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Formulation optimization of rutaecarpine lipid liquid crystalline nanoparticles
by Box-Behnken design-response surface methodology
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Abstract: Objective To optimize the formulation of rutaecarpine lipid liquid crystalline nanoparticles (Rut-LLCN) by Box-Behnken
design-response surface methodology. Methods Rut-LLCN were prepared by precursor injection-high pressure homogenization
method. A three factor and three-level Box-Behnken design was employed with the glyceryl monoolein quality, percentage of
poloxamer in glyceryl monoolein and the rutaecarpine quality as independent variables, the entrapment efficiency, drug loading, mean
particle size and polydispersity index as the dependent variables to sereen the optimal formaula. Results Optimized prescription was
GMO 450 mg, F127-GMO 12%, and Rut 20 mg. All items of optimized prescription were similar to target values. According to the
optimized prescription, the entrapment efficiency, drug loading, average particle size, and PDI of Rut-LLCN were (84.02 + 7.99)%,
(3.24 £ 0.30)%, (186.90 £ 13.50) nm, and 0.313 + 0.020, respectively. Conclusion The prescription optimization model of Rut-LLCN
was optimized by Box-Behnken designs-response surface methodology, and entrapment efficiency, drug loading, mean particle size,
and PDI of Rut-LLCN are measured to investigate the model.
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U BUMARTE S 2 2B E Y, ek, 2 FEEHR
WAME Z AT FEHRIE Rut RERS (R 3E UEPERESS 2.1 Rut-LLCN B
=R A A G K Ccalcitonin  gene-related peptide , 2.1.1 Rut-LLCN #l& TZMHBRHEHZLE Al

CGRP) 16 5 BTN & 15 B R A'E FH AT 7k 1
EYEH, X$R Rut B EAEFAMY), HAERLS
R, FFERTMBUE LEZ I R E-ES, BARIF
(R AT BY R1fT, SCHERRIE Rut AR/KIIHER,
RIS, AR EERAG, — e R ERR I T
o PR RL O T R &R 40 oK RE Clipid liquid
crystalline nanoparticles, LLCN)) s&F8HisE M4 T
TEZRVE FIBGARIE A B R TR T, 5 HAh
HIFIAHEL, LLCN HA R i AP0 B S mT e i
PE. BURMZAYIAEGE) OKEYE. RREME L PE
PEZGW) 33T ALED L W& T2, R4
GBI A AR SR, ST
22 Tl 25 W I3 I AT 810, A S0 Ks 3 i BT AR N
I v s 389 o 025 o) 8% SR 2% B IR Joid AR s 4 KRt
(Rut-LLCN), i#id Box-Behnken &M M4 AL
77, FERHEAL G B Rut-LLCN 347 R &Ry, LA
49 Rut BRI TT 510 R S B35 B Al

1 MRS

1.1 {4EF

BT25S t/isrz—W T KF¥, fE Sartorius
AF]; BSA124S JisrZ—HF R, JbntgE 2 F
INEERGHBR AT ; GEA Niro Soavi = & FE L,
= K Niro Soavi /A @ ; ZNCL-BS & i /11 £ 8%
PG 2 ZFRA IR B A PR A 7] 5 Nano-S By /R SCAK L
JEAX, PEE TR SCAT]; EPED SR = B4l K 38,
M 5 G a R R AR AR KQ-500VDE %1
PR PE YA, BLET SRR A R A A
Agilent1200 B = ZOAH R, 26 H iR A
FR/AHE]; Tecnai G 2 BN T RAsE, FEFEIARE
AIRFTAEAF
1.2 X%

Rut XfHE G, T E | SR RE ke, fits
110801-201608, JiE5% 99.7%; Rut, F 5L¥H
BB A PRA ], #E5 20171027, Sl 2435 99%:
Hil m RS (GMO), FEIRFIARAR, FHE
5rH99%, b5 NO321: Jo/KLRE, PEBett T 6y
HIRAT MBI 407 (F127), 5 E BASF A,
fIt'5 WPAKS88B; Sephadex LH-20, 1bii¥ik E#F
R R EAT, 1t5 9048-71-9; WEE Ataikal, %
E R AR A #Eaik: HREHB 8t

S5 R E NBCE = R B0 % Rut-LLCN
R . AR EEAR LT N GMO 500
mg, F127 5 GMO Wi &5 %L 10%, Rut 20 mg.
SR FH SRR 300628 8l 1 B FEIRLFE 23 I AE 501 60 70
80 ‘C, WLSIHFEEE A 1000, 1200, 1400, 1600
/min, @718 FEN R 205008 1,234 h B Rut-LLCN
WER, RRKRER . SRER, A
WER 70 CHE, HidEE 2 1200 t/min AR HERS
M4 3 h W, REO5E RS0 BoR . ¥l & W
Rut-LLCN 7£ 70 “CHE/j4i#E L 1 200 /min $i64 3
h 5 s I35, FEAH [F135 5 B TE) R J7EL 600 800+
1 000 MPa, %53A1E 600 MPa i, Fif2mtftis$|5
K, AR EE. £ 600 MPa T334 5. 10,
15, 20 min, Z5REW, ¥ 15 min, IR,
FoAh BT ()RR AR ZE AN K o BRI, i 33 )5 712 600
MPa, Hf[E]4 15 min,

2.1.2 Rut-LLCN Hjffil& FEEFRE 500 mg GMO.
20 mg Rut. 50 mg F127 & fi#T 30 mL oK LBE, JE
FRHTAE W 7E 70 CR, LA 1200 r/min #7335+,
BRI ARE SR INN 80 mL /KAHM, FRELfi$: 3
h, 19RH 53 B0 76 =1 R 3515 600 MPa R ¥J5 15 min,
B FRA2 15— Rut-LLCN 20 Hii. FVEHI4% H
LLCN.

2.2 Rut BEMEFENENL

221 (AL ff il Platisih ODS Cig k(250
mmX4.6 mm, 5um); A NHE-/K (95:05)
SEFEVERG: AR E 1.0 mL/min; A3 K 343 nm;
FEIR 25 °C #EFE 10 pLo FRIRIEMR AL L Rut 1§15
N 16767,

222 LREMEES HHIFRIAE LLCN 1 mL.
Rut-LLCN 1 mL. Rut X} ¥ 1 mL, BT 10 mL
B, HHEEE. FH0.22 um fMFLAHLIIEEIE
i, HRERUEE O SRR AT, SR 1.
223 LNERRFEH  FEEIRIR IR S U0 [
—ER, HWEEEME, B R EKE 65.50 ng/mL
(it B T o P FH R S 2 B B0 BV 9 0,655
1.310. 2.620+ 6.550. 13.100+ 32.750. 65.500 pg/mL
(1) Rut X RSV, fe GBS 4Rt pr, e
AR, 37 BA Rut SRl BEONREALER (XD, TR
RPARR (YD) 1EE], filbrdEhde, 4558 5o Rut
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Fig. 1 HPLC of Rut-LLCN (A), Rut reference substance
(B), and blank LLCN (C)

LR RN Y=39.038 X+20.987, r=0.999 7,
Rut 7£ 0.655~65.500 pg/mL £kt % R B 1.

224 FEEE. FE MR RCRIRLS  JA Tk
BAE. SRFFENEER, MEE, fet, E5
PEIRIE K RSD ¥/ F 0.5%, B WAE 24 h N
FaoE s IIAE [ RS -~ 3 R AE 95.77%~
100.95%, RSD /N T 3.0%.

2.3 BHERRNESE

231 JHMZRZH B Rut-LLCN. Rut % #& i
W 1 mL, 4370\ Sephadex LH-20 £+ (50 mm X
10 mm), FZEACHPERLFI LA 4 mL/min ¥ 8 min,
T 80% FHEEL VLML LA 4 mL/min ¥/t 15 min,
B 2 =FPWCRBEMOE 1 1, FERERIRYEE,
BRI A A S mL &I . 7950 %2 Rut-LLCN.
Rut X} B8 S TRTE 343 nm AERIOEE (4) 1H.
DL R RO AR AR, A4 (ERNARKR, ZeibilliE S 2
) Rut. Rut-LLCN Fyyi it fiZk. 4558 2 pros,
T 254 Rut 78 36~72 mL #¥E /i T 3 ; Rut-LLCN
7E 0~12 mL ¥Eft Rk, Rut-LLCN H R4l E 1)
Rut 7E4H 36~72 mL Fefit T K. i th #th 445 RK W,
K F Sephadex LH-20 fiiF %2 il ¥ Rut-LLCN F
W2 Rut AT AN &, ZTEEH T
Rut-LLCN A3} & 13 5

232 BHEFRWE FEEWI Rut-LLCN 1 mL,
2% N\ Sephadex LH-20 %R AE T8, FH 4l 7K e

0.8

3 ——Rut-LLCN
0.6F = R Rut
= 04}

02+F

0 16 32 48 64 80
Tt A /mL

2 E7Z54 Rut 5 Rut-LLCN AU H sk

Fig. 2 Elution profiles of Rut free drug and Rut-LLCN
30 mL, FH 80% I EEHEML 60 mL, AFURER 4
mL/min, & 20 mL 4i/KEBGEW, e Tiasn,
A ERST 10 mL S, 5. K2R
Rut-LLCN 1 mL, I HEEEIFEZE 10 mL,
B2, 1022 pum PRALIEME, HXERIEWE, AR, i
L Rut FJEEH .

1 =Rut-LLCN Zi¥I& &/ 82 &

2.4 Box-Behnken 3R EEM LA
241 SERVEFSEAEAEE TR L 2R S
R IR, GMO Jfig (X)), F127 5 GMO i &
S (X2 Rut FiEE (X3) A& g0 il 7 s D i) 32 22
B, e HHEGE, SLiisit ZoKPHE R
1. %4 J7#)4% Rut-LLCN, T2 mER, #H2hE.
FgkifE. 2o A (PDD. A Sk
ALEL, BRI IIFRHEN Y 0~1 H—{E, #4ab5
IH—ERE L%, BEvH—{E (OD), 2
KN OD=(ddz*d )", k NTaFrEL.

SFEUEBCOC IR = (s, ) M
BARBR /N BRI O RT3 (CFH40KiE4% . PDID) SR FH Hassan
TIES AT B P 3 53R V18 dimax P dinino Box-
Behnken 0 175 SEEG 45 B LR 1.

dmax = (Yi— Ymin)/(Ymax — Ymin)

Amin=(Ymax — Y3)/(Ymax — Ymin)

2.4.2 HHEabE

(1) ZIREVATTRER ST N Design Expert
8.0.6 WA T ik Z WE L RANLE, BRI
: OD=0.0941.02X 107 X;+0.02 X,—2.85X 1073
X;—5.08X107° X1 Xo+2.31X107° X1.X3+3.57X 1074
XoX3—2.48X 1070 X7 —1.02X107* X5 —1.18X 107
X: (A=0.8903, P=0.0119),

(2) it 50i4k: {4 Design Expert
8.0.6 B HF, WRIEEIAFELER, EFE X34 20 mg,
FE X1, XokF OD I, FHRKEDE Xiv X2 1
i, Sl SR SR (B 3). R Box-
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# 1 Box-Behnken M EZRIXIERAFSER
Table 1 Arrangement and results of Box-Behnken design

5 Xi/mg Xo/% Xs/mg A 2/% A% SFHEIRLZ/mm PDI oD ff
1 20.00 (-1) 3.00 (-1) 32.50 (0) 25.59 22.3 773.72 0.597 0.000 0
2 500.00 (+1) 3.00 32.50 55.48 3.79 306.68 0.377 03325
3 20.00 25.00 (+1) 32.50 17.67 21.7 575.80 0.599 0.088 9
4 500.00 25.00 32.50 61.48 2.97 186.89 0.281 0.367 7
5 20.00 14.00 (0) 5.00 (1) 44.59 4.97 394.01 0.459 0.2854
6 500.00 14.00 5.00 64.89 0.43 196.85 0.223 0.000 0
7 20.00 14.00 60.00 (+1) 83.99 65.7 711.98 0.643 0.0911
8 500.00 14.00 60.00 88.34 8.43 201.20 0.420 0.4857
9 260.00 (0) 3.00 5.00 65.79 1.01 211.90 0.206 0.270 0
10 260.00 25.00 5.00 67.26 1.05 162.87 0.183 0.2859
11 260.00 3.00 60.00 17.24 4.12 270.13 0.343 0.000 0
13 260.00 25.00 60.00 74.80 12.2 264.48 0.490 0.448 1
13 260.00 14.00 32.50 82.67 6.21 200.82 0.424 0.436 6
14 260.00 14.00 32.50 86.12 8.66 206.29 0.377 0.5059
15 260.00 14.00 32.50 82.75 8.21 224.48 0.392 0.481 8
16 260.00 14.00 32.50 84.21 8.57 195.82 0.412 0.486 2
17 260.00 14.00 32.50 82.87 8.17 259.04 0.500 04114

Ximg 116195 Xo/%

oD 18

Xo/%
X3/min

16 T 404
Xi/mg

B3 Xi. Xov XsEEX OD EXWMNHEEESFS%E

Fig. 3 Contour plot and response surface of effect of variables X1, X2, and X3 on OD

Behnken WANISEIGBETHEER, & DVFM &I 2.6 AL FAHIER) LLCN RIE

ITiE e EMRE, SRR AT N X1=450
mg, X>=12%, X3=20 mg.
2.5 EMAFHEIERLE

P IR TR AL 77 P AT HEAT 3 IRSE%, &Pt
Fr-5 TN R, 32 B ST 16 [e] U 7 A2 T 1 R 4
ZERNEK 2.

I Rut-LLCN & &, ZAMKMPEE MM, H
I IR SN FE A HoRE AR e o0 AT, AT I E 3 1K
25 5 278 Rut-LLCN ~F¥0142 4(192.83 £3.58 )nm,
PDI ¥ 0.381+0.045. B Rut-LLCN & &, #AE I
b, 1818 b g3 AR kS . T
TCRE R, WA RN 90°, HLE I
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Table 2 Comparison of predicted and measured values
b3 1t 2 /% A% SEHIRIZR/m PDI oD f&
ToIE 83.39 4.74 185.56 0.318 0.367 5
SEIME 84.02+7.99 3.2440.30 186.9413.50 0.31340.020 0.390 5+0.014
IR Z/% 0.75 -3.16 0.72 -1.59 6.26

SR, RERES I BRGNS
4-A. HURREE 10 5 RS 10 uL S7ETE A SR
(4 L, # 1k S min 5 FIUEARIL T, TR 1%
SRR M LY ts 5 min, B FE5T A T
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Fig. 4 POM image (A) and TEM images (B) of LLCN
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JERGOVE HRMERLR (k. BRI, AR
AN AR RO LR BN R B TR, (K
HE LT ZIRE LG, ARERIEEY, BIE%
g EIEEOIEFENAC ., B,  HIEBDY 24
WMER] s BT RRIERR AR B &, (H TR I IA)
B, —MRFRE 8 h BRI, MUAHT 5T i% A SRR
LR ATIEN 2 Rut-LLCN B R %

BRI S8 21 B2 2RI 7T T 2hie
H3R IS T2 ) 2 Fhsege Be it 77kl 101, 4%
1M, TEZHIFRIR AL 7 fil & T2 Mg, &%
S AL SINEASENDYLEPIE Pl LR (2
A RIS SR . ERE S Bt IEAC B EE T
LM AT, R R AN Lo(3Y) A& T K
PA b2 I, A gEE 25— R A BUE 77 17

Teik RS AE!T . Box-Behnken 250w THI V25 A& — P K
F =78 2 R0 BERAU-E PR 3 A PPA Fi8 B 2 8] 1) R 2
KER, BB ENL TR RAE!. —&
e PUAE A 5236 25 A XA A LU 2, S0 25 1R 1)
TN 223 AR AE ) ERAR AL, TRt F R 2t
1A (Box-Behnken 2 [HIVE) RIUE RSP
fetrZz AR R EIE A . h4h, Box-Behnken
SRS A SLER R AT SRR IREUD . AR
Ay Lo At 2 AR A8 AR SRR i, AT RASE IR IE
T\ BB R E R0, Rl % ] Box-Behnken S
IS4 Rut-LLCN HIAL 77 .

AT TR F AT AR N BR G e R 3 v 4% T
Rut-LLCN, & 7 GMO Hfi&. F127 5 GMO
. Rut MTEIX 3 NMARIERNEENR,
Dlasf 2, A&, Tk, PDI AE IR,
FW BT E N —1E,  THE T — R
17 T Box-Behnken R TH SE56 51, 159 2 & £
Rut-LLCN Ab77 4. @A TT IR SREG K, %
PR FE R B SIS -5 FRUINEL 2 18] ) i 22 (1) 4 00 1 558
N, BTSSR BUCF A REFTINAE /). Rut N
MEF 25, AT S0 45 SRR B LA /K IV A
RN (43.0£1.1) pg/L, ARSI 4 Ho il 2% il
IR SR AN KL AN RE RS AE T Rut S5 ia i FEAC IR )
B, T HAR Y R B 2 A A R R i — R
IR 2, AR B2 v I s 4 B 1 i 22— Fh A
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