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Optimazation of preparation of syringopicrosides PLGA nanopartides by central
composite design-response surface methodology
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Abstract: Objective To optimize the formulation of syringopicrosides poly (lactic-co-glycolic acid, PLGA) nanoparticles (Syr-NPs).
Methods Syr-NPs were prepared by nanoprecipitation method. The encapsulation efficiency (EE), drug loading (DL), average
particle size and general evaluation “normalized value” were used as evaluation indexes. The central composite design was used to
inspect the effects of the concentration of PLGA (A), the concentration of syringopicrosides (B), the ratio of aqueous phase to organic
phase (C) on three evaluation indexes mentioned above and the “normalized value” ofgeneral evaluation. Prediction and analysis for
selecting the best prescription condition were carried out by using the central composite design-response surface method. Results The
concentration of PLGA, the concentration of syringopicrosides and the ratio of aqueous phase to organic phase according to the
optimized prescription were 9.63 mg/mL, 12.88 mg/mL and 1 : 9.46, respectively; And the EE, drug loading and average particle
diameter of Syr-NPs prepared according to the optimized prescription were (27.86 + 0.87)%, (7.02 + 0.15)%, and (110.0 + 1.20) nm,
respectively. Conclusion This method is stable and feasible and can be used to optimize the formulation and preparation process of
syringopicrosides wrapped inside with PLGA nanoparticles.
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T#HE (syringopicrosides, Syr) J&—F A
RN T & B T & Syringa oblate Lindl. )4y
B H SR I I A Tk w2 S U2 Syr IR 2 HE
YER EEAIEATRIIE. PUE - LR PUmdEEE,
JEHAEPREE A EAREH & il T KT F
(THREEHZHHIE) (CN201010566596.3). Syr
A F LU0 45 AR ALY, X255 1B 40 i
BAEBERIEM, Syr ol LLSCNPT L E (#4824
Yz —. SR, BT Syr kA FaE. =W,
TEAA P9 7 B S TROAR R, R AR ek N JHF 4 P9 R B 24
R %3 8, BRI 7697 SR Syr 5T K -
FHE—FEm AR, BAZRERNSE R
SRR YEX — [ ) ekE  IEEER, RAEMaKRL
T2 H T 25808107, X R EMAEAR N 5 TR
W HBIER/N, e . S8 A E 2R
Ko HET, BAR-FHEIBRILEY (PLGA) %
B VPKKL ] B Bch )z, KA PLGA il
FZW, KRR DOk BIgeRg], o] LIRS
YA RN R, B E nT ASE K 2 AE AR
WIIGERET E], oG 2P Zish = . BA &
T AR, B R AR a0 B R T - AR T
ORISR ) — R vt 7y, mT DR I H
FERL IR G TAE, HA SRR Bk
B BRI ORI SR T M S . R
WA SIS R Z T A T B v R LR A
FRYNAKRL (Syr-NPs) FIAbT7 Feifil % T2, FExfHAH
RYERHHT T 5452, RJa s anie i 4 2541 R
BRI 0 B9 0 BE Atk
1 XEEHR

FEBR K UltiMate 3000 1= 0GR AH (g0, LR K
HRBHE R AR Cis A (250 mm X 4.6 mm,
5um), %[ Dikma A#]; FA2004 HL-F40#7 KF,
g RAPAEMGR AR AR H2050R & 2 & id A
RO, KPR O A PR A ] ; DF-101Z
RGN Beeeas, MR TR AR
N Zetasizer Nano-ZS90 BOEH EHTA, TR
AR PR A T TecnaiG2 i 5 B 1 W, 2
KR AR . PLGA, 75125 (ForizBEWA 75%
FLIR N 25%F2 5 R, AHX 421 B E 15 000,
fit'5 MAYA-CR-7171, HHERGH A w]; Syr %R,
Hil, ESE>98%; Syr EEZ, B, FES
$>95%; JHIKVOU 188, 'S WOPGS65B, [
BASF A#]; HEE Ntikal, 5£E Dikma A A,

2 FEEHER
2.1 Syr-NPs 5z 8 PLGA #KHKAYHI&
KA GTEEYE, FREL 10 mg i PLGA 28T
1 mL WA, EAEMHERE, BRAIHE,
10 mg () Syr IMANEHAHT, AR FRECH R
B BUN 0.4%E 70 188 /KA 5 mL N/KAH,
VTR SR EE N 1000 r/min, IR EHL
B INBKA T, =R E S AR S
ER, BRASAKRIET (Syr-NPs). [F]Nf4#% bk 7
1EHI AN E Syr 2 1 PLGA 4 KRLIE W -
2.2 HPLC ©#f
221 g% kR A Dikma ODS-Cis #£(250
mmX4.6 mm, 5pum); A 30 C; HEE-7K (50 :
500 AiAIAH: KA 221 nm;s AR E R 1
mL/min; #EFEEN 10 pL. FSEEHRELL Syr 15
BIAET 3600,
2.2.2 WIS EIH & FREL Syr 0 IR IE
FE#EFRE N 20.02 mg, BT 50mL &, IMAH
ML R E R RZE, B, HREIREN
400.4 pg/mL ) Syr X B ST AN R
223 HEHASEREIE S R R Syr-NPs V&
W1 mL, & 10 mL &M, AR 0.5 mL, HH
10 min, fEYKRIAN T Syr B, I H B IA E €
REZE, #2251, H0.45 um MALIEMREES, B4t
PETAE 9 BER B
224 ALMERFRFHR KKK HEEN LR Syr X
PV 0.5 1. 2. 4. 6. 8. 10 mL, BT 10 mL
s, o AIECH R B BN 0.02. 0.04. 0.08.
0.16.0.24.0.32. 0.40 mg/mL [ RFVEW, $%“2.2.17
TR € bl 25 AT RGN, e S THIRL . DA Syr R
WEE (O FEAby, WEHR (4) AR IHEAT LR
PERNE, FHexhlbrdt th A LR 72, 4tk
B35 FE N A=254.08 C+0.398 8, *=0.999 8, i
B Syr 7E 0.02~0.40 mg/mL F i & ik i 5 0g mfi 2
PR R RITS
225 LRMEFEE EAHFEIRAEFME T, WE
Syr. Syr-NPs K75 [ PLGA 4NKHi i i I vh 3224
U T AR B HA DR ], 58825 11 PLGA 4K Kix} Syr
sem, g% (B 1) B/R7 [ PLGA 49KRiX} Syr
BAR, WHATNEL &M R
2.2.6 HEDKE S RS SR IOE AL A
W, 1% €227 TURN & T E, 7EF 1 H
WIELLHERE 6 Ik, THEH NS, MERETE
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Fig. 1 HPLC of Syr reference (A), Syr-NPs (B) and
blank-PLGA NPs (C)
GLiEFE 6 d, TMEHERE . HNKEEER RSD
{ELFN H 1)K %5 55 RSD fE 23712 0.89% A1 1.28%.
22,7 BEEMHRE  HUE—HE Syr-NPs IR 23 6 177
% “2.2.37 WUJTEGI ALK, %R “2.2.17
WU S &R AT e, TH5 Syr SR 1) RSD
HN 1.02%.
228 BRI KRR — g S A
0. 2. 4. 6. 8. 12h N, %M “2.2.1” Ti [kt
TI5E, 25 FIETH R RSD {E N 0.74%, FHAHR
M VEVRAE 12 h ARE T R IF
2.2.9  NFEREICER RIS G BT I E A AR
W 1 mL9 6y, 430K 3 4, BT 10 mL &,
Hor RN 1T mL B H . =i R LR Syr
(0.13, 0.16. 0.19 mg/mL) XS, I HEE
BRZE, % “2.2.17 BUNEH#ATAIN, E Syr
Ve, THERNCER . S5 R EUCR 2 BN
100.02%-. 98.86%- 99.21%, RSD {73 H14 1.34%-
1.51%-+ 0.96%.
2.3 Syr-NPs G EMFLASHINE
231 WETE KRGS RS VENE Syr-
NPs A EHRMEAE, EEmEEONEHT
(4 C, ¥ 18 000 r/min, E5CFFA] 30 min), #4544
KALYTVE TR, Wbk BIHW, YT 2Tk 43 B
getEly, HE 3R, &JF BB, HPLC kE
BB E.

ALE R = (Wiotat— Wikee)/ Wiotal

B2 18 = (Wiotat — Wiiee)/ Wp
Wiowl NI Syr PR TR, Wiee N EIEWRT Syr K E,

Wie YKL R
232 FEESGASE  FEEEEL 1 mL 2 H KR
94y, 439 3 M, BASHFEE A 1 mL K. .
FEREWREE (0134 0.16+ 0.19 mg/mL) [#) Syr X
SVAW, JRAIJE T 18 000 t/min, 5.0 30 min, HY E
EW 1 mL, %8 “22.17 WUF @&, W5E Syr
WETHIAR,  FHms NRPE RN 7 RV B 25 Syr B =
WRERD N IAS &, DA &/ ETHE IR R
R SERAT IR Syr 7525 FNARKRLH IR~ 25 [E1fic
K 99.38%, P15 RSD {H A 1.04%, uF KR
TR B0 30 min A RRGF 43 B S 29 S 4Kk, )
ARSI T SR F AR IR 3 25 00y 52 Syr-NPs (1603
RPE. AT,
2.4 KRS Zeta BALNE

KRR P 505 B, 0.45 um FFLIE
Jeit, MERIRS Zeta AL, “FAT 3 K.
2.5 Syr-NPs 598051k
251 HEAPFRIME  (EBSCI LA b, %8
X Syr-NPs 4 Jii 5 W 45y . 35 1) PRV 384 S 26 82 o)
%, B PLGA FifKE (A). Syr FiEikE (B).
KA SHEHAEESE] (C)e BEAKTFHE 1. IaE
R (YD, BEGE (). PHRRE (3 ~NiENTE
b, KM Hassan 777k, EHZEERREIEH—E
(overall desirability, OD) K#ZEEAFRFRII LS 3K
£, K Design-Expert 8.0.7 Giit2#8k 447356
Wit Wit R 1.
252 BEAIG BSOS SR Design-Expert
8.0.7 Guit2F B AR HHE AT A BR K 20 THI Ak 7 AR
1k, L OD NFEAZfE, DL PLGA FifKE (A). Syr
JREWRE (B). KMEHENAELE (C) HEZE
HATHARRL G, SRRAZHTES LR 2 1
R FEE AR5 (R) & K. OD L& s
N OD=-12.441 9340.753 75 A+0.584 71 B+
1.268 09 C+0.010 000 AB+4.375 00X 107 AC—
6.875 00X 10 BC—0.048 496 A2—0.023 747 B*—
0.064 406 C*> (+2=0.9962, P<<0.000 1).

Xt OD AT 2430, SR IE 2, ZERKRY
OD it =77 FE LA A B B v 2
(P<0.01), ' A. B. C. AB. BC. A%, B%
CP AR ED, XFF OD fHXKii, PLGA Ji&E
WREL Syr USRI A HUAR S 7K AH B A3 #4825 e
OD fH i FEZ K % . KH Design-Expert 8.0.7 Gt it~
AT =4edovm i, B 2. 45 oD fE 1)
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Table 1 Central composite design-response surface methodology experimental design and effect value

R 5 A/(mgmL™") B/(mg-mL™) C Y1/% Y2/% Y3/nm OD fH
! 8 (-1) 10 (-1) 8 (-1) 1620 389 1032 0.49
2 12 (+1) 10 (-1) 8 (1) 1942 423 159.9 0.18
3 8 (-1) 14 (+1) 8 (1) 1878 6.17 1103 0.69
4 12 (+1) 14 (+1) 8 (1) 2354 697 1509 0.50
5 8 (-1) 10 (-1) 12 (+1) 1425 248 108.6 0.28
6 12 (+1) 10 (-1) 12 (+1) 1658 269 1615 0.00
7 8 (-1) 14 (+1) 12 (+1) 1592 383 1425 0.33
8 12 (+1) 14 (+1) 12 (+1) 1710 384 1548 0.25
9 6.64 (—1.682) 12 (0) 10 (0) 1742 429 112.1 0.53

10 13.36 (+1.682) 12 (0) 10 (0) 2387 509  160.6 0.19
1 10 (0) 8.64 (—1.682) 10 (0) 2063 357 1211 0.51
12 10 (0) 15.36 (+1.682) 10 (0) 2509 7.6 1282 0.77
13 10 (0) 12 (0) 6.64 (—1.682) 1577 492 1456 0.36
14 10 (0) 12 (0) 13.36 (+1.682) 1020 189 1232 0.00
15 10 (0) 12 (0) 10 (0) 2723 6.13 109.7 0.87
16 10 (0) 12 (0) 10 (0) 2831 636 110.4 0.90
17 10 (0) 12 (0) 10 (0) 2807 631 109.6 0.89
18 10 (0) 12 (0) 10 (0) 2810 632 110.2 0.89
19 10 (0) 12 (0) 10 (0) 2868 644 1113 0.90
20 10 (0) 12 (0) 10 (0) 2892 649 1089 0.92

*2 ODEMAES
Table 2 ANOVA for response surface quadratic model of OD values

BRI SRR R H R B F18 P LN
TR 1.89 9 0.21 293.99 <0.000 1 &TES
A 0.15 1 0.15 210.35 <0.000 1 eTES
B 0.12 1 0.12 162.19 <0.000 1 eTES
C 0.19 1 0.19 264.46 <0.000 1 eTES
AB 0.013 1 0.013 17.94 0.001 7 TS
AC 2.450X1073 1 2.450X1073 3.43 0.093 6 ENTE
BC 6.050%X 1073 1 6.050% 1073 8.48 0.0155 B3
A? 0.54 1 0.54 759.89 <0.000 1 TS
B2 0.13 1 0.13 182.21 <0.000 1 TS
C? 0.96 1 0.96 1340.27 <0.000 1 TS
B 7 7.136X1073 10 7.136X 1074
ST 5.786X 1073 5 1.157X 1073 4.29 0.068 1 ENTES
aliiR 7 1.350X 1073 5 2.700X 1074
SUE 1.90 19

TSR e, AT DS R ER I SR T AT Syr 48 KOk AL 3 R AR A
40758 PLGA iR IRE N 9.63 mg/mL, Syr Fimik  28.04%, #HZGEMTIEAN 6.87%, Tk N
B8 12.88 mg/mL, A HAHS /KA LEE 1 1 9.46, 109.8 nm.
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Fig. 2 Response surface plots for various factors
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LKL, e AE R, WGBEMPIRAE, I
TROME 5 MG #EAT LB, TR [ 22 = (T
{6 —SNE )/ PME], 2RI 3, SRRINE
(B T A AR e 22 800N, B IR bR e 22 350/ T
+5%, UHIHRALE B Ab D5 5 E G B I H A AL
L B RARAR e (B 5 P E A — 2,
BB BT - RN AT RAF R T ROR, BEAR AT
TR BB 5 % 2R Z AR &R
2.5.4 Syr-NPs WJHIVEE S HUGRHRIMTZ%
PE R I3 Syr-NPs, £ 0.22 um JEMEIERT, #
FEA 5 A ORI 9 _E I F H AR 1% 2~3 min, H
TEARIR 2 2 AR, TNIRIEE N 2% B BRI VL,
Gl 5 Z RIBESIRIETL BTG, B
HL T 42 Syr-NPs [TES IRk . 453
WL 3, ZEH AL Syr-NPs 2HRBRIE, AR
5J. KM Nano-ZS90 KiA2 73 #r A 73 7 I 7€ ~F ki Az
N Zeta WAL, S5RMLIE 4,
3 Wit

HAT, PLGA KK T ] &T5EH ZH,

=3 WHWIELER n=3)

Table 3 Comparison of predictive value and actual value
(n=3)

Eiztan Y1/% Yal% Y3/nm
A 28.04 6.87 109.8
SEIME 27.86+0.87  7.03%0.15 110.0£1.20
/% 0.64 -2.33 -0.18

3 Syr-NPs ESTERIERF (X 40 000)
Fig. 3 Picture of Syr-NPs by TEM (x 40 000)
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Fig. 4 Size and zeta potential distribution of Syr-NPs
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IR, 2R In B IS A B AR 1A AL 7
Fa, SRR, SEAIFLR N KARR,
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BB RE G, BAETNERR, R, HIE

U, WA SES R IR T ) 4
A R AE I AR BN 2548 5 BAE R se i3k

T Syr 09T SR, T SR ERALE A

WS, BT AR N P, BT

M ) AN 2 LA R, AR AL 214 A

TR o GRS 250700 HRORLFE 5 B el PE AR G,

JEH R RE SRR R R O, — oA, KR

£ 50~100 nm [IZARL AT LLE -4 py 116171,

BEIRNE T 7B B Z 1) Syr PLGA 44K

KL, AFRLAR (R R, ASREA RCHBRE ) T 4 iy 18,

ARSI RIARIEHICE 100 nm 47, H Rzt

NI, IR L 25 RGN P #E 1) BT T 3R it

TR
IERAREG WTH A LI D . HfE I B R AR

BOTEER A, CHELZRSIRTNH)Z, HEIE

AR S B T A st i), — A EH =ik

WL ERLG, T2 G A BRI, R AedE

H—RRMBUETE L, ARERIGIAE, FETHEA .

B R BT - O THNE AT DR B 58 Bl — X 4t & T

B, FEhREm, RAEMIER, PrDAASSEEO R A A A
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