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INTRODUCTION MATERIALS & METHODS

The ex vivo methodology:
» Until recently, visible light (VL) (400-700 nm) such as blue light was
considered as devoid of any cutaneous photobiological effectsl.
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» However, a major setback is the lack of standardized methodology to
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» These results suggest that skin of different phototype does not react the same way to
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CONCLUSION

The results presented demonstrate the suitability of our developed
monochromatic blue light sources as a standardized method to investigate the
effect of blue light on the skin in terms of oxidative stress, extracellular matrix
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H phototypes. Our data points towards a possible underlaying mechanism of
H pigmentation following blue light exposure which is dependent on the skin
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