.b.31446
https://doi.org/10.3390/biomedicines11061634
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jece.2022.108432
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jece.2022.108432
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11998-022-00733-8


Research Article Vol. 15, No. 5 / 1 May 2024 / Biomedical Optics Express 3214

42. D. C. Mohana, S. Thippeswamy, and R. U. Abhishek, “Antioxidant, antibacterial, and ultraviolet-protective properties
of carotenoids isolated from Micrococcus spp,” Radiat. Prot. Environ. 36(4), 168 (2013).

43. R. Ferrer-Espada, Y. Wang, X. S. Goh, et al., “Antimicrobial blue light inactivation of microbial isolates in biofilms,”
Lasers Surg. Med. 52(5), 472–478 (2020).

44. J. F. C. Carreira, E. Xie, R. Bian, et al., “On-chip GaN-based dual-color micro-LED arrays and their application in
visible light communication,” Opt. Express 27(20), A1517–a28 (2019).

45. S. Carmona-Cruz, L. Orozco-Covarrubias, and M. Sáez-de-Ocariz, “The human skin microbiome in selected
cutaneous diseases,” Front. Cell. Infect. Microbiol. 12, 834135 (2022).

46. S. Imtiaz and M. Saleem, “Fluorescence spectroscopy based characterization of pseudomonas aeruginosa suspension,”
Journal of Fluorescence (2023).

47. O. I. Kolenc and K. P. Quinn, “Evaluating Cell Metabolism Through Autofluorescence Imaging of NAD(P)H and
FAD,” Antioxid. Redox Signaling 30(6), 875–889 (2019).

48. M. M. Severn and A. R. Horswill, “Staphylococcus epidermidis and its dual lifestyle in skin health and infection,”
Nat. Rev. Microbiol. 21(2), 97–111 (2023).

49. D. J. O’Kane, “The Synthesis of Riboflavin by Staphylococci,” J. Bacteriol. 41(4), 441–446 (1941).
50. P. Joglekar, S. Conlan, H. H. Lee-Lin, et al., “Integrated genomic and functional analyses of human skin-associated

Staphylococcus reveals extensive inter- and intra-species diversity,” bioRxiv, bioRxiv:2023.06.22.546190 (2023).
51. M. G. Constantinides, V. M. Link, S. J. Tamoutounour, et al., “MAIT cells are imprinted by the microbiota in early

life and promote tissue repair,” Science 366(6464), eaax6624 (2019).
52. M. Wu and L. A. Eriksson, “Absorption spectra of riboflavin—a difficult case for computational chemistry,” J. Phys.

Chem. A 114(37), 10234–10242 (2010).
53. Y. Wu, Y. Wu, T. Zhu, et al., “Staphylococcus epidermidis SrrAB regulates bacterial growth and biofilm formation

differently under oxic and microaerobic conditions,” J. Bacteriol. 197(3), 459–476 (2015).
54. P. Ramakrishnan, M. Maclean, S. J. MacGregor, et al., “Cytotoxic responses to 405nm light exposure in mammalian

and bacterial cells: Involvement of reactive oxygen species,” Toxicol. In Vitro 33, 54–62 (2016).
55. A. M. Scott, P. Stehlik, J. Clark, et al., “Blue-light therapy for acne vulgaris: a systematic review and meta-analysis,”

Ann. Fam. Med. 17(6), 545–553 (2019).
56. J. Zhang, Y. Suo, D. Zhang, et al., “Genetic and virulent difference between pigmented and non-pigmented

Staphylococcus aureus,” Front Microbiol. 9, 598 (2018).
57. T. Johnson, D. Kang, H. Barnard, et al., “Strain-level differences in porphyrin production and regulation in

Propionibacterium acnes elucidate disease associations,” mSphere 1(1), e00023 (2016).
58. A. Chudzik, P. Migdał, and M. Paściak, “Different Cutibacterium acnes phylotypes release distinct extracellular

vesicles,” Int. J. Mol. Sci. 23(10), 5797 (2022).
59. J. F. Tremblay, D. J. Sire, N. J. Lowe, et al., “Light-emitting diode 415 nm in the treatment of inflammatory acne: An

open-label, multicentric, pilot investigation,” Journal of Cosmetic and Laser Therapy. 8(1), 31–33 (2006).
60. W. L. Lee, A. R. Shalita, and M. B. Poh-Fitzpatrick, “Comparative studies of porphyrin production in Propionibac-

terium acnes and Propionibacterium granulosum,” J. Bacteriol. 133(2), 811–815 (1978).
61. P. T. Dong, H. Mohammad, J. Hui, et al., “Photolysis of staphyloxanthin in methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus

aureus potentiates killing by reactive oxygen species,” Adv. Sci. 6(11), 1900030 (2019).
62. B. Lories, S. Roberfroid, L. Dieltjens, et al., “Biofilm bacteria use stress responses to detect and respond to

competitors,” Curr. Biol. 30(7), 1231–1244.e4 (2020).
63. M. Cano Sanchez, S. Lancel, R. Boulanger, et al., “Targeting oxidative stress and mitochondrial dysfunction in the

treatment of impaired wound healing: a systematic review,” Antioxidants 7(8), 98 (2018).
64. K. Rupel, L. Zupin, G. Ottaviani, et al., “. Blue laser light inhibits biofilm formation in vitro and in vivo by inducing

oxidative stress,” NPJ Biofilms Microbiomes 5(1), 29 (2019).
65. F. D. Halstead, J. E. Thwaite, R. Burt, et al., “Antibacterial activity of blue light against nosocomial wound pathogens

growing planktonically and as mature biofilms,” Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 82(13), 4006–4016 (2016).
66. J. A. Blee, I. S. Roberts, and T. A. Waigh, “Membrane potentials, oxidative stress and the dispersal response of

bacterial biofilms to 405 nm light,” Phys. Biol. 17(3), 036001 (2020).
67. J. Kumari, K. Das, M. Babaei, et al., “The impact of blue light and digital screens on the skin,” Journal of Cosmetic

Dermatology 22(4), 1185–1190 (2023).
68. L. Duteil, C. Queille-Roussel, J. P. Lacour, et al., “Short-term exposure to blue light emitted by electronic devices

does not worsen melasma,” J. Am. Acad. Dermatol. 83(3), 913–914 (2020).
69. B. H. Mahmoud, E. Ruvolo, C. L. Hexsel, et al., “Impact of long-wavelength UVA and visible light on melanocompetent

skin,” J. Invest. Dermatol. 130(8), 2092–2097 (2010).
70. L. Duteil, N. Cardot-Leccia, C. Queille-Roussel, et al., “Differences in visible light-induced pigmentation according

to wavelengths: a clinical and histological study in comparison with UVB exposure,” Pigm. Cell Melanoma Res.
27(5), 822–826 (2014).

71. T. Willmott, P. M. Campbell, R. E. B. Griffiths, et al., “Behaviour and sun exposure in holidaymakers alters skin
microbiota composition and diversity,” Front Aging 4, 1217635 (2023).

72. V. Patra, K. Wagner, V. Arulampalam, et al., “Skin microbiome modulates the effect of ultraviolet radiation on
cellular response and immune function,” iScience 15, 211–222 (2019).

https://doi.org/10.4103/0972-0464.142394
https://doi.org/10.1002/lsm.23159
https://doi.org/10.1364/OE.27.0A1517
https://doi.org/10.3389/fcimb.2022.834135
https://doi.org/10.1089/ars.2017.7451
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41579-022-00780-3
https://doi.org/10.1128/jb.41.4.441-446.1941
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aax6624
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp104127r
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp104127r
https://doi.org/10.1128/JB.02231-14
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tiv.2016.02.011
https://doi.org/10.1370/afm.2445
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2018.00598
https://doi.org/10.1128/mSphere.00023-15
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms23105797
https://doi.org/10.1080/14764170600607624
https://doi.org/10.1128/jb.133.2.811-815.1978
https://doi.org/10.1002/advs.201900030
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2020.01.065
https://doi.org/10.3390/antiox7080098
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41522-019-0102-9
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.00756-16
https://doi.org/10.1088/1478-3975/ab759a
https://doi.org/10.1111/jocd.15576
https://doi.org/10.1111/jocd.15576
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaad.2019.12.047
https://doi.org/10.1038/jid.2010.95
https://doi.org/10.1111/pcmr.12273
https://doi.org/10.3389/fragi.2023.1217635
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.isci.2019.04.026


Research Article Vol. 15, No. 5 / 1 May 2024 / Biomedical Optics Express 3215

73. H. J. Serrage, C. J. Eling, P. U. Alves, et al., “Spectral characterization of a blue light-emitting micro-LED
platform and microbial chromophores for therapeutic applications in skin conditions: data,” Data Repository, 2024,
https://doi.org/10.48420/25316077.

https://doi.org/10.48420/25316077

