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N BHR WSS B RYHIE T Z ML R AR IMTEM
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# ZE: BB 12K Box-Behnken W il-XUM 7% (Box-Behnken design-response surface method, BBD-RSM) 4k /N E%5 A
fig g i A& (parthenolide liposomes, Par-Lips) 4b77, FXJHBHT I ERAE LV RINARETN . 535 SRR 80EH &
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N (83.18£0.90) %, #HEEN (5.87£0.06) %, {HAA (-7.36£0.02) mV. KifEA (67.38%£0.33) nm. PDI & 0.200+
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Abstract: Objective To optimize the formulation of parthenolide liposomes (Par-Lips) by Box-Behnken design-response surface
method (BBD-RSM), and to characterize its quality and evaluate its efficacy in vitro. Methods Par-Lips was prepared by the thin-
film hydration method. The encapsulation efficiency, drug loading, { potential, particle size and PDI were investigated. The formulation
of Par-Lips was optimized through single factor and BBD-RSM, and the formulation of Par-Lips was evaluated. At the same time,
CCK-8 assay was used to investigate its in vitro efficacy on bile duct cancer TFK-1 cells. Results The optimum formulation of Par-
Lips was 68.68 mg of DSPE-PEGa2000, the ratio of membrane to material was 150:1 and the ratio of drug to lipid was 1:10.15. The
encapsulation efficiency of Par-Lips was (83.18 £+ 0.90) %, the drug loading was (5.87 + 0.06) %, the { potential was (—7.36 + 0.02)
mV, the particle size was (67.38 £ 0.33) nm, and the PDI was 0.200 + 0.003. The release of Par-Lips in vitro has a certain sustained

release effect compared with parthenolide. The results of antitumor activity in vitro showed that compared with parthenolide solution,
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Par-Lips significantly inhibited the growth of bile duct cancer TFK-1 cells in vitro (P < 0.001). Conclusion The optimal formulation

process of Par-Lips was obtained by BBD-RSM. The preparation has uniform particle size, good stability, sustained release and can

significantly inhibit the growth of bile duct cancer TFK-1 cells.

Key words: parthenolide; liposome; cholangiocarcinoma; cytotoxicity; Box-Behnken design-response surface method; thin-film

hydration method; pharmaceutics; CCK-8 assay; antitumor

/NES NS (parthenolide) F& —Fh i i A
BESERRY), RICH R34 J& A/ E 35
Chrysanthemum parthenium (L.) Cav., HEHPLK.
PO IR AP0 TR S 2 FEAE U2, 0k Stk E 4 I
i~ BT Z e e s 55 22 Mo RE 38 A VR T T R B0,
HAT, KT/ B2 A Bs o8 591 FALST A i
i, HpuMEIER SN FER. T ZRigng
PEL VT I AR AR IR W AL S TR kU8, ot
Ab, BT RIS 2R P R AT e A A SR
RN AT R ARE-1 1Ak 1O i3t FIE A e 240 P )
T, M HIGFEA TS, X RN A% N BT
MR G A — & BT AN B, (A AT IR
HERE .

SR, /N5 N ERAEAE KIS EZEDD, IR
AR BEART2), AR 5 TR AR AR e 3145 Bk
A BRI T A G AR R SRR o AT
FEN BT AR H — 26 5C TN 56 IR R 40K
filFaua-el, (B R ZAAEAERRK, FaE Mg
PEANGE FRAR S ) 07180, PR, IS SR — A
()77 LA /N 1 56 N R I AR BE L Ao M S A ok
AR R, TR N 2 N BRE TR T IR T T
(R ARYT LA B (B S  SLe

fE Ak (liposomes) A& F& 15 T R 55 255 5 70 X
T KA BT ) B G 1 5 KA 5 7 1)
/NZEID, ARy —MR R 2 ihik #iik, A
FIEK W ARG R . B
RS AYIRIT R RO BRARA R S S SRR 20210,
IR B 5 AR AT IR BRI, ARG/
126 AT PR A T A 1, T 42 v FLAE R
JE. #T4EK, Box-Behnken #it-RURiHTE (Box-
Behnken design-response surface method, BBD-RSM)
FERIFR T2k rh iz S 224, 5o A IESE
Wt ITEAH L, FLSRIe 8 R AL m . B s A il
M 5 S s it

FET U, AN AT R FH IR 23 B0 2% /N 3R N
figfig ik (parthenolide liposomes, Par-Lips), LA
B, HAE. (B KA PDI RIFN faiR,
i I B R K S0 F1 BBD-RSM ik Y Par-Lips ()5

B T2, HX HAEAT HI) 2= RAE S RS U R
VY, BIERESARNBUIRE R 23
SESERHOCHIT ST R R IR S ) A, BN/ 1A TR 1T
BB FE R DA B T TR PR B FH 4k — 5 1) S 56
WIEFIH MER S
1 XEEHR
1.1 {¢E5

Shimadzu LC-10AT B i %GR AH (LA, HA S
HA T KQ-800DE BYHy% i Ak id e ds, Bl
AR A PR AT Sartorius SQP L7 K7, b
AR Z R TR A 7] s DHG-9240A A AL F4
FONTIRFE, Ll —fERAU S B IR A F] ; Zetasizer
Nano ZS U AT, 9EEH /R AR ; Heracell
1501 B4 S AbmEs 74, 55 B AR K H/RRHECA R
AF]; LDC-5 M & AMLHE 0L, R EH K
WA PR 7] ; BCD-450WDENU1 Myk4t, 5 5i/R
I AT PR A R206D AU sk 78 K AL, b A4l
B BR A =) 5 HEIE RO, B B AR 4 & 3 500,
<[ Millipore /2 7]; Sonifier 450D 4 fg il i AX
<[ Bransaon A #]; Aynergy H1 ZUEEFR1Y, 5% E 1A
A BT R A W s HT7800 713 i e 7~ S ks, H A
Hitachi A #] .
12 iK%

NEFNBRIRELZ), PR 98.54%, b
269872, W H LifgmE o AE R ARFAIRA R
%G A EE X IR, S DST240311-021, &%
99.28%, W H KA RFERELRHARAR; K&
YRR (IS SY-S0-230607). - Hifi i ik 2 filg i Pk
L WE -8 2 . FF 2000 ( DSPE-mPEGao, 5
C20128). fHFEEE (#t5 C20392), MH YHH (&
) EHRFEARAR: HEE ('S 67-56-1). &
i§ (b5 75-05-8), WJH 3 E Fisher AF]; =& H
fit, i 20220901, Wy H E 255 B0 2GR TR 2
Al BERIE IR 4K, S 111319SD, W H B
G EEHIE R A 75 CCK-8 W5 &, fit5 C0039,
WH FEBERREMERBGARLA
RPMI1640 55775, #t5 6123120, W H3EE Gibeo
AF]
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2 FAEEHR
2.1 Par-Lips 89%1%&

R PR 56 M BR JERL ) 23 mg K DR
fig 233.80 mg- fH [E % 0.78 mg DSPE-mPEG000 68.67
mg - 250 mL [FE G, A 3.5 mL =&
TR, THEH 25 r/min. 50 C NIUEEFE 28Kk
30 min PARREA VAR, S3FEE, A 50 C
TRAGE BB RR Eh 220t (PBS. pH7.4) 12 mL 7843
KA 30 min, 220 PR AFAGER A5 AL B 45 min (D)3
SOW. A 2s. ARG 2s), 3T 0.22 pm FFLIEAEED
Al 152 Par-Lips, T 4 ‘C F{RfF. 25 R 4 (blank
liposome, B-Lips) [¥iill % /5% 5 Par-Lips —%(, {H
AN 56 A R S5 AL 2
2.2 HPLCEMNE/NBRENEENESE
221 (O3E%M 3%y Shim-Pack VP-ODS Cig
SHRE (150 mm X 4.6 mm, 5pum); BTN -
7K (60 :40); KM KN 209 nm; AFREN 1.0
mL/min; F£iRN 30 C; HEFEEN 20 pL.

222 EWREIH &

(1) /N2 YT RE SR I BN 48 Y B )
G E, BERe, BT S mL BRAasEET, U
HEE 7, R ISR R BRI, #257, i 0.22
wm FUFLIEME,  RIT /N 12 N R HE S A TR

(2)Par-Lips HHi %7 - ¥5 % WX Par-Lips ¥
M O0.1mL, BT SmLERtaEIRH, CLHFERAEH,
RS R R EZIE, R, 1022 pm AL
JiEE, E[453 Par-Lips izt fiA W .

(3) B-Lips i V& : K% WAL B-Lips &
0.1mL, BT SmLAREEMS, CLHECNER, &
PRI R EZEE, $B21, i 0.22 um GALIERE,
B1S B-Lips i i & -

223 LMXRRFEER FEE 10.00 mg /NEZ
MBI, BT 10 mL B2 RT, IAHESE
KEZIE, #£2), #1744 1.000 mg/mL /N3 A
P oS HESIA R . FH /DN 156 PR TR R R VAR ) S
10, 25, 50, 100, 150 pg/mL 41 i &k B 1 %o 1
ARV, 1% “2.2.17 TN ISR E, 05
UEETRT RS o DA/IN 1 26 PN TRt R YT P D TR AR A A AL
b (Y, JREIRE AR (X0, T4,
BT FE Y=21 887 X+5 490.1, r=0.999 9, %
FRU/NAZABEE 5~150 pg/mL 28155 R BT,
224 LEMHEHEKE H B-Lips KX MAER . Par-
Lips A iak it 38 VORI /N 9 485 3 IR 0F R v V9, R

“2.2.17000 ok S5 A HEREDN 52 , 43 )id sk HPLC K.
2R (B 1) £, 44T, DA%
IR AT, SR e ST .

A

AN

[ T T T T T T T 1

/NEHGA B

T T T T T T T T 1
0 2 4 6 8

t/min
1 B-Lips fHiXmiF& (A NEFAEERRER
(B) #0 Par-Lips #ti{mi&i®& (C) B HPLC
Fig. 1 HPLC of B-Lips test sample solution (A),
parthenolide reference substance solution (B) and Par-Lips
test solution (C)

225 MEEEEHEE

(1) HAARGERE: B “2.2.2 (2)” T N Par-Lips
BOR AT 6 1, T%IE “2.2.17 TN A& AT
W, 1d WESHEFENE 6 K, 10T, 5
H RSD. Z53KE, /NEAZ A BRIETFF RSD N
0.78%, HH WK R LT

(2) HIEAg#E: B “2.2.2 (2)” TN Par-Lips
BOR IR 6 1, 1% “2.2.17 TN g & AT
W5 , LRI E 6 d, i, 53 RSD.
SRR, NEE N BRI R RSD N 1.64%, H
BNETE iz sy o

(3) UG EE: BUL. . BEIRE O
H2%5 WS 60, 75+ 90 ug/mL) HJ Par-Lips {5 ¥4
W, FEMR “2.2.17 TUR A AT I E, 1d ik
SEHEREDNE 6 X, iCsRUETAR, THEIL RSD. 45
Ko, & . mAERE (60, 75, 90 ug/mL)
Par-Lips i i i /Iy 1 % A RIS TRIAR () RSD 43
A 0.66% 0.16%. 0.92%, HALZNG 2 EHUT .
22,6 faEMEHEE HL“2.2.2(2)7 T Par-Lips i
R, oAl FHl& 5 0. 2. 4. 64 8. 164 24h
HEREME, %R “22.17 TR i &R TIE,
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ORISR, 1HHEH RSD. 455K, Par-Lips fit
TR /N 3 N BRI AR TR RSD A 1.08%, it
WA IATRAE 24 h WFaEME R IT.

227 HEEMFEH BUZE “2.22 (2)7 BUNGE
il £ I¥) Par-Lips i i i 6 7, &8 “2.2.17 1
AT, oM, HHEANA%
PN 5 B2 ) RSD R 0.91%, 22 Ii% 5256 57 8
EYERT

2.2.8 fOFEEIUCEEELEE 435I HL Par-Lips 100 pL %
9 A SmL AR EIRH, 251 150, 200, 250 uL
AN S IR ST, B, . E R
(60, 75\ 90 ug/mL) 3 4, BFHNAT 3y HEEE
REZELSE, B 600l B TN THE 3
500 MUABIER LA T, LA 4000 r/min B0 (B0
% 6.5cm) 60 min, HXEEJEM, 0.22 pm FFLIEL)E
o, FERR 2217 TN EIERAREATIE, G0k
AR, THEAS/IN 56 N R P 2 InAE RN R 231
97.47%, RSD 4 1.93%, &SR3 i o A4 B4 X /)N
12 P9 6 S D TG B S5

229 FESIE BUSFRIEES, IZHR “2.2.27 i
THERI SRR, R 2217 TUF A%
PEREREI E, FFMRE “2.2.37 TR A AR DN
FI26 MR &

23 BHRER. HHE. NER CEMBNE

231 GEF RHGEMNE B Par-Lips 100 pL
% 5mL fFERHET, MAFEREEAZEZE, 0.22
um LRI, $ 08 “2.2.17 TN (i S kA
e /N5 N ER R E (W) 5 EL Par-Lips 600 pL
EREMX T RE 3 500 HIESEOET, 4000
r/min & CGEO¥4E 6.5cm) 60 min, HUELJER T
SmL BRfaE, HEEERBZIEL, #EFE HPLC
W5 /N 56 A BRI B 250 & (WD, 73 g A
(1 (2 THHE/ANA% AR IR T

HAE=W2— W)(W2+W3) 2
Wi RIS IR, W N RA TR SRR, W R
G bRl
232 Kifd e CHAZEIIE  HX Par-Lips 100 uL,
KA AUKFRE 10 5, 182, B TRAARE R, R
F| Zetasizer nano ZS Bk MG @ kife . £ 43
BFE%0 (polydispersity index, PDI); BHL Par-Lips
100 uL, KA 4 KR 10 5, 18], BT AL
e, R Zetasizer nano ZS UL EE 43 B A
E C AL, BEAEPATIIE 3 K.
24 HFEZEEE Par-Lips 8 FILTZEH
2.4.1 DSPE-mPEGa HEFES  [EE 4774/ E
% NBE (24.00 mg) MH[EEE (15.44 mg) K57 ON%
g (266.82 mg) K&, (L% DSPE-mPEG2o00 H
B0 164 32, 48. 64. 80mg, %M “2.17 I
U7k % Par-Lips, PAEEPR, FHHAE. KiE.
PDI. ¢ WA NH SR bRnt Hl AT VP, 53R
1. Y4 DSPE-mPEGao F & IZHIE iy, G 3 H0
WAERELTRE EFAMES: KR ¢ A £
WA, M PDI W 2B . 24 DSPE-
mPEGa000 FHE A 80 mg B, fldf 3, #Zj& . PDI.
C AT, MUk DSPE-mPEGaoe H &4 80 mg
HHAT IR 8 T AR .
2.4.2 KRG OB S IH E R BT b (B D
gL [HEATTH/NAKNEE (24.00 mg) . K
WifE (272.88 mg). DSPE-mPEGag0 (80.00 mg) ]
&, {CRBEBAFEL 7359 90 £ 04 90 2 0.5, 82
8. 74 164 66 : 24, 58132, 50 : 40, ¥ “2.1”7 Wi
N7 % Par-Lips, DA, AR, Kt
PDI.  HUAAENE S bn AT VR, S5 R
2. BB Par-Lips A IH [ B FH & B 36 0, 3 A 4%
i RS, R Re R IHE R 2 AR T
/NES N BTSRRI EE DY 90 1 0.5

AR =W — W)/ W

(D

B, fdER, A=, KifE. PDI A C AT .

%1 DSPE-mPEGa0 Fl 2%t Par-Lips 8%, HA=E. ffE. PDI. (BMNFWERE (Xts,n=3)
Table 1 Effects of DSPE-mPEG2000 dosage on encapsulation efficiency, drug loading, particle size, PDI and { potential of

Par-Lips (X £ s, n=23)

DSPE-mPEGzo00/H] F:/mg 3 2/% WA EI% Hifz/inm PDI CHLAL/MV
16 68.11+2.72 5.07+0.21 70.85+0.80 0.245+0.003 —4.80+0.48
32 67.73+2.83 4.89+0.21 74.64+0.75 0.23940.002 —6.73+0.37
48 67.09+2.46 4714017 71.85+0.21 0.236+0.004 —6.77+0.49
64 72.56+2.38 4.95+0.16 72.76+0.59 0.219+0.001 —7.8240.56
80 77.29+1.34 5.13+0.09 74.97+0.45 0.200+0.007 ~7.434+057
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<2 [EMEEXT Par-Lips B23%E, HA=. AfE. PDL. (HAMFIIER (Xts,n=3)

Table 2 Effects of film ratio on encapsulation efficiency, drug loading, particle size, PDI and { potential of Par-Lips (X £ s,

n=3)
JERA HE /% A EI% iz Inm PDI G AL /mvV
90:0 81.97+0.91 5.22+0.06 72.811+0.48 0.221+0.005 —7.90+0.17
90 :05 82.42+0.31 5.24+0.02 67.241+0.79 0.196+0.006 —7.781£0.47
82:8 72.031+2.60 4.741+0.06 71.62+0.79 0.192+0.003 —5.30+0.14
7416 60.85+1.18 4.01+0.07 75.47+0.37 0.206 +0.006 -6.19+0.17
66 . 24 46.52+1.75 3.13+0.10 78.02+1.11 0.185+0.003 -5.88+0.23
58 : 32 36.16+1.21 2.38+0.03 81.15+0.65 0.200+0.008 —-5.64+0.40
50 : 40 29.32+1.03 1.93+0.02 87.48+0.82 0.212+0.004 —6.291+0.18

IR [ i o P B R B IR DL T R T Bl 1
St M AE N P AR IS TR HE 51 B SR S AR, RT3 Y
I IE [ B B B2 25 ) AL B R AN R e PR RS,
WEEEAL EE A 90 ¢ 0.5 AT RS T 2.

243 PNAFWNERSKSERBEIEREL (R
g [EEA TR RS IREEAR (272.88 mg). JHIH
fi (0.77 mg) DSPE-mPEGag0 (80.00mg) HIH &,
IR 209 1 0500 1025, 1:16.5. 1°
12.5. 12104 105, #%M& “2.17 TR J5 ik % Par-

Lips, LV Z. #24&E. ke, PDI. CHLAMEN
FEIRPR O AT IR, 2SR NER 3. B /NEK
PSP E BN, Par-Lips 603 3 44 S 3R/
P, X AT RS RN AE K T ORI S RE i =
ABREDL T, HXNA%NEREERRE G R. 7T
/IS5 TS B Par-Lips HIFRPREZIAE K. 24
Ziflgttoy 1010 2R HCOR, Rife. PDIAIC
AL GHE R/ NBARTEEAR, WOk 2GRN 1010
BT JE 8 T Ailsg .

&3 ZHASEEXY Par-Lips B3R, HAE. fE. PDL. (BAUMEMER (X£s,n=3)
Table 3 Effects of drug- lipid ratio on encapsulation efficiency, drug loading, particle size, PDI and { potential of Par-Lips
(Xxs,n=3)

2l 03 2/% BHEI% HifzEinm PDI CHLAL/mV

1:50 85.34+1.11 1.30+0.01 74.00+0.29 0.202+0.003 -7.14+0.34
1:25 81.80+1.00 2.45+0.03 72.14+0.69 0.205+0.003 -7.04+0.19
1:165 76.42+2.84 3.414+0.12 71.50+0.88 0.206+0.002 —-7.444+0.32
1:125 75.43+0.49 4.38+0.01 70.73+1.11 0.214+0.000 -7.31+0.16
1:10 73.47+1.26 5.1540.10 69.52+1.01 0.218+0.002 —7.3440.09
1:5 34.34+0.31 4.59+0.01 71.18+0.97 0.218+0.011 -12.67+1.11

244 KBEEEZE B/ NAE%ERNE  PDIL G HEAE AR ERERG LTI, &R ILER

(27.28 mg) . AH[EEE (0.77 mg)- K HIfEAR (272.88
mg). DSPE-mPEGag (80.00mg) M=, 1%
IKIBIRE 551N 45 504 55, 60, 65 °C, f#4E“2.17
WU J7E0#% Par-Lips, PAEEZ, HZiE. KE.

4. TEKIBREILE] 50 Cla, AERMBAEET
B, RO SIRE E R A AR IR DL B, R
R AN 2 G5, AR T2 (HKH IR
Xt Par-Lips HIHLE MG EITLEEL N (P>

F4 KBIEEXS Par-Lips B, HHAE. KiZ. PDI. (HRAKFEWER (X+s,n=3)

Table 4 Effects of water bath temperature on encapsulation efficiency, drug loading, particle size, PDI and { potential of

Par-Lips (X £ 5, n=23)

KR 1 C WE % BARI% RifE/nm PDI g fr/mv
45 79.10+3.80 5.67+0.28 70.70+0.16 0.220+0.002 -8.61£0.26
50 81.73+0.81 5.86+0.05 71.4340.09 0.223+0.003 —8.18+0.25
55 79.97+0.72 5.73+0.03 68.81+0.61 0.209--0.006 ~7.20+0.14
60 80.94+0.45 5.79+0.03 71.3440.26 0.242+0.019 -8.21£0.15
65 81.28+2.19 5.82+0.15 70.41+0.14 0.216+0.008 —8.95+0.36
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0.05), FHEH| =FH 5B & HEk S AN AL (61.7
C, FRERSET), HRBERS, HAKBIRER
50 ‘CH, Par-Lips F3sr 2 Mg Sk, Hukd
AKIRIRE S 50 CHEAT a2k T 2R .

245 EAENAFEL b E 4 J7 N BN B
(27.28 mg)- H[EEE (0.77 mg). KEUifENE (272.88
mg). DSPE-mPEGag0 (80.00 mg) (&, 1A%
FAFE IS )43 )4 04 154 30+ 45, 60 min, %08 “2.17
WU R 7775 4% Par-Lips, PAVELENR. #izh=. KifE.
PDI.  HUAAENE S b TR, S5 %
5. fEMEFEI AT 15 min 5, QB EMEZEE
BN B%, o] RS DR A A ) K T 80 o 54 i

*x 5 BEFTEXT Par-Lips B %R, HHE.

T, ERLARAN PDIAHXTACK . 7E 7 R S 43 1) 5
DA B, df 22 TN 48 24 8 e K PR A7 100 3k 4% 7 i )
N 45 min BT 5 8 T 2R .

2.4.6 JRFEHEEEF S [H E TN A% N BE
(27.28 mg)- E[EEE (0.77 mg). KE UG (272.88
mg)~ DSPE-mPEGao0 (80.00 mg) &, L%
EEEHFE /3 W) 254 504 75+ 100+ 125 r/min, %08
“2.17 iR 7144 Par-Lips, PLVEEFER. #HZj=E.
Kttt PDL.  HALAE A GEHR bR Hdk AT VPN, 25
RN 6. BEAETEFEEERIN, IR E
BEIH . BLEA. J5 FBREE, R
PRI TR BE AR T MR AR I ARsE 1, S BEH 245

2. PDI. (EENIAISNEES (X+s,n=3)

Table 5 Effects of ultrasonic time on encapsulation efficiency, drug loading, particle size, PDI and { potential of Par-Lips
(Xts,n=3)

& 7 B [ /min 3 21% Y =% BAR/Inm PDI CHLAZ/IMV
0 45.82+2.25 3.2840.14 300.47+£11.29 0.393+0.042 -9.2340.09
15 84.18+1.49 6.03%0.10 77.60+1.95 0.267+0.022 -8.30+0.34
30 79.45+2.64 5.69+0.13 69.05+0.14 0.213+0.004 ~7.21+0.08
45 82.95+0.68 5.9340.04 68.85+0.95 0.221+0.008 —8.46+1.11
60 82.2411.44 5.8940.09 68.76+0.69 0.242+0.015 —8.0840.09

=6 HEAEEEN Par-Lips B3R, 8. K

2. PDI. (EEMIMEIMELRE (X+s,n=3)

Table 6 Effects of rotation speed on encapsulation efficiency, drug loading, particle size, PDI and { potential of Par-Lips
(X+s, n=3)

WEFEH EE / (r-min 1) (RS gL HAEIY% HifEInm PDI CHLAL/mV
25 85.19+0.89 6.1040.02 68.84+0.23 0.222+0.002 -7.89+0.64
50 83.13+1.85 5.95+0.11 67.97+0.51 0.227+0.003 -7.57+0.13
75 83.97 +0.41 6.0240.01 69.27+0.54 0.228-+0.004 -7.76+0.44
100 83.16+0.24 5.96+0.02 69.33+0.72 0.227+0.003 -7.57+0.76
125 82.71+1.07 5.92+0.04 67.95+1.04 0.242+0.008 —7.64+0.65

YrtlRs, RIS REAG T 4 & okl [|] 1 mlE e, S 20
DUR%, MIMfH 13 Par-Lips FI°F-¥ki4% M PDI 3K,
M TEFEIEEE N 25 r/min IR B AV E R, R
£+ PDI Al ¢ HAALZENHE R /NIAE X B AR, Mo
WEREIEE N 25 r/min BT JE 82 TR .

2.5 BBD-RSM fift. Par-Lips 275

251 AT RE RIERE R AR, EEF
X} Par-Lips 03 3R & IR K 3 N
#: DSPE-mPEGao0 FIfE (X1). BEM L (Xo) FZh
Hatt (X3, DLEFER (YD FHZAE (V). KifE (V3)
A PDI (Y NP #EFRZE4T BBD-RSM sS4 it
itk SRR IR 7. HT &% ¢ o
R I EAN R, BT DLRGE A NP FR bR .

UbAh, N T EEM RIS 4R, ARSI R
5 N3 —1L 22 & {EH2) (outside diameter, OD 1H),
HEHMZREAAFENT 2 A8 b A A
(REEAN, DUMEFE R —FRiE T AT AT B nAL
KA., B, BMAEHEZE (YD), HAE (). kg
(Y3) FIPDI (Ya) fNH—UEREME, KREL R
IEREBUR X TR BRI AR R, WA 2R
wiE, HEITRALRA 3 X TRUAFEMME
bR, wkife, tHEITAAAN (4), OD EIHH
AN (5,

dimax=(Yi— Ymin)/(Ymax — Ymin) 3)

dimin=(Ymax— Yi)/(Ymax— Ymin) 4)

OD=([T:d)"" (5
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Table 7 Experimental factor level and experimental results of BBD-RSM
75 Ximg X2 X3 Y1/% Y2/% Ysinm Ys ODMH |[/F5 Xdmg Xz Xz Yi/% Y2/% Ysinm Ys ODIH
1 72(0) 190(+1) 7.5(-1) 57.59 554 66.98 0.238 0 10 72 170 10.0 81.35 591 67.71 0.226 0.4391
2 80(+1) 170(0) 75 56.74 5.24 68.31 0.215 0 11 72 170 10.0 80.13 5.80 68.57 0.230 0.4162
3 72 150 (1) 12.5(+1) 82.53 4.75 70.38 0.202 0.4420| 12 80 150 10.0 79.43 5.48 69.08 0.180 0.458 1
4 64(-1) 150 10.0 (0) 81.11 5.88 69.21 0.213 0.4498| 13 64 170 125 79.29 4.77 68.32 0.218 0.4000
5 64 190 10.0 76.56 5.78 66.79 0.239 0.3659| 14 72 170 10.0 80.67 5.85 68.32 0.221 0.436 6
6 80 190 10.0 81.21 5.88 67.21 0.224 0.4429| 15 72 170 10.0 82.84 6.01 67.54 0.225 0.458 4
7 72 190 12.5 83.49 5.02 67.78 0.232 0 16 64 170 7.5 56.23 542 69.14 0.236 0
8 72 170 10.0 8451 6.13 68.32 0.218 0.4826| 17 80 170 125 80.37 4.62 68.57 0.209 0.416 6
9 72 150 7.5 59.51 549 69.25 0.219 0

Yo FISEBRIURAE ;s Yonax R Yonin 43 500 55 F b AT 4322 FO B AEL
MM S TAR 3, 4RI h AR T ST Yinax
BB 1, RZAT Yoin WEH 05 XFAR (4), Lk
AR SE T BT Ve KR 00 RZANT ST Yoo N
WA

252 MM KT7 75T K H Design-Expert V 13.0
BAFLLZEATRPS OD fEXT Xiv Xon X iHITHIG, 15
OD fH 1) 2 RZ o772 Y=0.446 6+0.012 7
X1—0.067 6 X,+0.157 3 X340.017 2 X1.X,+0.004 2

XX —0.110 5 XoX3+0.038 1 X12—0.055 5 Xo2 —
0.280 6 X352, R2=0.9477, P<0.01. H R*5 P {&F
CIFSIPRE/A (M sk VR o [T S8 SRR E R eI 8T
PAEIIRT 0.05, ZRARFGIFEENL, Hitix
J7 FETIUI &5 S v SR, AT RESERR IS Ol X
P &I R BOEAT T SRS, OD fHJ7 244 I
* 8.

253 HNEVEA SR KA Design Expert V
13.0 & RAR g0 A A s i) = 4Edh i il . 2 5 e

=8 HESHER (ODEH)
Table 8 ANOVA results (OD value)

WERE P HEE ¥ FE PH REME|RERE FAAM AHE B FA P B
Al 06399 9  0.0711 14.0800 0.0011 tREE | X2 00061 1 0.0061 1.2100 0.3074
X1 00013 1 0.0013 0.2571 0.6277 X2? 00130 1 0.0130 25700 0.1529
X2 00366 1 00366 7.2500 0.0310 &3 | X2 03314 1 03314 65.6400 <0.0001 #%& 3
X3 0.1980 1  0.1980 39.2200 0.0004 3| %% 00353 7 0.0050
XiX 00012 1 00012 0.2337 0.6436 S 00328 3 0.0109 17.4000 0.009 3 tREE
XiXs 00001 1 00001 0.0136 0.9103 g 0.0025 4  0.0006
XoX3  0.0488 1 0.0488 96700 0.0171 EF | MEE 06752 16

DSPE-mPEGa00 & (X1« JEFFEL (X)) FIZjHgEE
(X3) FHZEFZ—, B354 2 AN Z I EAE X
R RS OD fEZ M 45 5 WK 2. iR 4 BBD-RSM
SLIGRALSE B, 15 35 H: 4L 75 DSPE-mPEGaooo
N 68.6704mg, A ELN 150 01, ZGfgEE A 1
10.155 8. 2 L& 3|52 b 4 AR LS AXES (RS B
F1 B 24 % A DSPE-mPEGao00 & 68.68 mg,
JEFFEE 150 @ 1, Z5/8E0E 1 2 10.15, SACSM FRIE
SRERERETT: BEHEN 83.16%, WAEN
5.89%, Fift N 69.49nm, PDI A 0.209. FEILALJT
T 2% T FPATHI % 3 it Par-Lips, 455R W% 9.
2.6 Par-Lips BUHI5IZF 1M

2.6.1 Par-Lips #MFITIA/RILG ML TT

Wil &1 Par-Lips. /NEZH MBS RAM . 25 30
Bl 3 iz, Par-Lips 2RFLEM, /NEKNERER
SAUTCIR B, BONEM; ML AR, AT
TIERILGE, 17N E % N BRI R )T
TEIRREN, FW] Par-Lips #1145 % 17 f Fi Ak

2.6.2 RIARAN C HLAZHIME  BXE AR AL T i A5 1
Par-Lips 100 uL, R ZE5KFME 10 £, B2, T
Zetasizer nano ZS BRI 4 AT A & oKL AR A
(67.38+0.33) nm. PDI 4 0.200+0.003. { HLAi N
(=7.36+0.02) mV, iR WK 4.

2.6.3 TEM JE&EME Kt 7s il &1 Par-
Lips A KE M 8E, B> VR 2250 A i 5 1Y)
WL, 2% SR g, BT, Tl TR
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Fig. 2 Response surface 2D plot and 3D plot of interaction between factors (OD value)

®9 RIMAFHHEIE
Table 9 Validation of optimal prescription

P il e kAR oD CHLAL/ oDl
/% E/% nm mv
I8iEL 82.63 5.83 67.32 0.196 —7.39 0.4915
I53IE2 82.46 5.82 67.00 0.203 -7.35 0.4819
369IE3 84.45 5.95 67.81 0.203 —-7.33 0.5008
IS UFS5E. 83.18 5.87 67.38 0.200 —7.36 0.4914
RSD 0.03 040 3.04 409 174 1.83

AT HR{E 83.16 5.89 69.49 0.209 —7.49 0.4826

% (transmission electron microscope, TEM) M %2
FIAMR, S5 S, Par-Lips lEERIE, mIE%)
KN T /2. & Zetasizer nano ZS B 3 #r
AXME Par-Lips 753 1)~ F35Ri42/NT TEM (1)l &
iR, X AR T AER I FEH Par-Lips 1@ id 7K
EER (AL e A R IR TES C sl S E i)
KEARAR R, T ) 2% 453 3 (1 IR o3 4K R 35 &) b 43
RS, TRIEMR KA.

2.6.4 fEfrREEES A FE R A 7T R
il 4% 1) Par-Lips BT 4 C&%&M 67, DAITE 1~
14d F130d BUFE, 20l fT#zisE. B, Bl
F UL kA PDLL C HUAIINE, DA SR BAR R R
EME, AR (1) (2) (6) 4055 Par-Lips )
AEF, BARMBNE. &R W% 10 Jis, Par-

/N 5 P TR TR Par-Lips
B3 JNAFAESA&EF Par-Lips B95N0E (A) FITIAR

MK (B)
Fig.3 Appearance (A) and Dardel phenomenon (B) of
parthenolide solution and Par-Lips

Lips /£ 4 CIHEEHCE 30d, HAMLHIRTCIH .48
th, hEH—. FREIRE, kifg. PDI BLL C HLf7
AR o MRS IR 2 2 VP i o A it ek
et ME LSRR —. f£4 CHMHT, BEERE
MIAEK:, Par-Lips BIRZFIEDHGIN, IR
BRI R, 14 d ! Par-Lips [/ A %9 A g
HIBIRHE/NT 15%, K Par-Lips 7£ 4 CZ&HF R
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0.1 1 10 100 1000

10 000
HifE/nm
-200 -100 0 100 200
CHAL/mV

4 Par-Lips FURIE 537 (A) F1 AL (B)
Fig. 4 Particle size (A) and ¢ potential (B) of Par-Lips

&5 Par-Lips 8 TEM
Fig.5 TEM of Par-Lips

AR R AF, HA—E e tt.

VB8 = (WA I8 TR Ak £ 2L 3 6 — I 3B R Ak (.
FR)IUE G T B B 6)
2.6.5 IMiEfEMHs W 5 mL Hfl &M Par-
Lips, HEMBIER 10%M6 4 3% PBS (pH 7.4)

Fz 10 HEREIREMRE (Xts,n=3)
Table 10 Storage stability test (X £ s, n=23)

fifg i A)/d W% BEFI% BIREI% KAt /nm PDI g fir/mv
0 5.69+0.01 80.76+0.25 0 68.72+0.07 0.222+0.005 —5.75+0.25

2 5.67+0.01 80.50+0.18 0.32+0.01 68.90+0.60 0.215+0.004 —5.70+0.58

4 5.52+0.03 78.38+0.51 2.95+0.01 69.78+0.23 0.218+0.004 —5.93+0.47

6 5.4510.10 77.381+1.46 4.1940.02 68.831+0.16 0.211+0.004 -5.38+0.11

8 5.2710.20 74.40+2.80 7.514+0.03 70.08+0.27 0.216+0.004 —6.25+0.30

10 5.18+0.16 73.44+2.28 9.07+0.03 70.371+0.41 0.216+0.002 —6.651+0.23

12 5.09+0.12 72.26+1.67 10.53+0.02 69.80+0.60 0.214+0.007 —6.26+0.41

14 4.94+0.07 70.09+1.01 13.21+0.01 70.04+0.53 0.215+0.009 —6.91+0.57

30 4.26+0.04 60.41+0.46 24.96+0.01 71.26+0.31 0.217+0.003 —6.66+0.61

BEIES, T37 CRBEEO0. 1. 2. 4. 8. 12,
24, 48 h i, BUEE Par-Lips M€ Hokifs. PDI M
C RN, S5 11 Prox. 7E24h P, Par-Lips ¥i
&+ PDI J § AL/, {H 24 h J5, FoRifE.
PDI JH4f 236 KE%, nIHEZ Par-Lips KA R
5 E A B IR 27), AT 52 i IR JO A2 (1) Ty R AN AR 5
P, FHRIE. PDIHEK.

F 11 MEREMRE (X+s,n=3)
Table 11 Serum stability test (X £ s,n=3)

B [/ kiR nm PDI CHLAT/mV
0 68.19+1.28 0.168+0.003 —6.01+0.31
1 67.45+2.07 0.172+0.006 —6.43+0.45
2 68.38+0.96  0.17940.003 -5.92+0.03
4 67.15+1.91 0.1694+0.005 —-6.25+0.05
8 68.00+0.86 0.183+0.003 —6.72+0.42
12 67.72+126 0.165+0.001 —6.31+0.41
24 67.19+134 0.1674+0.003 -6.12+0.14
48 121.47+1.06 0.299+0.039 -5.5640.14

2.6.6 RAMREZFFMERTR  EHGHF )RR
FAI 7N 1 2 Y T B RS Par-Lips %% 3 mL, i
NG HIETEE CREXS 2375 & 35000 H, Pl
FLZEE T 150 mL 19 PBS (pH 7.4) BN, T
(37.0£0.5 CHEIRIRG & i, 75T 5. 10,
15. 30 min &% 1. 2. 4. 6. 8. 10. 12. 24. 48.
72 h BT EUREGH 5 mL, FAh e S IR IAH F pH
IR B i 0.22 pum JEME, % “2.2.17 TR
R SR AT, SRR, THENE A N R
M RERRERCR (M), ZReauihsk, Hd TR 2%k
SRR A, I 6 ISR 12 mIAL NAS N ERE
TR AEAT LR, 1 h BREURBCRIA ] 80%LA |,
7E 4 h B CEEARRRGE A, (H7E 24 h J5 H BRI
RAEFAL, XATae 5/ A% NEfaetz. 5%
i <. T Par-Lips 7£ 1. 4 h B ] RALBE R 73 51
4 39.39%- 76.04%, 2 HH/IN %G A R RSOTR 5T 44 77
MG, WfE—ERE FEZ/NARABERER, BF
—EMZERAEM . KN A% MR Par-Lips B
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100
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X 40 —A— /NEFABEERZ
iy
—- Par-Lips
20
0 . T r 1
0 20 40 60 80

t/h

6 NEFAESFN Par-Lips {FIMNERLZ (X£s5,n=3)
Fig. 6 Release profiles in vitro of parthenolide and Par-
Lips (X s,n=3)

BARIL TR TR — R 257772 Higuchi B2
J7 %% Riger-Peppas B2 T FE AT B G, DS
AHR R HL (R B KN4 7717 % (mean-square error,
SEM) E/NAREMIEER, 4R NE 12, /A
2 N B RS 2R 757 & Riger-Peppas 1) /) 2B 2545
B, XM A3 HOM B R v 2 P [E] 4R
R, AN Sy Hod #2170 Par-Lips £ &
— R EN IR, ] DR B 25 ) 7R R A5 R
BETBOE R AR 2 i W, A AT 9l Par-Lips 7
1A A R SEBR RR TEOH 2
2.7 RSMVARRE MR

WO BAE KR TFK-1 400, DARESL

% 12 NAFHEERZER Par-Lips MR HIREN & 512
Table 12 Drug release model fitting equations of parthenolide bulk drug and Par-Lips
Ly, : TJ\E%W@EE*%L% __ Par-Lips
WETitE R? SEM WETiE R? SEM
FRITTHEM=kt Mt=0.001 2 t+0.776 5 0.0058 0.0112 M=0.00671t+0.4987 0.2200 0.0663
— R FEM=a(l—e ) M=0.839 4 (1—e%0543%  0.7087 0.0003 M=0.8291(1—e0679°Y) 09817 0.0001
Higuchi7; #EMi=kt1/2 M=0.020 7 t¥24-0.736 1  0.2122 0.0008 M;=0.0831t¥2+0.3595 0.4753 0.003 7
Riger-Peppas 5 fEM¢=at< ~ M=0.761 7 t0-2804 0.7795 0.0002 M=0.4595 t 05575 09418 0.0004

5000 M FE AT 96 fLAR A, AL S 4N
JESR 100 uL, 37 ‘C. 5% CO, H5 74 8% 9% 24 h
fEgn s EE f5, T2 IRRRFRIE, SN SR
N 4. 8. 16+ 24, 32 umol/L [{] Par-Lips. 51/
126 N BRFE BRI 25 B FLAE xR A,
FHE 6 NMEAL, BT MN8N 3T C. 5%COx 557
P4k SERE IR 24, 480, WFFIHREFEEE, I 10
uL CCK-8 ¥R 4k 81557 2 h, e 4 AE 450 nm Ak
MIWIERE () fH, % F Xt EAEE .

MPAATE R = (4 25— A we)/(A e — A 211

CCK-8 525645 Fhn % 13 fizn . fEAHE & TFK-
1 U, 4525 48 h JE BE A /N 135 W R 2590 IR

IR, /N %8 N RS 25 20 1 A0 M A7 258 A
(108.81£2.27) %[%% (20.55+2.41) %, Par-Lips
SYHMBAFTESR, M (11033£2.70) %FE%E
(3.554+0.53) %, XFEH/PNE%ANERF Par-Lips %}
A TFK-1 40 f i 2B KR s E A, H 230 H B
RIS ERAYEERE (4. 8. 16
pmol/L) ', /NI % P BRI IH e TFK-1 404
KIse JAT Par-Lips, X AJ g2 T8 FidAkAL T
SRR, Ml E AR MRS, NA
2 A TR I8 IR Jo BT R 7 1 B ek B TR IR
HEER G Bl RS R, (15 25 RIS R SR
BbAk, REREA B (kg aedt. A4 itk

# 13 TREHAZHESXT TFK-1 MAEEENFIER (Xts,n=6)
Table 13 Inhibitory effect of different administration groups on proliferation of TFK-1 cells (X £ s, 7 = 6)

%) 24 WA IRAF 5 21%
0 pmol-L™? 4 pmol-L ™t 8 umol-L! 16 umol- Lt 24 pmol- L™ 32 pmol-L™*
NEFHEEERZS  100.00+0.01  109.47+4.86  64.45+4.86 21.54+0.36 21.05+2.40 20.61+0.16
Par-Lips 100.00+0.01  115.08+2.80 86.411+4.00™ 2486+161  9.26+150"  502+0.10™"
3 48 h4HAF IS 2%
0 pmol-L™? 4 pmol- Lt 8 umol-L™? 16 umol-L™* 24 pmol-L? 32 umol-L™*
NEFHERERZS 100004016  108.81+227  60.63+3.81 22.36+0.79 21.70+2.29 20.55+2.41
Par-Lips 100.00+0.03  110.33+2.70  80.93%+2.76™  23.05+0.49 5794022  355+0.53™"
I — R R L 5/ 3 R ER 2 L+ P<<0.001

**P <0.001 vs parthenolide bulk drug at the same mass concentration.
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JR AR SR 25 IR GE . T TE B 2 TR IR
(32 umol/L) ', Par-Lips AHELT/NEZ N EE, I
Hh B R IR TFK-1 R 668 7] (P<<0.001),
TX U BN /N 2 P T ) BT TR R T AR — e R
158 HoH AR TEK-1 408 1 28 PE A A
3 Wig

ANEE L] N N SR N E RS 5
gy, HABEP . WATRRE. R M AR TRk,
EHAFAEARIETEZE . e AR, RAFERE
BRI T /N 5 A TR I A B I R R 28290, i I
S — PP LA AW HE S A T B AE W rT
SRR ZERY), HAR A —F i B 2k
Bk, BAEREGIERE. IR R R,
AR PR B 5 R A ] PR S S AR A0,
H /I 58 Y T 1) £ BRI ARG R T AR I R (1 2k
—BNHSF K. It fEARRFTH, FIFHRFEE
K 524554 BBD-RSM AL Par-Lips 477, FFiFAd 3
TE$2 w5 24590 1 24 M 8 DA RO6 A4 4/ 4 it 24 201 I
Al

YRR AR SEIAN [R5 B0 ) 1 7 B2 A i
(kL% , RIAEAE 50~200 nm HIGKERL, BAH —E
(1) =B VR BA RS, AT LA RHhi5E 2 e 41
U, JINZGTE R A B AR, AR YT A A0,
7E£ TEM K A W %23 Par-Lips ‘£ ERFLBLZRBRIL 4040,
HANEA—ZERZa%E, Rtk (67.3840.33)
nm. { AN (=7.36+0.02) mV, XFEPHFEE
USRI b v R et b R By A = S B u | = LT
BB N SRR A M (1) 2% A4, A R T-42 5 Par-Lips 1£
NN OB 2N I 2k o e APl I ey N =
29T ORI D AN R

Uk 4h, Par-Lips [FRSMNE H 264004 45 B BoR,
H—g i RN EN AR (R?=0.9817), 5/hH
MBI BARLE, B —EMERIER . —93h)
AR RN YR TR 5 AR B R R R,
HAFF 7 Par-Lips 7544 A B SEBRBEBGHE % .

FEAR AN T 58 R BN, Par-Lips i IH & & TFK-
1 HHUAE 24, 48 h WHEEA R HHIER, HAE
2R E (32 umol/L) R, Par-Lips A% T/NA
PN, FELH TR IR TFK-1 40 R (5 68
(P<<0.001), He ZEB319C TN 1 54 A R A Bt 92 .15 21
TARARRIR A5 R, HAMY AT D2 IREA S =
M TFK-1 40 B A3 g ) AE T, abpeidd A
SHRATREAGARRNE . B ARSI AR iR

A % DL B B SR R .

2t FRTiR, A5 BBD-RSM AL #1451
Par-Lips FLARHU/N, BA —& MR &1
FeE M, A6 53 oo REAE Ja TRK-1 200 Pt 38 B g 410
HEA, AT ISR AL 1 — e (A ml
WKHE, SR — 0 R S St 7 A
R SR, MR GIKZG ARSI BT 204k 3
BB UE S MBI BN AA (195 A Ao A7 T s TR xfe R
fif. PRk, JEEE0T T Par-Lips A N HTIHE
BB M 5T, AN Par-Lips 1
%5 R B AL 4 T R AL BTk

FBAR AL FRARAEFEYE
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