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 E: BH AREMEEAIEL2HMEL (metal organic frameworks, MOFs) il & LA ik, T Sapibd sk
IR TR ATRLLE (celastrol, Cel), M CSCE HAEYIRI FH BE R IGoRPI M 2530 i DINARR/IN TR, BRRFERLEE
IER R4k MOFs il 1.2, EFmtE MOFs; WA AR, BRFEMRURLY T2, CCK-8 EHIPITM H bt/
JEANMZI . R UL0-66 Btk T2 RZR HEN AR, BRI 111, W5/ 60 mL, ¥AHIERPL 24 h, Kiff (172.343.0)
nm, Z3HEEE (polydispersity index, PDI) & 0.166+0.023; ZIF-8 fixfE TENFEIL 1150, 7K 10 mL, =iE %5 FHEHE
30 min, #iff (154.0+1.4) nm, PDI N 0.2454+0.060; MIL-101 (Fe) Ff: TEAFRIEL 111, ¥H) 10 mL, 5H0E & B
24 h, RifF (553.5+36.2) nm, PDI N 0.6421+0.109; %% ZIF-8 #4TH AL KO, RERGTEN ZIF-8 5F N
LRI 2 1 1, AR 24 h, AYIFEIKREN | mgmL, 1§ ZIF-8@Cel Kiff Ny (164.9£8.0) nm, PDI 4 0.297+0.029,
BWGEN (23.4710.26) %; SLIRFE T ZIF-8 Xt HepG2 MR, THAMARIE HepG2 4 24 h HIFBEBILIKSE
(half-inhibitory concentration, ICso) A 3.821 pug/mL, ZIF-8@Cel [ ICso {Hi 4 3.289 ng/mL (LEABL RS EIT). &8
HEI) ZIF-8 M kMl KR T2RE AT, RFORAN, RSB R, HMEs, RA8Em, EWretly, RAETHE
WARAMIZI, NE AR RBUIMIE PRSI IR AL T £l
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Study on synthesis of different types of metal organic frameworks and technology
of celastrol loading
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Abstract: Objective The preparation process optimization and screening of different types of metal organic frameworks (MOFs),
which are used to load the antitumor monomer celastrol (Cel), so as to improve its bioavailability and enhance the antitumor efficacy.
Methods Taking the particle size as the index, the preparation process of MOFs was optimized by single factor investigation and
orthogonal test, and then the best MOFs was selected. Celastrol was loaded by adsorption method, and the drug loading process was
optimized by single factor experiment. The anti-tumor effect was preliminarily evaluated by CCK-8 method. Results The optimum
process of UIO-66 is as follows: benzoic acid as regulator, feed ratio 1:1, solvent 60 mL, solvothermal reaction for 24 h, particle size
(172.3 £ 3.0) nm, PDI 0.166 + 0.023. The optimum process of ZIF-8 is as follows: feed ratio 1:50, water 10 mL, airtight stirring at
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room temperature for 30 min, particle size (154.0 £ 1.4) nm and PDI 0.245 £ 0.060. The optimum process of MIL-101(Fe) is as
follows: the feed ratio is 1:1, the solvent is 10 mL, the solvothermal reaction is 24 h, the particle size is (553.5 + 36.2) nm, and the
PDI is 0.642 + 0.109. ZIF-8 was selected for the encapsulation of celastrol. The optimal drug loading process was that the ratio of
ZIF-8 to celastrol was 2: 1, the drug loading time was 24 h, and the drug concentration was 1 mg/mL. The particle size of ZIF-8@Cel
was (164.9 + 8.0) nm, the PDI was 0.297 + 0.029, and the drug loading was (23.47 + 0.26)%. ZIF-8 was non-toxic to HepG2 cells at
the experimental dose. The ICso value of HepG2 cells treated with celastrol for 24 h was 3.821 pg/mL, and the ICso value of
ZIF-8@Cel was 3.289 pg/mL (calculated by celastrol content). Conclusion The optimized ZIF-8 material has stable and feasible
preparation and drug loading process, regular particle shape, good crystal form, uniform distribution, high drug loading and good

biosafety. ZIF-8@Cel can significantly enhance the drug cell efficacy, which provides a basis for the research of celastrol antitumor

nano preparation.

Key words: metal organic frameworks; celastrol; orthogonal experimental design; nanometer; drug loading; liver cancer

AL Z (celastrol, Cel) 72 M ABEMRE
oy B AR B T =i RE &, O
CaoH33040 HARZEHI TR, HAMRLKEAN
JHRE L PUA s BN Sy f A BRI 5 2 B 1
Cell Z:EXHA Ny A v BE K FE NI Tl R IR
FE S R, HpiMEit g £, &
ARRLLZNAIFINE . . e, Afw. 45%
e O SURE . LR S R A P R A T R A R
Fe100, SR, FEAEMIZH 2R RS (BCS) Y,
HARAZFET BCSUE, HAMEFETK, HHE,
AR FEAIR B ORI B B 2 PR T Il IR
JRE U121, S AR R GNK B AR 1) Je 9 7 A RRLLER T
RS 7B 7R . An SIS 28 TR G IR R A
TR ARRLLR WG IE DLSE HoKia M, e K3 .
Jin UL AR B R AR R, HI15
(R AL~ T s L e B AR AR R FH B

RS T2 AR L S AR A SRR 5
HAR N E AR R m, RAFER N A 5 P i
AL HHMEHGUR IR . RS T4 P
flese e, HEAEMNEL. SBANESME
(metal organic frameworks, MOFs) {FEHN—&H %
M ZFLPRL, TSR AE 2 s R e R ik .
& 428 B 1 B4 & 1R S5 A A LIRS Aol i e A

B LAE AR s S B S AH AR, BT R
— R H A To IR A A 90 2 5 4 1) SR 5 A L
MOFs HAMELZENE. FLRRTH ., IR 21 &
R EEFR TR SE A 3, 7T SHe 2 245 585 1 P T e ik
HAr, PR LZ M EES IRMOFs &% (isoreticular
metal organic frameworks). MILs %% (material
institute lavoisier frameworks ) ZIFs % %] (zeoliticim
PCNs % %1 ( porous
coordination networks). UIOs # %l Cuniversity of
oslo) PL & CPLs %% (coordinational pillared layers ),
W 1.

AR TIE 5 16 FAE 245 W) AR I R T 3 A
MOFs: UIO-66. ZIF-8 5 MIL-101 (Fe), LLfife
KN ATRRR, XIS T 2T IER R, Xt
%% MOFs K AR TESURFIEREAT RAL . i
H. MOFs, FZEHXEARBLRPELMER, RN
XTEZTAELR HepG2 4L 20 MO 25 X3k AT 1 W18
P, MR SR N AT FT S AL A
1 /5

Mettler Toledo XP105 ZYHLF /347 RF, Hkr
LRI 24 F]; DHG-9030A BB T4, i
—HERFEER AR AR R IR LI N AT
Rigg, BT ESARAR BT ERE, B

idazolate frameworks ) -

*=1 HEI MOFs N48

Table 1 Introduction of several common MOFs

SRET g & $iri

AR LB T FERAA

IRMOFs 1999 4 S EHHRAY: Yaghi IR Zh ST RRR MOF-5 (IRMOF-1) HLIARK, fLEAEAN, ALARER
MILs! 2005 4 :[E URFERS: Férey M =i, BB B ETRALESN MIL-101 (Fe) 8L, HARAFEINE

ZIFSUT 2006 4 FEEEHRAS: Yaghi 84 ZHvEE FRH = EMEAE  ZIF8 BA BRI

PCNs'7! 2006 & % 5B 7 A&M K% Zhou TR il ALER=H R A ELH PON-14 HRTBK, LR

UIOs!S 2008 & BBk ST K% Cavka JH ML Dufireh =HAL A UI0-66 Gkt

CPLs™ 1999 4 HAZHKY Kitagawa B4 it ARG CPL-1 B THL 0%
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—EHRFES A RA T S3400 FH BB
(SEM), HAHIL/ATF]; Zetasizer Nano S90 & /R X
YPRRARAX, FEE /R AW Rigaku Ultima IV X
WEATHMX (XRD), HAPEEAF]; LC-20AT %Y
FRCRAR TR, AR RERAF: F7000 560
WA, HAHLAH .

HepG2 4 A 3 -F 1 M1 5 e Rk AE P BH A BR
AT PUSEALES, 15 C11495248, Ji &7 30 >98%,
R EAREMRHEARAR; MR ZHER. =&
ek, otra, KiEERLFRAERAF; NN-
THIEEHEE (DMF), WKESER. $hER. BERR. N
IKRREER S, A3 HTal, B 2548 ik 25 R 57 PR A F
AREER. IR, atrall, RECERKE
AIRAF]; HAMLAE, #t'5 YRL0094201022, i
> 98%, F XSG AE R A R A F] s DMEM
EER IR MRRIE . HHEERIE AW, CCKS
Rt il, R ZERERHEARAA; HEE, Ak,
FEBR R KRB B RAF; AR ai K.

2 FESHR

2.1 UIO-66 FIFITEEE

2.1.1  HEFIPGEA R UI0-66 43 B % € 1E =
VUGBS A R R, I\ — & F DMF 784)
AR, &R RN ZE 50 mL I
B OIHNATIAENR NN, fETERENTHRS
120 °C, fHIRRRPL, RMNEEFRFIHZY. 12 000
r/min B0 GE04E 75 mm) 5 min, W&, VE
3 AKX DMF FUHEESR G 3 Ik, BT HEZS T
FEN AR TH 24 he

2.1.2 PTNFIMRRERESR RN FE R
FR TR 5K FI]RAT UI0-66 HIF2m, H A
M R YRR T kAR o AT
FZ 3 EFEE (polydispersity index, PDI). 3£ 2 2%
R, 4 F 2K RRIE A I, B i/ H PDI
HANT 03, REKF MBI

2.1.3 UIO-66 % IEXZIRIEHEER  LKifR KN
fabr, RHBIEAFETR, KH 3 FE 3 KPFIER

Fz 2 UIO-66 RifEH%H (Xts,n=3)
Table 2 Particle size distribution of UIO-66 (X £ S, n=23)

R S Fif%/mm PDI
71 885.2+232 0.594+0.126
i 1 684.01+26.8 0.3124+0.098
AR 240.9+5.7 0.144+0.022

SERETE, HEAEIEL (AL EFIE (B)y RIS
[6] (C) X UTO-66 Rz K/ o 1A 88 Y A
RV SERBOH SERULEW T LE 3, T
ZEHT IR 4.

# 3 UIO-66 EXZAWERKFE., LWFITS5LER
Table 3 Factors level, experimental design and result of
orthogonal test of UIO-66

s A B/mL C/h  D@ERZE) Hife/nm
1 1:1(1) 20(1) 12(1) 1) 248.9
20 1:1(1) 40(2) 242 ) 221.4
30 1:1(1) 603) 36(3) 3) 215.1
4 1:2@2) 20(1) 24(Q) 3) 384.6
5 1:2(2) 402 36(3) (1) 286.5
6 1:2(@2) 603) 12(1) ) 218.4
7 1:4(3) 20(1) 36(3) ) 456.4
8 1:4(3) 40(@2) 12(1) 3) 893.8
9 1:43) 603) 24(2 (1) 275.2
Ki 6854 10899 1361.1 8106
K> 889.5 14017 8812 8962
K3 16254 7087  958.0 14935
R 940.0 693.0 4799 6829

&4 UI0-66 &RRIERIRIE /T EDTLER
Table 4 Analysis results of variance of ULO-66

WK BETVIM AMmE TE FE Pfa

A 162978.4022 2 81489.2011 1.7663 0.361 5
B 80309.0756 2 40154.5378 0.8704 0.534 7
C 44299.0956 2 22149.54780.4801 0.6756
D(RZE) 92271.8956 2 461359478

HEMTEEREN, 3 WESKTFLEEENE
o HEMHTAIRD, R 2N S0 45 F IR 2w
RN A>B>C, RIABRHLST R, &
I (KAEHT) AN KG>K>K, A FifR
/N, BPHECRHEISAES-N R —HEE N 10 1; B A
K>2>Ki>K;, Bshiffig/y, BIEERIE 60mL; CA
Ki>K:>Ky, Co Rifef/h, BIJBilt(a] 24 he #§
UIO-66 & R s 25514 AiBsCao, BIFERIL 10 1,
H#71 60 mL, [V 24 h, BERS 1§ UIO-66 iz /N,
X A1B3Co 3E47 3 #IL36AE, SR WFE 5.

3 HEIGAESE SRR W], UTIO-66 & % T 2 ke ml 47,
SRR N 172.3 nm, 3 EhE B I
22 ZIFS$HI&EIZER
221 FEMPEEGR ZIF-8 SRR 2-F 3Lk
MR T — B AR RUAR A, RSB IRES KA R B 1


https://aiqicha.baidu.com/detail/compinfo?pid=xlTM-TogKuTwl*u1ar3syWzNz6NVb-Fv-gmd&rq=es&pd=ee&from=ps
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&5 UIO-66 &R RMER 3 HLIIE
Table 5 Verification of UIO-66 synthesis results

A Fif/mm PDI
1 169.4 0.176
2 172.1 0.140
3 175.4 0.182

e /DB . EERBFET, BSKEREER
OB N2 2-H RS v, 8 PR P — B
], ZIF-8 94KHL H R T 1, 193] A (iR & . 12 000
r/min &0 (BO0¥42 75 mm) S min, 53] H G0
V€, HERGEEE 3 IR, =T AT TE.
2.2.2 BHIFSRILE.  ZIF-8 A RUE RIEAIE K
HEE. 2K DMF, HARFMAIRFF—2 B
R 4 FhysFRH % ZIF-8 hife 25, 45K 6.
KT E i ZIF-8 RIARAE 200 nm 7545, HIEE 9%
FIE L ZIF-8 Fi4E7E 600 nm 7247, PDI BJHHK, 4>
BCAI 5] 12% 3K IR L ZIF-8 KiARAE 250 nm
JiAi, PDI %, 1 DMF VSR iR N o B
P B, HENTFTRERY DMF # H T IE 0% & Rk
ZIF-8, T EHIEANEH .. G, YD RSB KIE
G R ) % ZIF-8.
®6 ZIF8RENT (Xts,n=3)
Table 6 Particle size distribution of ZIF-8 (X £ S, n=3)

pasall hifE/mm PDI

K 195.0£6.5 0.108£0.009
HH 597.8+12.6 0.099+0.011
2K 248.5+2.8 0.384£0.006
DMF - -

223 ZIF-8 HRIEARIEHELEE LRk KN AE
bR, AKRE AR, KA 3 &R 3 KT IERS IR 13
Th, FBEBRLL (A, BRIE (B). RMTE (O
X} ZIF-8 RifE K/NHIRE . (RT3 SLiRistit
HEER UL EM AT WK 7, T7 2 00T WK 8.
TIESHTEREZW, A WEBREILS B HERR
FIEA BEEZER, C HERMNHEITEG %25
B TR vl 40, ZIF-8 & it T.2:8 AsB1Ca,
BIFERLEE 1250, 37 10 mL, M 30 min. X7
AsBCo 34T 3 fLEGE, R IEK 9.
3RS K, ZIF-8 &R L 2k AT,
FIRIAE 154 nm 47, ArEcE RATS
2.3 MIL-101 (Fe) ARRIERIRIEER
2.3.1 BEFPHGEES R MIL-101 (Fe)  4» WS ER

F*7 ZIF-8 EXRWERKE. XWiRITEER
Table 7 Factors level, experimental design and result of
orthogonal test of ZIF-8

A A B/mL C/min D (i%%) Hif&/nm
1110 10y 10y (1) 666.2
2 1D100) 152) 30Q2) (@) 650.9
301:10(1) 203) 603) () 737.7
4 1:302) 100) 30Q) Q) 1493
5 1:302) 152) 603) (1) 1912
6 1:302) 203) 10(1) (2 2712
7 1:1503) 10(1) 603) (2 1517
g8 1:503) 152) 10(1) () 144.0
9 1:503) 203) 302 (1) 177.4
K 2 054.8 967.2 1081.4 1034.8
K> 611.7 986.1 977.6 1073.8
K3 473.1 11863 1080.6 1031.0

=

1581.7 219.1 103.8 42.8

*8 ZIF-8 SRIEXRWHESTLER
Table 8 Analysis results of variance of ZIF-8

wEKE EEVIM amE TE Fi P

A 5115024956 2 2557512478 1367.1338 0.000 7
B 98268956 2 49134478 262651 0.0367
C 23760089 2 1188.0044 63505 0.136 0
D (%) 3741422 2 187.071 1

®9 ZIF-8 EMHMER 3 HLWIE
Table 9 Verification of ZIF-8 synthesis results

IESasH $if%/mm PDI
1 155.3 0.178
2 154.1 0.296
3 152.6 0.260

FE IS AR AN R R, N — AR
DMF 43R, IEmEimyRl. KM% 2
50 mL RVUG LM WA BN NN, 1E T 15
FNTHEZ 110 C, fHIRRN, SOV EEHE I H
Yo 12000 r/min &0 GEOFAE 75 mm) 5 min YY
£, VIIES BRI DMF MU EESES: 3 I, BT
HAE TN =R T 24 he

23.2 MIL-101 (Fe) &MIEATIREE  BURLAR K/
HEERR, RH 3 R 3 KRR wh, HEE
BHE (AL IR (B) RMEFE] (C) X MIL-101
(Fe) Kiffe K/MPsgm . KPR, SLikih 54
R E M A BT WK 10, J7 25001 W3k 11,
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%10 MIL-101 (Fe) EXERKE, W54
Table 10 Factors level, experimental design and result of
orthogonal test of MIL-101 (Fe)

T A B/mL C/min D (%) Hif&/nm
111y 10y 124y (1) 398.1
2 1) 20Q) 242 Q) 526.1
311 303) 363) Q) 4972
4 1:2) 10) 242 Q) 4943
5 1:2Q2) 202 363) () 689.9
6 1:22) 303) 12(0) @) 933.5
7 1:33) 10) 363) Q) 584.8
8 1:33) 202 12() () 941.3
9 1:3(3) 303) 242 () 609.1
K 14214 14772 22729 1697.1
K> 2117.7 21573 1629.5 20444
K3 21352 2039.8 17719 19328
R 713.8 680.1 643.4 347.3

*® 11 MIL-101 (Fe) &RRIERIREFHENTLER
Table 11 Analysis results of variance of MIL-101 (Fe)

WERIE BETIM AmE TE Fi P
A 110516.7089 2 55258.3544 5.27310.159 4
B 88095.6689 2 44047.8344 4.2033 0.1922
C 76 138.0356 2 38069.017 8 3.6328 0.2159
D (#%) 209584822 2 10479.2411

A

5-3400N kW 12 1mm »2(

1 UIO-66 (A). ZIF-8 (B). MIL-101 (Fe) (C) #J SEM

TENWEEREY, 3 NRYLEENEZER,
BT Al &1, MIL-101 (Fe) &t TZ
K ABICa, BIFEEIEL 101, Y855 10 mL, <5 24 h,
X ABi1Co 34T 3 #HEERAIE, S5 IR 12,

& 12 MIL-101 (Fe) &RHMLER 3 #LIIE
Table 12 Verification of MIL-101(Fe) synthesis results

(R ias Fi4%/mm PDI
1 559.0 0.535
2 586.7 0.753
3 514.9 0.638

3 fit MIL-101 (Fe) Kif£3JfE 550 nm /247, T
kA . {BRT PDIBECR, A AL,
2.4 3 #h MOFs ¥ FHIZRAE

il SEM 1 XRD 43 7%F LRG3 Fh
MOFs $iF FIFE S RN AR AE SEAT 3R AL
24.1 SEM HUM ARAE S &5, HREE S 9 i
Ja, WL T SRR, SRETER, B
M M4 2.5 min J&, #47 SEM W%%, id3% SEM
B, WSS RN 3 MR SEM SR 4
1 f7 . UIO-66 i~ 2 2KBRE Z AR TRIR, Kt
KANKIET, AR, ZIF-8 S NHARR, 28k
¥I5), KRB MIL-101 (Fe) 5/\HEAE, #
I, BRI ZES, BEERZE.

C

5.0kV 11.1mm

Fig.1 SEM images of UIO-66 (A), ZIF-8 (B), MIL-101 (Fe) (C)

242 XRD HUHEGmHARE 10 mg 47, £ Cu-Ka
(A=1.541 nm), =JE40kV, &40 mA, FHEHE
J& 2°/min &A% AT X BHRATE, B RIRT TR
(B 2>, WMERE s AL . UIo-66 £ 20
7.54°, 8.70°. 25.90°. 30.90°%5 &b (1) H7 5 14 5 Uk
IE— R0, HIEHAMA RIS I, ZIF-8 AT
WHIEALE 20 7.50°, 10.54°, 12.90°. 16.62°}% 18.20°,
BIFFE SOk ERIE 1Y ZIF-8 7 S8, MIL-101(Fe)
7E 20 5.44°. 8.70°. 9.30°. 10.52° %% 16.68°4b35 31
B 2 (IR A, 55 ELRIE ) MIL-101 LR XRD

RFAIE UG — 35122,

i BN G R RIS R, ZIF-8 ] & i,
Kif2/AN, Al L2RE, BAE SRR E
SRIEFE ZIF-8 34T f5 4425 5L
2.5 ZIF-8 XHFLBRLAEFIZHAKA (ZIF-8@
CeD) HUMERERAZ
25.1 ZIF-8 ZMEABARTE KAWL
1T82). FiEE ZIF-8 MR E T8 AR FES
W, I BEE— 2 I TE], 12 000 r/min 550 (55
D42 75 mm) 5 min, FHEEZ RS, SR TES
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A

| IO V1 N

B C

‘. J L ur‘xlgld 1l |I,L 9 R T ‘ .,11 RTINSO B ‘ L _ ‘.| L
10 25 40 55 5 15 25 35 5 10 15 20
20/(°) 20/(°) 20/(°)
2 UIO-66 (A). ZIF-8 (B). MIL-101 (Fe) (C) AJ XRD
Fig. 2 XRD images of UIO-66 (A), ZIF-8 (B), and MIL-101 (Fe) (C)

T4, EIfS ZIF-8@Cel 325494 K K h | AL E
2.5.2 WAENE g 3 ,

(1D HABRLROUEFM: AN Agilent A -
Zorbax Eclipse plus Cis # (250 mmX4.6 mm, 5 0 3 10 15 20

um); BN ZHE-0.1%BER2 KK IEW (80 : 20),
SRR AR E 1.0 mL/min; KR 35 C; 48
MK 244 nm; BEFEE 10 uL.

(2) X R SR 45 FE B REUE AR R
5mg T 10 mL &, I Eva I Emi 2 205,
VE it 8 T - RS B A 459K 2 mL T 5 mL &),
I EEM R R ZIRE, RIS 5 H ABLLER 0.2 mg/mL
PRIT FE A

LR AU 1 45 B ZIF-8@Cel £ 5 mg,
FEEMRE, 01 mL UKESER, hnid & R 7= A 3
(ThE 150 W. i 40 kHz) 20 min, E&HZE 10 mL
B, ®A, RS

(4) AL AR f % BT AdElyy 5
mg, FEEMRE, %R “2.5.2 (2)” Tk st
A TR -

(5) LIEMHELL: 2Rl B s iR, Ak
i VA VBRI BH P A S A RS 1 mL, L BE e ik
JE, I 92,52 (D7 UGG, B man
R, s E L 3.

(6) LNERRFELL: FHEFRITE A MR Z A R
i 5.0 mg BT 10 mL &EHiH, HEERZZE, i
HI T BN 0.5 mg/mL (IR R S BR . R S5
HURRROE &, O B FRE, 15 315 IR FE 530
7902, 0.1, 0.05. 0.02. 0.01. 0.005 mg/mL %%
SR SR 4% “2.5.2 (1) TR JFEEAM, Llg
TRCAPAER (V), SRR ARAASR (XD, 2
PRl fH 2R AT ERYER ), 158 A BRLL R [H
FERN Y=12125696.90 X+14 234.01, R*=1.0000,
FWEHE AL FRALE 0.005~0.5 mg/mL £ R K1

t/min
3 ZIF-8 (A). EABLAHZNREM (B) & ZIF-8@Cel (C)
#9 HPLC
Fig. 3 HPLC of ZIF-8 (A), celastrol reference substance (B)
and ZIF-8@Cel (C)

(7)) FfRS e &R MR “2.52 (2)”
TR IR SRSV, FRBERR RS, R “2.5.2 (17 T
R SR AR AT I E o B Al U S A N v R 3 A%
N PRI it o AR B RO R A PR, R A v R
ICHS RS BB 10 f T ROARE o Sk FE B R 4 1)
EER. ARER, HABRLENIEMIRA 0.06
pg/mL, EFEMRH 0.20 pg/mL.

(8) K& E WIS : FEWIREKREAN 0.2
mg/mL ¥ A R E N RS 1 mL, %08 “2.5.2
(D7 TN IS Z A RIESAE 6 I, LR 3
d, iU, TH5 RSD . 45 5 H A5 % & RSD
N 1.62%, HIEAEZEE RSD A 0.32%, M HKE%
B R AT

(9) Famthills: HH B ZIF-8@Cel il i
W 1 mL, I8 “2.52 (17 Wi N @i, 75
FE0. 24 4. 8. 12, 24 h #bFE, iCIETHIAN, 5L
RSD {, MM A RSD {4 0.37%, R4
SVARAE 24 h WEESE

(10) HEMHAE: EEHE 6 # ZIF-8@Cel
LW, 23 R B I b K A TR
mL, %M “2.5.2 (1”7 TR S &R E . 45
R ZIF-8@Cel HiHEHABARNTFHEHAERN
23.36%, L RSD 1H N 1.15%, FHME HIEMESR
PERITS
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(1) JnEERISCRREE : R EFRE ZIF-8@Cel
FEdh 2.5 mg, B 0.5 mg/mL X[ AW 1 mL, 3%
MR “2.5.2 (307 TUT J7 v & AL RIS I T
6 1, WARIIFEREIVCEA 97.77%, RSD /M 5%,
RIZIEFWCRRF A EER .

2.5.3 ZIF-8@CEL #Zj T2 AR HE

(1) ZIF-8 5HABARZREILELE: Wi
BRI S TSE IR 2 R, W ZIF-8 5 AL RN
BN T 20 1010201, 301, HRER
¥ 5 mg/mL, #HZGIFA] 24 h, ELEEZG R TRAR K
INR AR 2. S5 (R 13) KW, FE#E ZIF-8 bl
G R, Kift i/ NEaS, AR RN,
B2 153 01 kigRR, B ERAE ZIF-8 t
BIEI 3 KN . SRE kiR SR ELE R, EF
ZIF-8 5 CEL Hufil 2 @ 1 34T JR 8525,

T 13 UFS5ENBAERBHLARRERER (X5,
n=3)

Table 13 Results of single factor investigation of the ratio of
ZIF-8to CEL (X £s,n=3)

ZIF-8 5%~

" K42 /mm PDI WAE/%
1:2 451.8+4.5 034720.025 41324234
1:1 272.6+23 0.296+0.036 32.17£2.15
2:1 176.4+25 0211£0.019 24.5841.98

1 1740£19 0.20520.026 20.65%1.69

(2) I [R5 B2 [R] B4 R 4824
1T NREEK . B 5 ZIF-8 5 CEL Ebfi 2 & 1, 25
JREWKE 5 mg/mL, WENE 24, 12, 6 h it
1T, G (R 14) R, INAERARL 1R A28k
N, R ERAIG, B E A TE] 24 he

(3) iR 52 [FE ZIF-8 5 CEL It
B2 11, A 24 h, HLECZGMREIRE 1. 2.
5. 10~ 20 mg/mL K52, 4559 (£ 15) £MH, 24
Yyl IR E A 1 mg/mL B, RARAEXT N, R 2
HERE.

G FERBRRGER, MEmRERATEN

F= 14 PFARERERERLER (Xts,n=3)
Table 14 Results of single factor investigation of drug
loading time (Xt S, n=3)

t/h $if%/mm PDI B/ %

24 176.4+25  0211+0.019  24.58+1.98

12 1625+1.6  0288+0.055  20.59+1.56
6 1623+15  0255+0.046  1531+1.45

K15 HYMREREEERRERER (X£s,n=3)
Table 15 Results of single factor investigation of drug
concentration (Xt s,n=3)

JREH L/

Fi4%/mm PDI HUEI%
(mg-mL™)
1 1629424  0.296+0.034 23.82+1.88
2 1883+£27  0.355+0.059  21.09+1.98
5 179.1£3.5  0.308+£0.045 22.72+1.66
10 1892446  0.351£0.056 22.19+1.75
20 1745+£19 0276+£0.029 22.01%1.77

ZIF-8 5 CEL Fi&tl 2 : 1, #2515 0A] 24 h, 2%
BIREN | mg/mL. #HT 3 it T 2500E, 4558
ZIF-8@CEL W F-#4ki12 (164.9£8.0) nm, PDI
9 0.297+£0.029, #HZAjEN (23.47£0.26) %, L
ZRETAT.
2.6 ZHRAKFEAIFMN

HepG2 4HITE S A 10% 864 LG fprA & (100
pg/mL HEHEEM 100 pg/mL FHE ) ) DMEM &
WERE RS, 7£37 C. 5% CO, FREFE 2~3 d.

18 LU i 2 CEL Al ZIF-8@CEL 40 i 25 11
M 21, KH CCK-8 Al =* 5 ZIF-8 %I HepG2
YRR SN E 1 . 20 i 7 6 S IR R
80% LA LIRS, FHIRER ET B AU R 4, IFAE
iR R R AU R T 96 FLAR, FERRE R
100 uL/AL, FEFEE N 6000 4N/L, BEFEIER
SRJE AN A R vk FE 1Y) ZIF-8 AbBR4HIH 24 h, FF b
TEWL LIS 10% CCK-8 (1) 100 pL 5577 7%
W, 37 CEOLIFE 3 h. HEEFROCNE T 7E 450 nm
BRAMBEE (D H. WRIEE 16, RNFEFEIR
FERY ZIF-8 (0. 10 20. 30. 40 pg/mL) %5 24 h
J&, AHMAEIE TR E A, Uil ZIF-8 £S5 7
BN ELEMN. B, CCK-8 L T H AR
41 A ZIF- 8@CEL % HepG2 21 i ) #1245 SR (%
17) SoRbEE B BT, A AR 2B IS,
HAWEREIREMCE. FABO RIS
W (half-inhibitory concentration, ICso) fE A 3.821
pg/mL, ZIF-8@CEL [ ICso fH N 3.289 pg/mL (LA
TARRARIT) . SAHFETEWR T AR R KM
T, ZIF-8@CEL %t HepG2 4141l R K 55, 1Cso
HE N
3 e

MOFs 456 [ AHUPREE AT R gt S oAU A
MRS . HERSBEAIE. JumEL)
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*16 AFEIRERE ZIF-8 {EM 24 h [5 HepG2 HARERITEIE
R (X+s,n=4)

Table 16 Survival rate of HepG2 cells after different
concentrations of ZIF-8 for 24 h (X £s,n=4)

R /(ug-mL ™) I AT %
0 100.00£0.00

10 101.87+4.14

20 103.13£5.00

30 105.44+3.16

40 105.88+4.41

%® 17 BLBUES ZIF-8@CEL % HepG2 #paE1H
CCK8 4R (Xts,n=4)
Table 17 CCKS results of CEL and ZIF-8@CEL on HepG2
cytotoxicity (X S, n=4)

JR IR /(ngmL ™) AT 1Y%

(LR AR ED N FARN ZIF-8@Cel
el = RO 100.00+0.00 100.00+0.00
0.5 92.03+4.45" 89.70+5.30"
1 72.13+3.65" 77.04+1.91"
2 42.04+3.98" 46.09+2.76"
4 36.72+3.53" 40.0243.89"
8 19.124+2.16" 25.9242.56"

L Ax R P<0.05
P <0.05 vs control group

SER 145G, HAXNIRIG IS & 12 ER N IE
WifRE, RN TENDRERET, Nl
HIEZWAW, &BE T AN ERNE. SEET,
AT IR, B R 2R, Baati %24
#1147 MIL88B. MIL8SA Jz MIL100 %% fihik ik
MOFs, FHEfkd S BB A, KIMHEAN 2
4 FEF AR PR A Pk B - R ML, JFidE it IR
WA HERR, AN EERU .

A2 1% FEA 3 25 MOFs 235l J& T UI0s &4
ZIFs R%|5 MILs &%, ERIFREH, X 3 K
MOFs £ P15 245 S R B FH 4% %2 . U10-66. ZIF-8
5 MIL-101 (Fe) 43720 3 28 MOFs {8k, H
SE AR UCHTUN RS . ANEE R SR, BT
ANFE GBI R, H. 3 ZAPRLEA ASE 6 5 A4
iy, BARIFMAERME. HAl, X3 f MOFs 1F
N IRIE 78 52 395 2 53 2526 Haddad %5127)
fiiH U10-66 MM AY A L8, FRE
T AT AR T =R, B RAF BRI AL
RAEL . Zhang ZEPSUEH ZIF-8 4P MR AT

2y, BB R B, K
ki BA RIFRIPUMIEBER . Cai FFREHTERAN 5-
RIRVOGE M T5M MIL-101 (Fe) LAHEIhREAL,
PKTG, AR SEETUME Y E AT R, A
e 57 1 5 s R AG AN B [ S e e v 1 o AR SR i
PR 3R 245 G IEASIAES 73 7% 3 28 MOFs 16 i
TEHAT TR, 193RI & T2 & LR, ZIF-8
KIARLE 154 nm Zofy, JERAN, SBRLF, A6
B15), EEARAGEEA T G855

XIF CEL HE#, W AR “—2%” 5
B “ —HRR7 NS G R EHFEIR N, 4
BHGRER, 2590 0 TR BN )
M se G s apRl, B RLE T — e ik
P 25 R — e B IR, AREE AR B 524
2. ATHITORIS RN, “ ik IR 2
K3 R BAR, I i LR S B T
[FIS, KR SRR, AR 5% A R4
it 900 nme LTI e T B AR T S H R
LM, AR SRR R B v R L S 4R
BT EA TR AY), FEULRIT ZIF-8 48
HLEED, RFRARR, RN SRR, Fik
AR LT3, Ed R R, e
SR B 1Y) 3 AR B BRI LG . 2 ]
S5, BAME A 120N ZIF-8 58 A1
LB 2 01, FEGHEE] 24 h, ZWIFEIREN 1
mg/mL, 5% ZIF-8@CEL %if2 A 165 nm /4, 4
B s, WMAEL 23%, LERERT.

B, CCK-8 B PRI AT T ZIF-8. CEL
M ZIF-8@CEL X HepG2 Al f4MHIE R, 459 3%
B ZIF-8 7E L5071 & T 24t R4, ZIF-8@CEL #H
BT RARAZMEIBIR TR, 1Cso [HHE/N. JE5E
A M FE AL A AR N PR e i — P IR ik g oK
BARPIH

FBAR FAVEHFRARGEAEZFR
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