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)RS RN, SEEZML, Lut-SD FIZEMFIHER S ZE 150.10%, Lut-PC-SD 25 % 204.52%. 25i€  Lut-SD il
Lut-PC-SD ] 232 & Lut DRI FI A E, H Lut-PC-SD a5 4.
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Two kinds of luteolin solid dispersion: Preparation, characterization, and
pharmacokinetic behaviors in SD rats in vivo
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Abstract: Objective To prepare luteolin solid dispersions (Lut-SD) and luteolin phospholipids complex solid dispersions
(Lut-PC-SD), and compare the effects of two kinds of solid dispersions on the bioavailability in vivo. Methods PVP K30 was
employed as carrier, and solvent evaporation method was used to prepare Lut-SD and Lut-PC-SD. Their existential state of luteolin
in solid dispersions was analyzed by X-ray power diffraction (XRPD). The solubility and dissolution rate were also studied. SD rats
in each group were administered intragastrically with Lut, Lut-SD, and Lut-PC-SD, respectively. Their blood samples were
collected at different time intervals. Diosmetin was used as internal standard, the concentration of Lut in blood was analyzed by
HPLC, and the main pharmacokinetic parameters were obtained. Results The results of XRPD indicated that Lut showed an
amorphous state in Lut-SD and Lut-PC-SD. The solubility of Lut was enhanced from (61.09 + 0.09) pg/mL to (365.33 + 0.38)
pg/mL and (401.14 + 0.19) pg/mL by Lut-SD and Lut-PC-SD, repectively. The dissolution of Lut was also improved greatly by the
two kinds of solid dispersions. Compared to Lut, the bioavailability of Lut-SD and Lut-PC-SD was enhanced to 150.10% and
204.52%, repectively. Conclusion Lut-SD and Lut-PC-SD both could enhance the bioavailability of Lut in SD rats notably. In
addition, Lut-PC-SD could give a better effect.
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NEE. ABFHIRY, Lut AP, PLL.
PrEM . RIFAIM &R S 2 P2y BE U, H
Lut WEMERZ, SV DRSO LR AEER
RIFIR, FENRIR ERIRIHZ 2R KBTI . HATS
BEEY. WAL RAERRE R iRIEN.

[ 4R 73 Bk (solid dispersion, SD) &4 X
P2 o BB KA AR, T R o
W2V R FE®Y, (R 25 e N I
o WEflE S SR 53 Bk (phospholipids complex
solid dispersion, PC-SD) RIEE—EHKMT, MHH
M55 KRG ONEE T (BB IR BENRGE) @it L 45
AT RA R T R R 25— M 2 &0, i —
W BENEE A% (phospholipids complex, PC) 4
BRI KV & 2 T AR 2% 8 PC-SD. TR,
PC-SD HIHF FeiZ g 2 11214, {5 SD 5 PC-SD 1)
PRAME BTSRRI W E R AR
VIR FH FE 4 v 155 0 5 6 DL P B o AR 0 R I
T FF 53 ) £ 1A JBR 2 [ 4443 B0 (Lut-SD)
AR R F KB E &8 47 #iAk (Lut-PC-SD) 2
PR AR BUE, VPR DT T2 R R
PLEE TSR . TR WHEER, JRdE—b
52 EAA N B 2580252478, 9 Lut FIIRS]
AR 2%

1 UESHR

1.1
Agilent 1260 B i R80BUAH (5154, DAD #a il 4%,
R A% 5 AR B %

%[ Agilent A 7 ; DF-1028 A S AR IR N #ait 1
LSS, WP THEARA R THZ-92A #fE
IR 4, M LI A R AR XW-80A Y
WERIRAG FBERIRFAES s MD400-2 B4
AR, WA A S A IR 5T fE A F]; D8
Advance ! X SRy RATHAN, Hit: Bruker A F] .
1.2 ##&

Lut ®HE 5, 5 111520-201605, J5i 404k
99.6%, HHEE MR EHRE; BRI
mh, fib'5 P0587, JEIEL 99.4%, LiRIEMAEY)
BHEARAR; RoMmMg il (PVK 300, fits
25000240379, Ashland A =] ; PR, k5 PC-98T,
ik LR A R A F s HARE R A5
Hrati
1.3 zhi)

SD KR, HME#EAH, ABE (300200 g,
B b R s SEER S A BR A |, A VR RTE S
SCXK (") 2012-0002,

2 FES%R

2.1 Lut &=MNEN

2,11 ik BiEHEN Waters-Cis (250
mmX4.6 mm, 5um); JBIFA ZNE-0.15%MF —
SHUKIEI (75 2 25); AR 281 nm; TR
F 1.0 mL/min; #:i& 25 C; #EFERE 20 uL. (kA
L 1.

2.1.2 ZMERRFEL  FEEFREL Lut X R 30 mg,

PN b

3 6 9 o 3 6 9

Bl 1 Lutx8& (A). Lut-SD & (B). Lut-PC-SD f#iX& (C) M=HAF (D) A HPLC &
Fig. 1 HPLC chromatograms of Lut reference substance (A), Lut-SD sample (B), Lut-PC-SD (C), and blank solution (D)

NOFEFS R 100 mL &I, IIAZ) 60 mL Z g
PR, THCE R EIR RIS EREZ N 0.3 mg/mL (1)
X HE A Ao SR G 3 0 W R B B R A
30.00. 15.00. 7.50. 0.30. 0.03 pg/mL [ R 5%} 8
AR, AR ER SRR E, LT EIR
(C) NHAAFR, MR (4) NIALKR, A h
28N A=30.186 3 C—15.9872, r=1.000,

2.1.3 KE%EEEE HE. P REIRE (30.00,
15.00+ 0.03 pg/mL) [ Lut X} B AW, 282117
TR 1% S5 AR o> AR SEHERE 6 I, THR& AR

BEXT M THAR Y RSD fH. 455 E7R, Lut IR
RSD 1H 7514 0.44%. 0.39%. 0.71%.

2.14 FEMEE K% E Lut-SD A Lut-PC-SD
EE, BT 25mL &ft, @8R HER. 750
F 0. 2. 4. 6. 12, 24 h HEFEN 2 Lut AU THARAR
oI5 . 455 B 7R Lut-SD WETHIAR ) RSD N 0.93%,
Lut-PC-SD f#] RSD 4 1.07%.

215 HEEMEHE I “2.1.47 TR o5 &
Lut-SD F Lut-PC-SD &, #% 6 . %M
“2.1.17 TUN G KAF o dERE, 45 R 2R Lut-SD
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I T AL RSD 24 0.79%, Lut-PC-SD & FA ) RSD
N 0.62%.

2.1.6  SIAEEICERBRES 4 RS 5 PR E O E 1)
Lut-SD 1 Lut-PC-SD & &, M Lut X[ &, BT
25 mL &), CNFHEAEIFES, i HPLC #4745
Br, &5 EIR Lut-SD F£ 5 Lut B K 98.67%,
Lut-PC-SD # 1 Lut BIY 3y 97.84%, RSD {1
/NF0.91%.

22 RONALESE

U IR &, LA Lut HR BN 40 mg,
3 ETENASF . 1.0% SDS /KR 900 mL 1E A
BT, #5E N 100 r/min, WREN 37 C. 405
F 5. 104 20+ 30. 60+ 90. 120. 240 min HUFE 3 mL,
[ ) AN R AR B 2 I A T . PRV R e I
HPLC VAT & &l E
2.3 Lut-SD By#I&

K VR FIE R 1L # % Lut-SDo BB, FR
W—E &M Lut FMEMAEME, MATKLE. T
45 CIKI A TR HE 2V R ARV o U E
WEZERR LT CEEANLIER, BAAYT 45 CHZ
FHRAE P 1, BI43 Lut-SD, JF T F 4 a8 i
FRTE
2.4 Lut-SD &5 7FiEN
2.4.1  FAMERERE  FEDE Lut 5EAERERR
1 : 4, 43 52 2238448 PVP K30 F68 1 PEG 4000
XF Lut ¥ H SRV H R, SR E 2, A
[F) FARIA R £ 1) SD A AN H i H S SRR HY
FEA —E RIS o, #uARp R s 2 K/
JIFiFE A PVP K30>F68>PEG 4000, H. PVP K30 1
NEARF RN, #E 120 min A BAE L FRIEF
96.32%, AR EA. Ft, LFEN 3 ik
H, PVP K30 N fEE Ak

100

80
S
¥ 60
E=)
i@
gjé 40 ——Lut
Bk —=—F68

20 ——PEG4000

—#—PVP K30
0 60 120 180 240

t/min

2 AEEFAY Lut-SD ;5 H #h4k

Fig. 2 Dissolution curves of Lut-SD with different carriers

24.2 PVP K30 HMAEHENHEE B Lut 5
PVPK30 JREL N 113, 1:4.1:5.1: 6
#% Lut-SD, AR F A& LB Lut ¥ H 3 28 A
WHERE, 2RILE 3. AR,
XV H T R R A R s e U gk L
BIAGES, MRS O ELY, S
W A R B PR . B AR R
F & PVP K30 B3I, JV H I S8 A i 2 0
st . KRN 1 6K, KA AT AN
R, Lut AMUFHEERKR, HAE 90 min N EH
WHEEE 98.56%. HILmAHEHYE PVP
K30 =N 12 6.
2.5 Lut-SD Yy XRPD 73#f7

Lut-SD H' Lut FIf£#E R3S | XRPD #7434 7
Bro FHRFAFAEE, B R 40kV, B 200 mA,
FHEEE 5°/min, TG 3°~45°. S5 R IE 4.
HZE AT, Lut J5URNZG DL A I 4 RS A7 AE
1M Lut-SD H Lut M LSRR T0 8 JEARZS AEAE , IE B
T SD K4 T, M Lut 53444E PVP K30 4
PGP XRPD = BT LLE H, Lut B8

100 -
80
o\\@ -
M i
—:E[ 60 ——1:3
s ] .
;EE 40 =1 .4
e ] ——]1:.5
20 1.6
0 . . . . . .
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t/min

B3 FEHMALLFIR Lut-SD 45 HEhzk
Fig. 3 Dissolution curves of Lut-SD with different drug

carries ratios

/NJ\\NL wsp

VR EY)
‘N—«*’”"m
i /// | M PVP K30
‘ I i, Lut
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20/(°)

4 Lut. ¥R 5K Lut-SD ) XRPD [EiZ
Fig. 4 XRPD results of Lut, physical mixture, and Lut-SD
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SE I BAEAE, VLB IR G S H A RS AR
BEGAE,

2.6 Lut-PC-SD #I|%&

2.6.1 Lut-PC [l L alith R FIE K% 6|
# Lut-PC. HX Lut MIGPBEAR (W IR N 11 1.2
BTWERT . T 45 CARKIBFAT TR EE 4 h
BIRRRBVEE . WERARRZEVIER, TR
TR R TS B A Lut-PC A&, BT T4
PARAT & o B 1 Lut-PC LS, R & H b
WfR, 022 pm FRFLIEREIELRL, W IR R A HL
W75 B s 4 Lut-PC. 4K 8% B /K LB
filt, TR FIERAE, RIS 22 A1 o i (1) = 26 % Lut-PC
2.6.2 Lut-PC-SD [fffil& T2 LBAHEH L XK
F PVP K30 1E R #k A, #7519 K155 % Lut-PC-SD.
H R RN, AREC— 2 2=/ Lut A1 PVP K30 (1 : 4,
1:5.1:6), T 45 CRBHKM TR FEZHR
TR ZARVEN o PR iR 28 B 0K S A WL A1
T 45 CHERATERATERTE, B Lut-
PC-SD, T TEAF I frer. SR WK 5. Bl
FHRAAM B ERRIN, Lut BV H SRR H
SR, HHAEN 16 I, Lut AMUAHHEE
R, HAE 90 min W RAA HZIEE] 92.56%, 120
min P RIANAEH 5EEE, R AH e 45 PVP
K30 FIFHEEEBIN 1 ¢ 6.

100
80
=
3 60
=l ) —— 1.4
K .
w‘e:é 40 - 1.5
Bk 4116
20
0 T T T T T !
0 80 160 240
t/min

5 ATEEALLHIH Lut-PC-SD & i #hLk
Fig. 5 Dissolution curves of Lut-PC-SD with different drug

carries ratios

2.7 Lut-PC-SD BJ XRPD 734

AR “2.57 BT, X Lut /£ Lut-PC K&
Lut-PC-SD " fEEIRABE1T XRPD 50 #. H
i30T (B 6), Lut #il#6 % Lut-PC J5, SIMLAY
MITCETRIRES, RFTEK TIRE &M, Ht—20%
Lut-PC #l]% i Lut-PC-SD J&i, Lut 7E Lut-PC-SD
[FFE LATG 2 TR S AAAE

\_,/'/\\-\J’E._‘w

WER S
I
| ‘ ’.‘\‘\
‘ _.“)T/ ™ s
v | | II ‘ T
Y s J.-‘u“.p-‘;_.__w___\ Ll%t
0 10 20 30 - =

26/(°)

6 Lut. ¥EEAYK Lut-PC-SD #J XRPD EiZ
Fig. 6
Lut-PC-SD
2.8 Lut-PC # Lut-PC-SD T ARE LR

3 G & Y Lut. Lut-PC. Lut-SD il Lut-PC-
SD A BIZEWK T, F 25 CHM4 T EREKRETF
17 48 h, KBEPERT, HUSRIEMGE HPLC e H R W
TAMRIE . G5 F LR 1. 2 AR 2 A 35 T A S5 285
FRE Lut FIVARREE (P<<0.01). Hrr, Lut-SD % Lut
(IR EEPE = 22 5.98 fi5, Lut-PC-SD NPK; Lut %5 f
FEIREE 6.57 f%. Lut-PC-SD [iAf#E 5 Lut-SD
H1 Lut-PC FHEL, Lut BVEMEEAE— PR (P<
0.01).

XRPD results of Lut, physical mixture, and

R1 BERSHEAREER n=3)
Table 1 Study of solubility of solid dispersions (n = 3)

o TR (ngmL™)  FHRBIE L/
" 1 2 3 (ug'mL™1)
Lut 61.15 60.99 61.12  61.091+0.09
Lut-SD 364.97 36531 365.72 365.33%£0.38"
Lut-PC 8328 83.88 8296  83.37X£047"

Lut-PC-SD  400.97 401.10 401.34 401.14+0.19"**

5 Lut ALLEL: “P<0.01; ‘5 Lut-PC AL 24P<0.01
"P<0.01 vs Lut group; 24P <0.01 vs Lut-PC group
2.9 Lut-PC 1 Lut-PC-SD {&5NAH B ELE
H{ Lut-SD 1 Lut-PC-SD, 7£ [7]— 444 F b ik
ShE gL, AR ILE 7. Lut-SD 7E 120 min A1
T I T AR %635 T Lut-PC-SD, 120 min
2 Ji Lut-PC Al Lut-PC-SD ] Lut 4 m] FE A H

2
e,

2.10 ARHAERR
2.10.1 EEWWRMEH B Lut. Lut-SD A Lut-
PC-SD & &, 1] 0.5% CMC-Na &AL % 5.0 mg/mL
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100 5 »
80
s
B 60 ——Lut-SD
5
= 40 —=Lut-PC-SD
o
20-
0
0 80 160 240
t/min

7 Lut-SD # Lut-PC-SD & H ik AL
Fig. 7 Comparation of dissolution curves of Lut-SD and
Lut-PC-SD

VR AW (LA Lut S &)

2102 r8. g2 K IFEREENT B SD KRR 18
W, MEdESH, BENLY N3 4, e K. T
EWREPER 1d, HE%SK. #% 10 mg/kg &5
A ig 45F KB Lut. Lut-SD Al Lut-PC-SD 7R 2 -
HAH I KR T 0.15, 050 0.75. 1. 1.5, 2. 4. 6.
8. 12 h WAl pARAEEIMZ) 0.3 mL AT &AL 1
BOVE T, IR THSE N 4 000 r/min 250 N RGEE O
3min, MM EFEME, BBEEH—-SABELNEH,
20 CUKFEIRAT

2.10.3  MURAE S IIALEE RS BRI ZE A f 100
ul &% 50 pL PIAFRIERZEEOEH, M 0.2 mL

0 T3 6 9 0 3

WPEN 3 mol/L ) HCL ¥R, T 70 C/KIGHEY 2
h, BUHJEEEMRE 1 h, I 0.15 mL AR5 ECh
5% HC104 ¥ . NN 3.0 mL B&FER B8, % E 10
min. T 12 000 r/min 25/ F B0 15 min. ¥ L2
AHUAH, BARREEHIER, 100 uL FshHHEE T
VEVD, ARl

2.10.4  OFIESLIEVE G ORS B PR R
fEAN 10 mg, ¥ % 10 mL &M, A% 6 mL
CIEHATHE, MAEEREER. #—PH K
FRBEHC H R BN 2 pg/mL I N ARAETR . B
“2.1.27 TR0 I S A A, 20 SRS RRORE I
i% 3 000, 1500, 750. 300. 30 ng/mL [¥] & 5% &
A -

2,105 LjEtE LAl ZE L FEEEE 100 uL
[ Lut 23K A 3 000+ 1 500+ 750+ 300 30 ng/mL
()R FIN RV 20 N 50 L (B N BRI
BAMREAB AR, A 100 uL K2 A MY, #%
M “2.10.3” BURNJ7484E, sk HPLC (il
M, 2R RWE 8, kLB . LL Lut fi&E
W REAARR (XD, Lut S5&FMARRERL AN
ki (YD), ZehilbrdEhze, FIETFEN Y=1.304 4
X+0.091 3, »=0.990 7. K, LutfE 30.0~3 000
ng/mL E IR IFRZMEL R,

Lut ! Lut

wHAK
wAH

6 9 0 3 6 9

8 ZTRHMEK (A MRMBRAFR (B) MMRER (C) B HPLC BILE
Fig. 8 HPLC of blank plasma (A), plasma reference solution (B), and plasma sample (C)

2.10.6 J7iEFEE UK. . mIRERE (30,
750 3 000 ng/mL) [T SE R . H PR
JEAERFW], Lut 8. . w5 ERE AL R
RSD 1 8.17%. 6.34%F1 4.09% (n=3); [ Iajks%s
J& RSD 435115 9.62%. 7.36%A1 8.18% (n=3). HL
100 uL Mz A, $#%8 “2.10.37 TR J7ikRL ]
JREWE N 30, 750, 3 000 ng/mL I FER, 735
BEAT HPLC 2047, 15T, I N PERNA 7
FETFR SR, DL R 5 T o Rk P AT
XPEG, e g5 RN, [IERAE 86.13%~
92.40%. AR — I AEM, 30T 0. 1. 24 4.
5 d 4 HPLC Z3#r, LUAERE S5 bR AR b (AR

eAE L, SRR, ERRILESE 5 d AR TEE
EMER,

2.10.7 ZHshgE R ¥ “2.10.27 BURNAZTTE,
PR “2.1037 40FR, “2.1.17 TG AMHHIT S &
R, 2 25 R - TR it 2k, 5 R E 9, &
DAS2.0 Zjah= it B sl &38R, E2E45%
ZHIFE 2, Lut-SD ) Cmax~ AUCo Al AUC)-5
Lut JFRIZGMHEL B A B EMZR (P<0.05), {H fmax
TREMEZR; Lut-PC-SD ] fmaxs Cmax~ AUCo-
A AUCo X B A BEMZER (P<0.05. 0.01), F
F ot BFIESG (P<0.05). H4, Lut-PC-SD
AUCo; Al AUCo5 Lut-SD ML B H BEEER
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1600 7 (P<0.05). 45 FW, Lut-PC-SD wJii—HE
—+—Lu
) ' . Lut ({3 NAYEFR & . Hor Lut-SD (fIAR M A4 F)
e FHRESR 5] 150.10%: i Lut-PC-SD [ A= Ml
—&—Lut-PC-SD

800

=

(=3

S
==
| __n__—_‘."&—c

259 /(ug-mL™)

400 !

9 Lut. Lut-SD #1 Lut-PC-SD Z5-Agh%k (n = 6)
Fig. 9 Profiles of plasma concentration-time of Lut, Lut-SD,
and Lut-PC-SD (n = 6)

FE R E] 204.52%
3 e
IVFRREEISILLTE K SBEAE N & 77, X Lut-
PC il &7 T . W4 RER, Lut-PC IE
B RMAEAL (AL 80%) . AR BILH A FH (i 2%
DU SRR 1 Ay il 46 A I, %o o) 24 1A T 06 B (1 )
AbEE, HERgE SRR NAR R, HERILT
ILF] 100%. Lut-PC 7EPUE R F 11 5 & 2 L TEK
LR, Sy NTR R AT RE & L BEVE N &V 7], AR

# 2 Lut. Lut-SD 1 Lut-PC-SD & ig AARAERBREANEZEANFESH (n=6)
Table 2 Pharmacokinetic parameters of Lut, Lut-SD and Lut-PC-SD in rats by ig administration (n = 6)

ZH AL Lut Lut-SD Lut-PC-SD
finax h 0.89+0.18 0.74+0.19 1.82+0.41°
Cnax ng'mL™! 482.361+41.36 1190.56+193.24" 1383.08+£261.27"
AUCo- ng-h-mL™! 2405.954+264.13 3611.38+313.87° 4920.75+491.46"*
AUCo- ng-h-mL™! 2513.314+280.43 3 784.60+348.06" 5127.97£544.16°%

5 Lut . “P<<0.05 ““P<0.01: 5 Lut-SD H%: #P<<0.05
AP <0.05 24P <0.01 vs Lut; *P < 0.05 vs Lut-SD

S8 DN LA AR -OH 4, 4§ LB T
Lut 7 TS50 72 B 4E T wg kg s, M
THT Lut 58EAE R Lut-PC, 30 A RA0
K. BEIRE G & —MESRAE AR IR T A i AT
Hil4%, RARFKSPFER SR E SR, H
1P DA 2B 7 A 428 1 K 0 N R AR R

SD |4 T2 A ahik. WHER:, HH-%E
ARV R T ERA . BB VR IAE B H A0,
5 2H AR 24 OV R R S 28 SRR 4, AR
F T 700 45 25 ) 4% T A4 2 B0k o Lut i) 2% A
Lut-SD J&, VAf#EH (61.09+£0.24) pg/mL %52
PR E R (365.43+1.78) pg/mL; Lut-PC-SD M|
Yo R FE R 5 3R 2 (401.14£1.52) pg/mL.
Lut-PC-SD (VMR =T Lut-SD VAT, iX ] fg
5 Lut-PC-SD IR IIGIEIEHA % Lut-SD 5
Lut-PC-SD AHLL, ARV R E . X AR
T Lut 726 MBS GV s A ReiE N A
JR I

A RN, 2 FhE R ORI
Rm T AEYHFI . 1B Lut-PC-SD [ fmax 20 5351
EJ5. ATIRIA: Lut-PC 427 1 Lut KB, &
AR AT e R AR R, RT3 fmax XS

PC 2435 Lut (1 J 781 AT B8 /2 Lut S5 i il i Sk %
SFIER 1 GE— B FER, #IEs 7124
NEWi KL T 401, WIMTERL T SENETERIR
M, & 7B PEL), Lut-PC-SD AEWA| 2 &
& FE T Lut-SDo 3XJ2 HHT- Lut AMEZKIEHEZ, i
VA AR AE B K ) 0], Lut #1 45 B¢ Lut-PC-SD &,
PC A 235 Lut AR PERY, 1 SD ATHE% Lut (7K
Wk, K Lut-PC-SD [Fi 3 T Lut SE/KPERISE
NP, Dot 25 IR g RS U, 4 s A= P i
BEGE [ AR T Lut-SD A 2 42 1 1 Lut FI7KVE M,
g R /N . K, Lut-PC-SD A BT Lut
(1378 RES R ACIEE NARTE IR . A 70t R it AR 4 24771
o 4 K250 (IRIEARTE. RBIEM DR
WA R FE SR A 1 38T IR IT 98 SRS

SE
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