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Optimization of rutaecarpine solid lipid nanoparticles by central composite
design and response surface methodology

YAN Chun-lin', ZHANG Ji%, LIU Min?, XU Meng”, HOU Yong®, XUE Gui-ping’
1. Basic Medical College, Hebei North University, Zhangjiakou 075000, China
2. Department of Pharmacy, Hebei North University, Zhangjiakou 075000, China

Abstract: Objective To optimize the prescription of rutaecarpine solid lipid nanoparticles (Rut-SLN). Methods Using the
film-ultrasound method to lining-up the Rut-SLN, with the entrapment efficiency (EE), Zeta potential, and the average particle size as
the evaluation indexes, using central composite design to inspect the effects of glycerol monostearate/drug quality ratio (A), soybean
lecithin for injection/glycerol monostearate mass ratio (B), Poloxamer 188 (C) on three factors of the EE, Zeta potential, and average
particle size. Prediction and analysis for selecting the best prescription condition were carried out by using the response surface
method. Results According to the optimized prescription, the EE, Zeta potential, and the average particle size of Rut-SLN was
respectively 84.27%, 122.6 nm, and —20.7 mV. Conclusion The optimal prescription of Rut-SLN has better stability, feasibility, and
high EE, which is suitable for the production.
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B KA P AW A S O, PR A s B S AR i
CCD-RSM {1k 5% 2 8 vk ol [ ¢4 g J5 4 K bt
(rutaecarpine solid lipid nanoparticles, Rut-SLN) ff]
Wby, SRRSO R K AR e b, A E—D
Rut-SLN il i 11 R il 771 B S5 il 7R A S 30 A 4
1 XE5H

Agilent 1200 =RUBAHEIE, £EZHHE LA
Al; UV9100DPC 240t ETt, JbnCEriRR}
IR PR AT s BSA2235 HL T R°F, FEL Rkl
IUREBRAT; 85-2A MIEA T HIEME S B FE 5%
N BTER A ES A R A F] s RE-52AA Rk 75K
0 B ER) s SHZ-D (1D fEFR /K
HAE, P THEERA RS A R s WH-90A
WL EIR G a5, R IRRER A R A #
KQ-400KBV s D250l i veas, Balimikd s
1B IRA T HAr H-7650 B9 ks, HAH
INHl; Zetasizer FOGREMEAL, FE[E Malvern 2
"l ZRS-8G BHEw tHIREAY, Rt ag s Rl
FABRAA

Rut Xf MG, o B 2 R e e, T
780 99.34%, b5 130421-301025; Rut J7kl, F
HEWEAREARAR, PESE 99.2%, it
20130921; GPfffle A HD . il lame H e (25
D, B2 R AR sy u 188, i
PR A, 2 RILALER 80, [ 254
2R BR A s S B dral; R
okt
2 AEEER
2.1 Rut-SLN #l & & 4H#E
200 GRHGEERE 2%k ovET, ek
I3 IR FIEARTR PR R vl MR AR kMg a4k
TR0 5 W DA I 2 AR ot 280 A P S IS 1k A 1 1 L 761
BRI SLN A2 tE 2, J A1) o R Z0R, DL i i
i H- i O I Tk R SR L AR E MR, T
AP 3 49 B I TR VR 7 A I I A
2.1.2 KGR SIKA R FER: TR 4 )
K pH 7.4 RS (PBS) ZZrh¥ii, ZEFLER /K.
alifl K KR LL PBS 2B N KAV )
N, Rut-SLN V&), NS DUEBLEIK &
Al A KGN KGR L, e Rut-SLN
TR A i dase, etk 243,
ARSI IR PR A KA S 4 iR
30, 40, 50. 60, 70 CAEA/KGWEE, Z/KE

KT 40 CHTEHA SLN A —, M/KEIRE N
50~70 CHIHI45 ) Rut-SLN g, ¥—, HEF|
I R T RE Ly s AR e T, DRI 50
CHERKEURSE, SE8rhsralLl 051 1.01 1.5h 1E
N e 25 BRI TH], e 28 RO G I TR T 1
h, LUK Z9PNE UK A 564, I TR 25 9 1) 2
77, PR RENE e 28 SOKA T 1 hs 2 T ORAE]
#%17 SLN /K& 564, femittaett, %Kk
PR 0K 4 3 h JE RN R 5 min GRS
% 25 kHz, AR 700 W), R E 1)
Rut-SLN Yk & -

2.2 Rut-SLN #|&75%

R FH S J- 8 7 V2, e ik Ty e R % R O o o Al
NRMRH MBS UNBEIRY T 10 mL &4, i 1 mL
FILALER-80, R R AT E T 500 mL AH B,
KPR Rut & (4 50 mg) ¥ T 10 mL A,
IAGHE, A RIS, WURE 2R LR
LA, FEfRE FIE R — 2 IR i, It 15
min, RN 25 mL V&V 188 K, =il
K& 1h, 75 5 min 2JE/% Rut-SLN V&R, & T
4 CUKFEVR A -

23 EEMNERZEREIL

230 R KA IER:  HGE RE Rut XS H
Wifi#, 1EBK 200~700 nm N EEATOGIE A, Hkd
D EARBGE AR 2 E SN I B AR G
KRR IEAT Gk 4, R s K.
I ERAM T WO B T4, Rut 78 348 nm b
TS, 2511 SLN 7 348 nm FEA T, AT
P Rut & & E, PIHERE 348 nm /E AL IH K .
232 kg Ak Ah Elite Cig i (250 mm X
4.6 mm, 5um), FEE-IK (95:5) NHEIAH, Hi
30 C, KuillP 348 nm, AR E 0.8 mL/min,
HEFER 20 uL, 23500052 Rut Xf B 5. Rut-SLN
K3 IR AR (34 Rut-SLN AbJ5 K il %6 T &30k T
4%, (HAE Rut) H Rut (K&, Rut K4 I TH]
498 min, ZiF WK 1.

233 HHAMEHEEIS K% R Rut-SLN 3.0
mL T 25 mL S, HHFEEE, 12 000 r/min 1K
PR 20 min,  FIEVRGT 0.45 pm ORLFLIENE, 2
TEIR RN R AR

234 ZMERRMFES  RPFRIC Rut A 5.0
mg, T 100 mL &, HH SRR 2 Z)
%, 43 50 pg/mL 1) Rut 498 70 5k % L Rut
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Fig. 1 HPLC of blank SLN (A), Rut reference substance
(B) and Rut-SLN sample (C)

it 1.5 3.0. 4.5, 6.0, 7.5, 9.0, 10.5 mL £
25 mL =, AR R IR, A, Bl
SRR EH 3.0.6.0.9.0.12.0.15.0.18.0.21.0 pg/mL
(R0 SRR, 0.45 pm TUALIEIBEERE , JEFE 20 pL,
DL “2.3.27 TN A3g 5T e e, I sk
I, DA TIAR AT Rut R A v R, 73R
JiFER Y=47834108 684 X, *=0.999 9, %] Rut
7£ 3.0~21.0 pg/mL 2tk R R if.
235 FEHEEAE  KSEIN 50 pg/mL Rut it &)
6.0. 7.5. 9.0 mL % 25 mL &4, FEEHRFEEZ
BE, $E5), HI45 12.0. 15.0. 18.0 pg/mL FXF R
W, LL 2327 IR sk T e e, &
SHERE 5K, BER 20 pL, SR E g, 5
TR 1K) RSD H 5514 0.58%- 0.86%- 0.37%.
23.6 HEEMERAE  KEERIE— Rut-SLN A5
W 1 mL, St 54y, 4% “2.3.37 TR RS &
JPEE RN, HRIR 2327 TR O3 S E
AR, TR A RSD H2h 0.81%.
2.3.7 FoEtEilE:  HUR— Rut-SLN ALl 5 3
mL, % “2.3.27 WM&, SEEECE, T 0.
2. 4. 6. 12, 24 h ZpHIHEFE 20 uL, I ISR,
F A R Rut S I0HE I RSD 24 0.59%,
W] Rut-SLN Ff A BAE 24 h WESE I R 4F
2.3.8  [fCRBREE  AEA O E 1) Rut-SLN
1.0mL9 4y, ¥y 341, & 10mL &iih, FFHD
A 15 ug/mL Rut fif %3 0.80. 1.00. 1.20 mL,
%30 MELER, RS, B0, B EER, 0.45 um
JEMEYEL, $H “2.3.27 TR (0 R 4 N e W T A
20 X TN SN SRR ZG Wi 7 53R S I 5 B )
100.21%-+ 99.76%-+ 99.89%, RSD 4374 1.21%-
0.69%. 0.76% (n=3).,
2.3.9 Rut-SLN {03} F (13 &

(1) Rut-SLN 151 Rut [l 5 J5idk: K2 &

Rut-SLN 0.5 mL, FHEEMiFE 4 3.0 mL, T 12 000
r/min fiK#E (4 °C) &0 20 min, HEIE# 1.0 mL
ik 0.45 pm MTSLIERE, &M “2.3.27 WiH ik sk
1, WE Rut WERIAR, TH5 Rut-SLN H 5 Rut (1) &
(Cc) 7,

(2) Rut-SLN H V3 Rut [MllE ik k%
T £ 47 Rut-SLN 1.0 mL, T~ 15 000 r/min 1%
(4 °CO B T h, 35 BVEWL DU R ER I
1.0 mL B, @R & G A 5 min 250201,
821, 11045 um MALIEIEE, %M “2.3.27
TR s 4%, € Rut WAL, 144 Rut-SLN
S Rut & (Cr)o RAARIF AR K (1
HE=Cp/C o

(3) InAERI RS 23 A SR 9 o
FEFR 1.0mL, 404 3 41, %A 15 pg/mL Rut
%457 0.80+ 1.00. 1.20 mL, ¥#4J)5 T 15 000 r/min
fRIEEC 1 h, BUEHR 1.0 mL & 0.45 um f5FL
JEME, MR “2.3.27 IR EEESAE, WE Rut W
FL s NENE TR B 2S Rut 1) BT B Bh
AT, DLAS RN T SRR g By
DL 25 Rut 7575 11 SLN #3314 99.60%,
P35 RSD 4 0.48%, KWK 5.0 1 h Al LT
IR 259 SLN SE4 70 25, R AR S 56 % H
Rk T 5009 52 Rut-SLN AU R il | ] 5
2.4 Rut-SLN B9 L
241 HEAERSE Al b, %3
R IE®, VEPENT Rut-SLN 15T sE M 2 1 3 A
PRI AE 20t 5, RIS AR H- i e/ 32 24 o L
(A). DR/ A EIR Tl lR s L (B, Hi% b
i 188 i (C), HZEAKTFRILE 1. 205 LLAud
K, CFRRA Zeta WALVE N VP FRAR, K
Design-Expert 8.0 3T ¥t SEg it W
* 1,

242 BUMRA S5SNI R Design-Expert
8.0 BRAF X i AT A B R N TR AL 5 R4k 5 43 531 A
R (Y. FERE (V) M Zeta AL (Y3) K
KAz g, DLRAEIRER H e/ - 29 i b (AD R
Jig/ PR AR R H e B L (B A% VDU 188 e
(O NHZEIATEIUS, HREPEHLRE
HAR DL I O R A A OC RS (R) &K,

Y1 L ALY I A TR R Y1 =78.31—4.41
A+2.28 B+5.92 C+1.39 AB+9.89 AC+5.41 BC—
13.09 A’—1.15 B*—4.60 C*, R*=0914 2; Y,=
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F1 REFEHEER m=3)
Table 1 Design and results of central composite test (n = 3)

Y5 A B C/mg Y1/% Y,)nm Yy/mV |45 A B C/mg Yi/% Y,/nm Y;/mV
1 267(-1) 185(-1) 569(-1) 6532 189.5 —37.6| 11 4(0) 1(-1.732) 80 (0) 7525 1085 —54.1
2 533(1)  185(-1) 569 (-1) 40.41 192.6 —485| 12 4(0) 5(1.732)  80(0) 7133 1095 -202
3 267(-1) 415(1)  569(-1) 6831 201.6 -202| 13 4(0) 3(0) 40 (-1.732) 5825 221.0 -25.1
4 533(1) 415(1)  569(-1) 3513 1357 —37.9| 14 4(0) 3(0) 120(1.732)  67.63 953 —18.5
5 267(-1) 185(-1) 103.1(1) 5831 99.6 —48.1| 15 4(0) 3(0) 80 (0) 75.96 2102 -28.5
6 533(1) 185(-1) 103.1(1) 59.14 88.6 —464| 16 4(0) 3(0) 80 (0) 80.22 230.1 -27.1
7 267(-1) 415(1) 103.1(1) 69.11 961 -213| 17 4(0) 3(0) 80 (0) 86.14 2113 -30.1
8 533(1) 415(1) 103.1(1) 8931 983 -22.1| 18 4(0) 3(0) 80 (0) 7551 1923 -28.7
9 1(-1.732) 3(0) 80 (0)  44.63 1525 —41.6| 19 4(0) 3(0) 80 (0) 76.77 2413 -27.5
10 7(1.732) 3(0) 80(0) 3036 100.7 —582| 20 4(0) 3(0) 80 (0) 7524 1921 -389

212.88—11.52 A—2.63 B—39.61 C—6.97 AB+6.75
AC+6.38 BC—27.52 A>—33.39 B°—17.01 C?, R*=
0.941 6; Y3=-30.13—4.03 A+9.84 B+1.27 C—1.16
AB+3.69 AC+2.89 BC—6.39 A°—2.14 B*+2.97
C* R*=09597.

XS FRER AT I 22000, SRR 2~4, 453
W, Yis Yo MYt QA A 1 BA
FMEZER (P<0.0D), WY PAEHATHI A FIC X Y,
PSSR, 1 A R B X Yy Al Y, B0

DAL i B [T 70 AT IS 23 RN iy Yoo Y3 M
B 2 AN AR S, AN IR L A
{EAE AN 2 {H, KH Design-Expert 8.0 #1221 =
e, WL 20 Yy SRS SLN i 1) 32 B
R PIASIGLL v 4 EZEmErR, UL Y,
Ay RN s e BB FE AL 5 46 A=0.39,
B=1. C=0.86, E[LLRut 10 mg. HLAgHEER H G
45 mg. HPMENE 187 mg. JHVE VDU 188 4 100 mg 1)
b 771 %% Rut-SLN.

x2 GHEX@PEAREFESF
Table 2 Analysis of variance for regression model on EE
AR 5 i Bl FE PAa AR5 5 HbE  F{E PAE
I 4717.00 9 11.84 0.000 3 A? 2 696.87 1 60.93 <0.000 1
A 272.59 1 6.16 0.0325 B’ 20.97 1 0.47 0.506 9
B 72.64 1 1.64 0.2291 c? 333.82 1 7.54 0.020 6
C 491.44 1 11.10 0.007 6 W7 442.63 10
AB 15.40 1 0.35 0.568 4 AU 352.52 5 391 0.0803
AC 782.50 1 17.68 0.001 8 aliiR = 90.12 5
BC 233.93 1 5.28 0.044 3 jowil] 5159.63 19
x3 FHNELREAREFTESHR
Table 3 Analysis of variance for regression model on average particle size
BRI PO H 1 F1H P{H G52/ S H 1 F1H P1H
s 52978.82 9 5886.54  <0.0001 | A’ 11 930.88 1 11 930.88
A 1 858.87 1 1 858.87 0.038 8 B’ 17 559.22 1 17 559.22 0.000 1
B 97.09 1 97.09 0.598 7 c? 4 555.15 1 455515  <<0.000 1
C 21 963.65 1 21963.65  <<0.000 1 & 3287.81 10 328.78 0.004 0
AB 389.20 1 389.20 03021 ST 1318.56 5 263.71
AC 364.50 1 364.50 03172 aliyR 2 1969.25 5 393.85 0.664 7
BC 325.13 1 325.13 0.343 5 SR 56 266.63 19
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R4 Zeta LM IEER T E DT
Table 4 Analysis of variance for regression model on Zeta potential
L3 S B Fl i FfH PAH R FITM HHE  F{E P1H
e 2715.07 9 301.67  <<0.000 1 A’ 644.00 1 56.50  <0.000 1
A 227.63 1 227.63 0.0012 B’ 72.43 1 6.35 0.0303
B 1 356.67 1 1356.67 <<0.000 1 2 139.14 1 12.21 0.005 8
C 22.46 1 22.46 0.190 7 k7= 113.98 10
AB 10.81 1 10.81 0.353 1 ST 16.26 5 0.17 0.964 4
AC 108.78 1 108.78 0.0115 aliiR e 97.71 5
BC 66.70 1 66.70 0.036 1 pswill 2 829.04 19

C/mg 0.5

= X
05 p

B2 ZHMNEE

Fig. 2 3D response surface

25 mMAFTITZRIE

IR E AL T TR 4% 3 ik Rut-SLN Jf
W A P IPRAEH Zeta HAL, FFAF FUNME
55 SR T LA, TS 22 [ 2 = (S — I3
D)/ FIIAE ], SRR 5. SRR EE R A
PPREAR K SEDAE L FRONE D 2250/, BIE 5.0% L
W, T Zeta UL 228K 0 11.89%,  SEUE A

b

—20.7 mV, £ SLN Faug Mk, PR A S5 BT
G2 J0 U7 FR BRI IR b S e R i AR
HIMKR, HA—@rmirtt.
2.6 Rut-SLN #3814 R%%E

FREUE B Rut-SLN, Fl 4tk K FRe 238 24k
WRRB T b, DL 2% R 0 95 78 22 4 F 4
W L, ASRET, EHHREM SR K NRTE A

TIZHIEER n=3)

Table 5 Result of process validation (n = 3)

e f0E %% P35k 4% mm Zeta H1f7/mV
FRME SEAE MWiZE/% g RIKE SEAE WZE1% TE SEMAE WZE/%
1 85.86 82.39 4.04 127.2 130.3 -2.44 —18.5 —18.8 -1.62
2 85.86 86.01 -0.17 127.2 121.0 4.87 —18.5 —22.3 -20.51
3 85.86 84.41 1.68 127.2 116.5 8.41 —18.5 -21.0 -11.90
WME 85.86 84.27 1.85 127.2 122.6 3.61 —-18.5 =20.7 -11.89

ik, PSR 3. 25501 0L Rut-SLN 2 AHER
TEERAIKTE, K350 H, R IWAHERENS .
I Rut-SLN V& iid &, K H Nano-ZS90 ¥ife 73 Hr
S35 S R4 S Zeta HAA , 45 5 WLIE] 4. Rut-
SLN [R5 H 3 A fE 90~190 nm, “FIkifEA
122.6 nm, £ 43 {45 %1 (polydispersity, PDI) 4y 0.247,
I Zeta AT D ARE-35~—-15 mV, JE TAKA 2 %
GEER R

B3 Rut-SLN BFAHE
Fig. 3 SEM scanogram of Rut-SLN



* 1312

¢ £ % Chinese Traditional and Herbal Drugs

Ba6F F oW 2015FE5 H

-100 0 100
Zeta HL/mV

01 10 1000
R4 /mm
4 Rut-SLN FIRI1ZF0 Zeta RIS 75 [E]
Fig. 4 Distribution of average particle size and Zeta potential
of Rut-SLN

2.7 Rut-SLN {RIMNERE IR EMEE R

2701 WHEFE L 10 cm BN, BT
WK, W 20 min, Y2 24 h, FEHZERKIEDE,
Ko B HUCHIZ3 ) Rut-SLN & (M43 Rut 1.5
mg) JITEN R, HFEREHOEHE, RrHLE
+ RC806 ¥ R -, 5 H Rut i@ &, 547757
H AR T IR S, RANA GRS RS
w YT Rut 1.5 mg) MTENNSESH, KA
R R S VA AR 3 VAT D, R
100 r/min, S 37 C, WHATN 0.5%M %
FEREN 100 mL, &M B 1.0 mL, [A] b
78 1.0 mL 35 H AT BT, K AN ()N ) HIOCAS: () 3 HA R
“2.3.27 WAk 43T HPLC 3430052 Rut [,
TV SAC I 1] 4 Rut [0 Rb i, 2550 0L 5 A
% 6. KW, Rut 6 h I SR H Bk #] 71.52%,
12 h i ZA Ll 84.33%, 1 Rut-SLN B 25418,

6 h N 2R Rut 64.32%, 12 h I 2% H Rut
15 93.41%, It Rut-SLN HA — @M ZZRRN . A
R 6 PABASKE, RPHHHL 1, RIS EIM
I, SEREW] Rut 7F 0.5% - B LBRmas i
12 h WIRERAT4 Weibull 7%, R*=0.837 2,
Rut-SLN 7£ 0.5% | e FEmiER A b 12 h 1 BBk
JAF4 Ritger-Peppas #7, R*=0.982 1, Hfn=
0.578 7, 0.45<n<<0.89, Mk Fick ¥ BHLHI®, 24
YIRS TR A1, BN 2R T8CN 25 (¥ s
BN ALE], X5 SLN [l T2E %, il
TR BRI A (K SLN B 43 25 I 35 78 i R4
PRI, Zay LA B 7 ARG o 2tk
FERRRATAR I R, 2 DA 283 b 1) 7 SRR

2.7.2 BIREFEWIWE  FEIALEW I — DX
1001

80
S
i 60F
ezl
K
o< 40
Bk —4— Rut

20r —#— Rut-SLN

% 3 6 9 2

t/h

5 Rut-SLN ZF;5H sk

Fig. 5 Cumulative dissolution curve of Rut-SLN

% 6 Rut-SLN Rl S1E5
Table 6 Fitting model of Rut-SLN release

. Rut Rut-SLN

TR Y —— 5 A 2

AR R AT R
PRI 0=6.061 7 t+25.355 0.8240 0=7.18661+13.982 0.963 0
AT In(1—0)=-0.060 6 t+0.746 5 0.8240  In(1—0)=-0.0719 +0.860 2 0.963 0
Higuchi J5 £ 0=0.511""433.402 0.7844  0=-0.200117—1.043 4 0.580 1
Ritger-Peppas 157 0=0.423 7 (387 07971  0=0.116 5 77 0.982 1
Weibull 772 In[1/(1—0)]=0.287 4 Int+0.699 6 0.8372  In[1/(1—0)]=0.230 5 In+0.110 2 0.788 5

O R ¢ IR RAES B, ¢ SRR S T)

Q indicates cumulative dissolution rate of 7 time which is dissolution time
Rut-SLN HEATW T, £ETRER A HCE I [ A
SIRE, ARSI RS 7 d BT3B IR L,
K “2.3.9” LUK 553 MAE Rut-SLN il 525 0
KA 7 KM E Rut-SLN 1 24035 Rut 5, 2051
TN Cruo F1 Cryzs TS Rut-SLN JSUE 7 d J5HY
BI%, BINFE=(Cruo— Cru7)/Cruns 4 WK
H 7 d J5 Rut-SLN B %F 4 0.42%, #iH] Rut-SLN

FESIICE 7 d VEFRE .

2.7.3 Rut-SLN EHEMEREE  KHIS 0 Rut-
SLN VRS T Papk/ M, I T80 CHIS&AME
AU 0.5 h, TAGTET T 18 h HR 52V
+, SRJE 0 PBS. ZETR/K. AR B SR KV A Uk
TR E BRI R R i, TR
FH“2.3.9”7 100 F 550052 Rut-SLN % )5 85K,
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I S e BB R AR, R R S
Rut-SLN [ - R4 N Zeta HLAT, 45 L3 W] LA PBS.
MK AR B ER A W7 R 1) Rut-SLN 1S
uﬂ%%%a%ﬁ&&%JMﬂﬁMﬁmhﬁﬁﬁ
INTF 1.0%, F AR THEX Rut-SLN I 76 2
FRm, LA PBS. ZEW/K. A ERIKON RIS IR
Rut-SLN &% J5 P8R4 40 3l 4 123.6.122.4.123.8
nm, Zeta HLf7205H1-21.4. —20.6. —21.8 mV, 5%
YRR IC 35 AR, 2 L8 3 AN FH 1 6 S i 42

AL e A FH AR DA F 25 7K A4 4 Rut-SLN % T8
fapaeril
3 it

Ly R e AVALIR YW ARG e L AIVE | T U )
BT i, B AR PR R 22
BRONE T FRAI I S B0 45 14 » e 85 0 U M PR UE IR B0 K
ST SR Z M EAER], BAR R e
BF . EPREEIR. IR B SR A, R T
SEEG A E TMb A e P R b AR LA
PERUR— b, ACszid RO 2 5 it 3 3%
5 /KP4 Rut-SLN, it St R mmb 7
S UREL, P S B il 46 7 58 5 T U SRV PR
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