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Table 1-1. Characterization of dextran derivatives.

Polymer Molecular weight* Ionizable groups Degree of substitution

(mol/A.G.U.™)

CMD10 10,000 -CH,COONa 0.83
CMD1000 1,000,000 -CH,COONa 0.95
DS8 8,000 -SO3Na 2.21
DS50 50,000 -SO;3;Na 2.25
DS500 500,000 -SO;3;Na 1.74
EA500 500,000 -C2H4-NTH(C2H;s),°Cl™ or 0.22

-C3H4-N"(CyHs),-CoHy-NTH(C,Hs),°2C1  0.16
CDC10 10,000 -CH,-CH(OH)-CH,-N"(CH3)3+C1~ 0.40
CDC40 40,000 -CH,-CH(OH)-CH,-N*(CH3)3*Cl~ 0.46
CDC1000 1,000,000 -CH,-CH(OH)-CH,-N*(CH3)3*Cl~ 0.40

* Average molecular weight of dextran used for preparation.

** Anhydroglucose unit.

Figure 1-1. Schematic structure of dextran derivatives.

R = -H or ionizable group (ref. Table 1-1).
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Figure 1-2. Degree of dissociation for ionizable groups of dextran derivatives as a
function of pH in medium.

@®, CMD10; M, CMD1000; A, DS8; €, DS50; *, DS500;

O, EA; (O, CDC10; A, CDC40; &, CDC1000.
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(b) CMD1000/CDC1000

(a) CMD1000/EA500

Weight fraction of CMD1000 (%) Weight fraction of CMD1000 (%)

(d) DS500/CDC1000

(¢) DS500/EA500

¢

0 10 15 20

Weight fraction of DS500 (%)

Weight fraction of DS (%)

Figure 1-3. Turbidity mappings in the (a) CMD1000/EA500, (b) CMD1000/CDC1000,

(c) DS500/EA500, (d) DS500/CDC1000 system.

Absorbance: ﬁ‘ﬁ, 0.00; ., 0.01-0.30; ., 0.31-0.60; 1, 0.61-0.90;

I

2, 0.91-1.20; . 1.21-1.50.
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Figure 1-4. Relationship between polymer combination ratio and turbidity at pH 6.8.

(a) CMD series

(a) CMD series, (b) DS series, (¢c) CDC series.
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Figure 1-5. Relationship between pH and polymer combination ratio at maxima in
turbidity curve. Closed symbols, experimental values; Open symbols, calculated

values.
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(a) CMD1000/EAS00 (b) CMD1000/CDC1000

14 p 14 p

Absorbance at 500nm
Absorbance at 500nm
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Figure 1-6. Influence of NaCl concentration on turbidity of (a) CMD1000/EA500, (b)
CMD1000/CDC1000, (c) DS500/EA500, (d) DS500/CDC1000 system.
Concentration: @, 0 mM; Hl, 10 mM; A, 20 mM.

16



B AEDELD

AW EELE THKBETIAN VHEEMICB I 2R TEREES
EOEBRICHEELRETHERFIOVTRHET /R, ROLOBRMREET,

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

TS EMEE ThHD CMD OfEBEE L pH IZX> TRESEL, Bl R
% pH4 IZb OV T EANMARER STz, BT AR EMRE ThHD EA OEREE
HpHIZE o TKRESEIL., V7 EANHERE 2 D ORE G ORI LERY, Kk
JRUT pH5.9 £ 9.0 (XL, —F, MEME ThHS DS & CDC DIRREE X
ZNEN pH3 LA T HBWNE pHIL L E THOPFMIUE T 37503, £Dfh o pH 15k
TRIZE—E ThoT,

CMD/EA %, CMD/CDC % #BL U DS/EA RIZBWTIHEBXEL TR TIRA T
M pH 12L& >TELLT=, DS/CDC % TiXIEH D pH LKL TR AEE R TR
A HIXZER — Tholz, pH6.8 IZBITIBKEERTIRA HIX. CMD/EA
FBLVCMD/CDC % Tid 35:65, DS/EA Z¥L U DS/CDC % Tid 25:75 T
HoTz,

FFEMNMERDILBEHBROEPINKELRD  BIRVHERLEETIES
BB EINT,

B FEREES BRSO ERRELRI LA R, CMD/EA RIZ
FBOTIE, CMD1000 AV L ERELFHFEITR<— L1223, CMD10 %
AWi54 pH OE T LEBIZ CMD10 DEROERENHBELIV/NEL 2o
2. CMD/CDC RIZBW T A FRIEO T ERELHBEEIIZE—HK LT,
—7 DS/EA % BLTU*DS/CDC R Tid, DS DR D EREIFHEMEIIREL
RAEmERLE,

BEI BSTOMLEDLENESF S FVBEREOES . HILT
MNULARNMORBREZ T MERER LOBE . HILTNUVAREIZEEX
higholz, BEMELAVEAEIL. MEEREOHELH U, RELL
TWRNWIERRBRE N,

17



—EOBEREORERID. R TEREHABOBEK IS ICRIETKESET
XANGVBEEEORVT=F L ,RIDF A OMAEDLE, BRAKER, EHOHF
BEZLTHAED pH DR BEAONER T, SLIERIN-B L TEREBRE KO
HERBLHALL LR o, B FEREESEITMARICIVBRAKEREBRARY,
BRERKBOERABMARY CHDOE TR T =4 ERYDF AV 2 H L IR A S DES
ZEZEY, AR ELTUSABAPERDHDEE 61D,

18



BIH EBROL

(1) AE

(2)

CMD10, CMD1000, CDC10, CDC40 LTt CDC1000 i34 PEEEXER (&
) . EA500, DS8, DS50 3£ T DS500 (%7 < #:8 (St. Louis, USA) Db D% F
Wiz, ZOMORIKIIFR B EER L,

ENLERE

B TFREL 1.62%w/v)ELT-REHAK 50 mL % 0.1N HBH DT 0.1N
KEBILF R T LATHELZ, CMD R U DS OEIKRICIIAKBILTNULE 0.1
mol/L #AIL . EA R U CDC O RIZIZHEEE% 0.1 mol/L ML b DE AV =,
FABBICITB D F2E5E20 0.1 mol/L DEBHHNIKER{L TR T LK
WK 50 mL 2RV TRRICHEE LT, BIEITIT pH A—F (F-22, % . 7 ER)
ERWE, RBEMNEREEZITOCHIZY, CMD R TR DS 1314 R # it is
(Amberlite IRA400) % Fi\ T Na B % H &2, EA R T} CDC iXR&A A R #a it
f§ (Amberlite IR-120)% i\ T Cl &% OH BlLLI=b 0% i,

(3) BMEDIRREE

(4)

BN EWME IR T RIKLREBBROWERDZEL pH (I L TTry b
HIEIZEVRD T,
BEORIE

FIEDKBAAVBREIZHELZ 0.05%W/V)7 =2 KBEEKE 0.05%Ww/v)
AFAVIKBBOLBEE X TRAL, 37°CT 30~60 2R &S 1T 500 nm IZF
BRI B & 5y e BB (UV-1600, B, 5U8) CRIELBRELLE 0, 22k
TRTOKBEKRIZHEILFTNIY L% 20 mM BRINLT2, 8L N LARMOE
BERAANDDIIL, LTIV ABES 0, 5, 10, 15, 20 R 30 mM & 721
DX FRARIZIT 22072,
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B2E KBEETXANTUHBERS Y ORI &%

B F R OB OREMAFHECETIHRIIHESE<HY 7 ARBENF T1IY
—RR = RIA—RT74V KRB FTIRIINVRI IV AF LV EAR—R T
REBRIKHFRENTVS, 20 FHELL T, BERBEZROIBHRR . BHETR
TEIFLELATFVOMEERAEZFMETORERBRCBERRLESIHICEDN, &
ML TR ESNIEFETRD, ZORMTEARRIT, (LENLHEEERARZT TR
SHERBARDBRHETAZERTERLRAINTVEFETHE, FFETIL, BF
MHLLTOSAERRF AN TIOF EE AW,

EFARBELTIE, FROFHERLS v MEERBERE NS ASNTVEE, #B—
REDEBBIIENBLT —FDOIEL &R AEN P, 22 CHR 4 BMELOBFRMS
B<HBEMEHZEBRMTHIHFELLT, 74ERENOBRINZLTFVEAWVS
FiE VRRA U, FEAEESELRBHORTOBER Y FLLT, A—RE—L
934P(CP) ., EFrF > Fu’/LEam—X (HPC) ., FhH 2 (CS) X BEL TR W&
N DEELLI,

ABFFETIX, in vitro IZBITHEERMA EHEEZEMRREHOR CHMT52LE2 BB
LTz, ETHEDICE 4 OKBEHET XAN VFHEELEMTAVWEREONEE
ML, ROCRAFELZLD 2 MEOKEMET X AN HFAEOREWIZONVT,
RIT=F RV AF A DA ALY, BARRBICRERFTH5 pH &AF
MEOKBIZOVTRMNLZ, ILRALHERETHFEOEARZLOEZA VT, 5
HERETHFROBBIIOVTHRALL,
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BIE KRBT AN HEEOR; BT 5

4 EDOKBEETX AN F#EE&, BB CMD, DS, EA B8XT CDC IZ2WT, %
NENZEBTRAWSEEONENERBLLB L, RICIIT=F O EK
FEEB/ S FELTCCP %, FHEOLOLLTHPC %2, #F A HOLDELTCS 2/
W7z, Figure 2-1{Z pH1.2 £33 0.2 mol/L 3L X pH6.8 1454 0.2 mol/L
WHABL-BERERAWLEDOMEHERT, SHBELTRHWZE S FOF T,
CP 23t k&7 {3 /1% R, IR\ T HPC, CS DIETH -7z, CS & CP DRICITH
BZE(@<00)ABHLNT, WTHOEDFIZBNTH, pHICLATENDECEH
BEIIFBOON 2 olz, —F  pH1.2 R T D CDC RV 2T N TOKEM,ET F 2
N UMD E D CS DN ENIVFBIZED-72(p<0.01), 72 CP LELEL
TF_NTOKBET X AN VB HEHEDHENIAREPRLKFAEDELRLE, CP
I E I DBNBE D FELTASRBEINTVAE S FTHY, ZhtFBENLKF
BTHHILDD, KBEETXAN VFEALERAREBEMAEEE S FTHELER
bbb,

T A BEOKBET XN HEEO S TiL, pH6.8 T CMD & CDC D
FIZEEZ(p < 0.01) R OONEN, ZOMTIER DO o7, WTROKE
T FRNTCFHEEICBV TS, pH OBWIZEDE BREITI RO o7,
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(a) pH 1.2 (b) pH6.8
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Figure 2-1. Comparison of adhesive force of the polymer tablets (n = 3, mean + S.D.).

Significant difference, * p < 0.05 and ** p <0.01.
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B2fi WHERSWORERMEE

R EEATHIRKEETXIAN VBEGLHAEDETCHML-MEREY
DfT ERBR O R % Figure 2-2 127”7, CMD/EA 8L U CMD/CDC R D& 4 F&
M A B RS L. pH1.2 TiF CMD AAEEELARV ) 253, pHE.8 TILIE
Bt 35:65 DLEBRETRT (BBL1EF2H), Ll Figure 2-2(a) 2HDL, (T EHIX
pH HEWVITR AL BOEEBEIILALZIT TR, ¥2 CMD/EA L CMD/CDC O
HEBICB O T ENICERRL AF A DEIZLDE VS Roed 72, DS/EA
BEV DS/CDC ROE 7w FEMEESEFARIGIT, pHI.2 & pH6.8 THEIT/2<,
BA L 25:75 OLEBKERT (BB1EFE2H), Figure 2-2(b) &4 5&, pH DfHE S
KRETERBIIILALER BEHOEBBLAON R o1z, £/ DS/EA RE
DS/CDC RLDOBICHEBERBWVIIRLN 2D oTc, L EDILND, KRBT XA
VHBEHEEOR)T =AY  RYBFA L OMAELE, RELE, BERO pH 13, B
B DO E SN BERIFZERNI Lol

(a) (b)
7 7
NE Ng s
25 2
Z (2
g 4 2 4
3 e |
S 3 r PN 3
@ —O— CMD-EA, pH1.2 2 —O—DS-EA, pH1.2
s, 1 —e— CMD-EA, pH6.8 =2 F —@—DS-EA, pH6.8
-1
< —~ CMD-CDC, pH1.2 “ 1 —[1- DS-CDC, pH1.2
—&— CMD-CDC, pH6.8 —— DS-CDC, pH6.8
0 A ) 0 : )
0 50 100 0 50 100
Weight fraction of CMD (%) Weight fraction of DS (%)

Figure 2-2. Influence of the mixing ratio on the adhesive force of the tablets prepared

from oppositely charged dextran derivative mixture (» = 3, mean + S.D.).

(a) CMD-EA and CMD-CDC system, (b) DS-EA and DS-CDC system.
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#/1E pH BLUAFTVREDOEE

BT E AR, SR S ELREREEL, RO THOBERA,
BHEVALERRAEERSEIY, BN ERTLEEZLR TS Y, ELTAR
HARTTVTNT— A AN REDILEORAEAARAFICBELTRS ST LR
7L TWA%BE . pH BLUOAA LV REOKBEZITHLEZLN TS, Table 2-1 (T
BAMOMENTHT IR BHIED pH LAV REOEBYELD TR
Lize WTFHORIZE TS pH, AFVREDORENCRIZT BTN FEE
IIRBOLNEN 0T, 2 pH HBVEAZ L RE QR BIC—EDBEFIZR LN -
o ZDEINC pH BLUAA L BRE DB BH/ISNZ 0D, KBHT* AT FHE Kk

B KR A

DFA . B ICBITMLEN LR EERAOF S/ NN ENRRBREINT,

Table 2-1. Influence of pH and ionic strength on the adhesive force of mixture tablets

(N/em?).
pH Ionic strength CMD-EA CMD-CDC DS-EA DS-CDC
(mol/L) 35:65 35:65 25:75 25:75

pH12 0.2 5.31+0.57 4.92+0.62 4.56+0.36 5.18+0.11
0.5 5.68+1.33 6.01+0.84 5.63+0.38 5.29+0.16
0.8 5.05+1.12 5.16+0.13 5.55+0.42 5.06+0.26

pH6.8 0.2 5.33+0.21 5.21+0.10 4.33+0.58 4.68+0.36
0.5 4.99+0.15 4.96+0.16 5.38+0.47 5.09+0.29
0.8 4.30+0.73 5.48+0.64 5.57+0.60 4.83+0.39

Each value represents the mean + S.D. (n = 3).
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F2IH EARRORR

WA R DR EBA T2, Figure 2-3 XEEMBEM I ENCRIETEEETR
LTW5, WTFRDRIZEBNTS, MR ARRDICHENTE AR EMLEZ, Th
TR IC S TFHOMEBAREL, HEHBEMLIEbDLEZLND,
ENOBMIIRYT =F L OBBEIL>TERDIEAMER LIz, RYT =24 CDC %
AWK TSR OEMELH I B AP T DI L, RYT7 =412 EA #H
WZR T 120 MEETREHEML, ZTOHRIZDEOIHE ML, CDC R& EA %
DT, 120 FHE (p < 0.05) , 240 FHE (p < 0.01) TH A FEEVR DO,

p—
=
L

[y
N

o
(—]

-}

Adhesive force (N/cmz)

0 ' '] [l '] 'l '] A I ]

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400

Time (sec)

Figure 2-3. Influence of contact time on the adhesive force of mixture tablets (7 = 3,
mean + S.D.). Keys: @, CMD/EA; A, CMD/CDC; B, DS/EA; ¢, DS/CDC system.
The asterisks represent significant differences from CMD/CDC and DS/CDC, *p <
0.05 and **p < 0.01.
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B O EEIVFEMICRI T 572912, Figure 2-3 OF —F% Vasenin O
Nz KOfRAT LT,

o(t) ~ t° Eqgn 2-1
ZZTo () 1XREM ¢t BOLEDME S, o iXEEERL, ZOMEIX, 15 /) ey
MOREBEZITEE.0.2505 0.5 DM LD, ERNENDRIZOWVTRDE o fEE
Table 2-2 IZEEDTRT, RUIF AN EA ZRVIEE., o fHi 0.25 25 0.5 D
FDOEZR LI, RIAFAIZCDC ZRAWEHEE ., o fEIX 0.22, 0.26 & EA R I/
LI o7, TOTENSRYIF AT EA ZHWEFRE CDC ZHWER TIfH&
BEICERIHY.EA ZAVWVEROGHRHBIZEVWTHERALEAEVWNIVE
BERREIELOIENTRBRENT,

Table 2-2. Relationship between the adhesive force and contact time.

Sample name Exponent Correlation coefficient
CMD-EA 0.32 0.96
DS-EA 0.28 0.95
CMD-CDC 0.22 0.91
DS-CDC 0.26 0.93

The exponent is determined from the equation, o(f) ~ °
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W3E HFEOEE

DS/CDC RIZBWT MEFENCRETTIRAN U FROEEEZRIILILE RS
Table 2-3 IZ/R T, B FED/NIV DS BLYCDC ZHWLDLEHH DS FEDOE
DT, EHCEBEREZIRDON Do, LBL, B FEOKERKBET XX
N UEBEERWEERBREDOMENL. G FEOPIIVHDOLLEBLTHEE (p
< 0.05) ICKEREERL, HEICHALTHELERNRBEEROFENKRENGE,
SFBROEBIIRIREALRNEEZ LN TNS Y,

—EOMEF AR EORREND ., KBHETIANVFERERES YO EHEICL
WTIE, B THOHEERA EAEGVBZENHTHY (LFEHRARBEEROF 51
INSWHDEE 2 BT,

Table 2-3. Effect of molecular weight of dextran derivatives on the adhesive force of

DS-CDC tablets.

DS CDC Adhesive force (N/cm?)
Low 8,000 10,000 3.64 +0.37 *
Medium 50,000 40,000 3.47 £0.55 *
High 500,000 1,000,000 4.68 + 0.36

Each value represents the mean + S.D. (n = 3).

* p < 0.05, significantly different from result for high molecular weight.
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FAfi AEOELYD

KRBT XAV FEEBLIOZEOYMEIESHDORBE T EEIZOWT, in vitro
B TRFZITV, ROIORMREHB/T-,

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

KRBT XA FEEOR & 11, pHL.2 £ T D CDC ZRWVT, CS D
HEALVEE (p < 0.01) @M o7, EleT XTOKEBEMETF AN /FHEEK
DFtENZCPELBLTIEBRESREEDEER L, EEDMENIC
pH IZEXAZEIT RO 5Tz,

BAMOMENIL KBEEFTXRNFUFRHEOR)T =4 RVIF A D
HMABDREBICRA LRICEBINEN ST,

BEHOMNENZRIET pH BECAA L HREOEBIT/ NS oT, £od
TOREMIZEB T, BRI B RIRDIHEWT F A28 ML 7z, DS/CDC
RICBWT, R FEORERKBETIANIVHHEEERAVZIRAYD O E
NI GFEOPENVLDEEBLTEE (p < 0.05) ICKREREERLE, Z
LOERNL, WEESYORBEMAEB BT FHOMERALBIUK
HEVBRXENTHY LFEAREAEEROFE T/ SN ERRRINT,
RYAF AT BEA FHWZRE CDC ZHWER TR EBBICEZERDY,
EA ZAWVWROEBHEFICBNWTOFHOMERALEAESVHAIVEER
‘BEIELHOZENRBRENT,

—EDOMBEAREOERNS, KA EELE THAKEBUETIAN U FHEEOY
HIESWIZICPLRIZED M ENERL, MAIRHMEL THWAEE, KEMFEEVOH
T2 DI EMRENT,
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(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

BT EBROI

CMD (Mw 1,000,000) . CDC (Mw 10,000, 40,000, 1,000,000) . EA (Mw
500,000) . 3L T DS(Mw 8,000, 50,000, 500,000) i%, HB1ELRILLDZE M,
CP |% BF 2w KRUwF 8! (Ohio, USA). HPC (type H) i3 A A& ZH (RA). CS
(type H) X7 /L RY w8 (St. Louis, USA) . AF v (typelll) iL 7~ B (St.
Louis, USA) Z AWz, ZOMORIEIIFHFHMEEAHLIZ,

JE A8 R T4 D FR B

B4 T IR 7L A (B E . BUER) % AT, 25 kef/cm® OJE F77C 30 # /)
EMETAILICEVES 8 mm. B & 150 mg OHEROERKE Y ZRHMLI,
SFEOEBEFALDZIERUIML, TXTHTFROREIWFEEEZA W, T
FICAWDEROE T 0.50 cm® ThHolz,

LF U TARIDRH

FS52F 47RO MABEICER 20 mm OAFBOAMEEER TR, Z0 L2
10% LF L RE K 0.32 mL ZWEEL ., RESEOHIRDEIICLTHELI, (1%
REBRICITFIRIC 6 BEAHBLZLOZAW, AFUVBOESIT 96 = 23 um
CHEEIT 41 £ 2.3 mg ThHo/z(mean + S.D., n=5),

& RBR

35308211 . Figure 2-4 IORTE9ICL A A—% (NRM2002D.D, REf L¥, X
) ERWTIT o7, ERRAEMO)%, ABRABEO@WEELLTT7AT4v7
DTS5y hR—ADICEREEERZAOTEEL, 2F T 4R7(2,3,)FZh
LHES o7 r—T()IC, 2FVEB@BR TICRAIDICEE T —7 2V THE
T, EHER B O EEICEEKRG) 40 pL 28T, 60 BEKELZR. &
FERBEI L LT F A2 % 1.96 N/cm® O F) THASET-, 30 R ICHEZ 20
mm/min OEE CHIXEL, ZOLEXTMBERAZBELAE LU, BIE LS
DRL 3 EfT->7,

BV RER O pH 12 1.2 £ 6.8 THY, A4 VREIXETNIVLZERMT D

29



Z&ITdED, 0.2, 0.5 BKVN0.8 mol/L IZFAEE L7, BEARRF O BEFHDER
TiX EMRBEDELT VT A AT EMI %, TEORESEBEL THD
Gl EBELT, ZDENDEBIEITT X THEERIIT o7,
(5) F—#MH
B NDOEDKEIT— LR B 2B HTIEICEVITV., Tukey D FEEFHNT
£ EHBEIT o7,

detector part of rheometer ——

(1) probe —

(2) plastic backing ——_

(3) filter paper disc

(4) mucin layer ——

(5) buffer solution

(6) sample polymer compact

(7) plastic platform —

(8) movable stage —|

Figure 2-4. Schematic representation of experimental setup for determination of

adhesive force.
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B3E <2 A/aRT7=THoOEY K Z£E)

KRBT XA U FEGEE, ZOFFOR TROBREMBORMLLTHEALE
Bz 720y, CMD %8RI OB AN WA O S9N RN B ICBED, ZHUIKE
P F X AT E A B B RIE LI EL, Eh R BB IADT
H R B~ O AP LN e EEIONS, IHLBREEMR T 55 ED]
SELT, TERAN VA TE /A LN SRRV TLRICER T H i Y8b 5,
LOALERE LR BAICL > TTFHEREIERARRETHIMREELDHY, EFRMITIX
B2, ZZITARRTREDBEHFCES TEREEAELHAL. BBIN
vy AR e BIBEA M EBERH LT 55 WBBIR Lz, L LIk 7 15
~NERATHRE REBLPREVWDICHBESHETIET TREEZHAR 5L
IREETHD, TZTHERIBRSHBEDBR ANy 7 22 BEIR OB R ERE T
Bl KRS T Ny RERBLIENAT VYR A 70RT7 27 OFHBER
Iz,

BN ARBEIZRBO T, BARE<N I RELTRBMET X AN U FEEOH IR
9. AN I RLL TRV —XT 2T — T FL—F(CAB) Z R\ ov A7
A7z TERBUI, SLIZETNAVEPLLTTA 7V 2RV, BB HESIC KR
H5 2 AR FIZOWTHRIL,
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FT1f ~A/aRT7T7OFRB

TAVURT 2T OFBIEM P ERE D ko TH o7, Blh, CAB R LT 2R
Y15 mL FIZTA 74V BIUOKBET X AN U FEE L2 HHIE, ZOBRBKEY
afEfENiBR =27 )L (DK F-10) 0.75 g Z 0 S ¥ 5B /571> 150 mL FIZR#p
TERALZZLV a2 SE EORMBTAZLIZENT BN ZBEL AR
7T R,

RVT =F P ERVAF AL DA GO ERICTIKBETXANT VFHEEOY
HIRSWEBAREN Y IRELTHWAZLIZIY 4 BEDO~YAI/aRT7 2T 2FHML
Too ABL I~ AI0RT7 2T DT LEIRE, KL FR. KW S &% Table 3-1 1Z7RLT,
~vAIaRT7 =T ORRIL. TA T4V 20%., CAB 25%., KIEHET X AT Mk
55%& LTz, ERVT =4 RV F I DRBHIIBE SRR EPE K LR5E
At Bt CMD/EA-MS X CMD/CDC-MS IZ38v Tl 35:65, DS/EA-MS 3%
U DS/CDC-MS IZIBVVTiL 25:75 L7, WTFhDO<A7RT7 = TIZRB W TH B4/
EIRREEMEHRPEONT, F-EHREITIBLEZ 1,000 pm Thotz, 4 B
D=AVORT7 T ORE LW ED SEM BEE#% Figure 3-1 IIRLT, REEEMND, <
AIRART7 2 TIIREICRERMABZRFOHLDOD, WTHBIZTRE THLHZ LA bH-
7o FEMEEENDIX, v A/RRT7 27 BNE VAR OBEEFOILBbhroTz,
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Table 3-1. Particle characteristics of microspheres prepared from various combinations of polyanions and polycations.

Sample name CAB TH CMD DS EA CDC Yield Mean diameter Drug content*
® (8 e @ (8) (8) (%) (um) Yo (W/w)
CMD/EA-MS 1.5 1.2 1.155 — 2.145 — 99.1 1,005 19.5+£0.7
CMD/CDC-MS 1.5 1.2 1.155 — — 2.145 98.7 1,015 189+1.8
DS/EA-MS 1.5 1.2 — 0825 2475 — 97.6 1,001 20.6+0.8
DS/CDC-MS 1.5 1.2 — 0825 — 2.475 96.8 1,028 20213

* The results are expressed as the mean + S.D. (n = 3).



09 19 @9 SEI

Figure 3-1. Scanning electron micrographs of microspheres (a, c, e, g) and their
cross-sections (b, d, f, h). Key: (a and b), CMD/EA-MS; (¢ and d), CMD/CDC-MS;
(e and f), DS/EA-MS; (g and h), DS/CDC-MS.

34



B2 RNV T7=F U eRVAF A OMAEDLRIZLIEE

B ICRVTHRMLZ 4 BEDO~A/uRT7 =7 hbOE D HZE OV TR
L7z, Figure 3-2 {2, BUBIRIZCB AERFH XIV RBERRES | BRBLUE 2 RE A
WizEED | HwAIVORT T IPLOT ATV O H i #R % R L7, CMD/EA-MS
BLU CMD/CDC-MS MoDTF 74V DX, WIhoBHEFIZBWTHES,
4 BERE %11 100% B L7, —F7 . DS/EA-MS 33X DS/CDC-MS IZHB W TIid K
S EFI S 4L, 100% K T5ETIC 8 R 2 E LT, 4 BE DO~ A/uRT7 7RO
BE2LOEHALTIED, BR~AI/ORT7THoDTA 74V OFEEE HEEH (MDT,
mean dissolution time) 3% & H{L Figure 3-3 {27k L7z, WO HKIZE W TE
DS/EA-MS B obb k&7 MDT &7RL1,

K HHICRIETHRIEED pH O BERALIHETHDIC, HEIAI/aRT7 =TT
LICE 1 IREE 2 IR TOK M RS, KRBV TEH SIS similarity factor (£) 37
ZRAWVWTREHLE,

" ~0.5
f2=50xlog{[l+lZ(Rt —T,)z] xlOO} Eqn 3-1
Ry

ZIT R t RO BRBAOKHR, 7,11 ¢ EZROKBREAOKHE, nid
P E R DB E R, similarity factor {X 3 X TORIE R TORHEEDFEEIMELZFF
fliTHLDT, WK EFVIEFEETICR RS- 5288 x5 %,
¥ H1X 005 100 ETOEEED, 50 = £ = 100 DEE 2 DOBHBRMBEFELIL
TWAILETT, DS/EA-MS 8L U DS/CDC-MS ® % iZFhZFh 58.0 BLU70.4
THY, FELRLE 2R TOM M dpITELL Tie, ZDZEH5, DS/EA-MS B&
Ut DS/CDC-MS 2»H0E Sk H ik pH FEERBFH THEZLBRRBRINTZ, —F .
CMD/EA-MS 3L 1 CMD/CDC-MS @ £ 13EhEH 40.8 BLTR49.7 THY, D
KW EBIE pH O B4 222 LaREENT, Zhid DS AR EMRE THY,
EA BLUCDC BAFA MR T FTHEHILLH WThOKBRFIZENTH+
SICERL. BEBEREIEARILLIICIThzDizxL, CMD IS EMRE THY,
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BLRP TR+ ICRBEYTHA R RRIERE TR o EZIBNS,
PLEDIIICABEET AN U FMAEORLESDEIZED, M HEE N R A
BILBRENT,

(a) (b)
100 100 e O———0
T 3
2 80 2 80
2 S
® 60 2 60
§ 40 g 40
| 1
& 20 A& 20
0 0 2 2 '] ']
0 2 4 6 8 0 2 4 6 8
Time (h) Time (h)
(c) ()
100
3 3
§ 80 5
2 60 e
S 40 $
1
8 20 )
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0 2 4 6 8 0 2 4 6 8
Time (h) Time (h)

Figure 3-2. Drug release profiles from microspheres. The experiments were
performed using the JP XIV 1st (@) and 2nd fluid (O) at 37°C. Each point represents

the mean + S.D. (n = 3). Key: (2) CMD/EA-MS, (b) CMD/CDC-MS, (c¢) DS/EA-MS,
(d) DS/CDC-MS.
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Figure 3-3. Comparison of MDT of TH from microspheres prepared from various
combinations of polyanions and polycations. Data shown are the mean + S.D. (n = 3).

Key: (a) JP XIV 1st fluid, pH1.2, (b) JP XIV 2nd fluid, pH6.8.
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H3ffi RVT=F L eRIIF AV DRSHICLIEE

RIT=F L ERIAF AL DRBEPEDHEHBICRIETERIZONT, DS/CDC
FRERBVTRH L, AL AZuRXT7 270N FEEINR R F&, BKhE &%
Table 3-2 {ZR LTz, ¥ A70R7 =7 OMARIT, TXITTF A 74U 20%, CAB 25%,
KEMT XAV FEE 55%L LT, FRIT=A L eRIBF I DORE HIX
0:100, 15:85, 25:75, 35:65, 100:0 £ L7=, v A/ RRA7 =7 DEIRBRLVOEY & BT
BIFTHY, BFRITTERU T, DS/CDC DR A DB WVIZEIZEEII/ NS0T,

Table 3-2. Effect of DS/CDC mixing ratio on yield and particle characteristics of microspheres.

Sample CAB TH DS CDC DS/CDC Yield Mean diameter

Drug content*

(& (@ (8 (8) ratio (%)  (pm) % (wiw)
M1 1.5 1.2 — 3.3 0:100  95.2 1,016 21.1+ 1.0
M2 1.5 1.2 0.165 2.805  15:85  96.5 1,091 20.6+2.8
M3 1.5 1.2 0.825 2475 2575  96.8 1,028 20213
M4 1.5 1.2 1.155 2145 3565 955 1,057 206+ 1.5
M5 1.5 1.2 3.3 — 100:0  88.8 938 220+ 1.5

* The resuits are expressed as the mean £ S.D. (n = 3).
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DS/CDC DEOEABEDBHIIRIETHELTIM TS0, H~vA/nRT
THoDTH T4V D MDT ZRIZEL ., TDO#ER% Figure 3-4 [Z7R LT, M3 760D
MDT 230 db KREREERL, T4 74U O HBEIINFINTVHIENTDH S
Nz, DS/CDCRIZBNT25: 5 ITB G R HREPBRETTIRELTHY, BEK
DGR MS oD MBI KEREBERITTILHRINT,

14
12 p
1 -

5)
=08 |
= 06 }
0.4
02
0 . , \ , :
M1 M2 M3 M4 M5

Figure 3-4. Influence of the DS/CDC mixing ratio on MDT of TH from microspheres.

Data shown are the mean + S.D. (n = 3).
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Bafli KBEETXANCBRESHFRICIIRY HHHBE

VAIRRT 2T FOBKEVN I RALBKEN v 72D RBEHHRHIZR
IFTEBIZOVWTRNL, AL~/ 7uRT7 =7 00K LEINR, BF&, BY
& B% Table 3-3 [ZR LIz, v A/RAT7 =T HORNEIL 20% T—EEL, KBEHET
X AT MR L CAB D RIT 3:5 225 19:5 ETCE(LE BT, 3:5 LWL KBEHETX
ARG UBEEDLREFAVIRERE, A IORT 2T EBHIEN TERN 2T, BlK
PNy 7 AD LR L, BURERN M EL, FHRFEPREL 27, 2 BHEO
KL\ FLOLRBPETIL, BRHITBONDIAI0RT7 =27 DR FELE
LT BLBMESN TS, BRFRIZBEOTS, KEEFF AN U HRERE LB
WED S BAHDOR BN KELIRY, TR~ A/uRT7 2T DR FENBKERST-D
DLHEEIND,

Table 3-3. Effect of hydrophilic/hydrophobic polymer ratio on particle characteristics

of microspheres.
Hydrophilic/ CAB TH DS/CDC Yield Mean Drug Formation
hydrophobic diameter content*
ratio @ (& (g (%) (um) % (wiw)
3:5 1.5 0.6 0.9 78.4 559 21.0 £ 1.0** Al
5:5 1.5 075 1.5 77.7 999 25.8+1.3 AlS
7:5 1.5 0.9 2.1 84.9 964 25.0+1.2 A2
11:5 1.5 1.2 3.3 96.8 1,028 20.2+1.3 A3
15:5 1.5 1.5 4.5 98.3 1,049 18.6 £ 0.7 A4
19:5 1.5 1.8 5.7 99.7 1,081 19.5+0.2 AS

*The results are expressed as the mean £ S.D. (n = 3).

**The microspheres are sieved at 500-600 um.
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Figure 3-5 IZ&~AIRART 2T InbDTA 74V D s8R &R, BAME~N
I ADHFEDOIR, Al NoDEM B oLbMf Sz, BAKEN I ADE
ERETIZONTHEIEED, ASDLDTF 74U ORH BRI 4 B TIRIZ 100%
Lipote,

TAIRRT 2T HRDOBKETN) IR AKEZN v/ ADEBE <A IRRT =T
MHD MDT IZ R IETEE% Figure 3-6 [ZRLT, BAM <N o7 AD R TIZ
B> T, MDT AEHRH (4= 0.97) 2B LTc, 2T A 74U ORI B3 E Ikt
<Ny REBE L TITOINDTHEE ZLID, ZORE R DI i H 3 BB K~
NI REBRAKMER N 7 ADHAZEY | HI TERI NI,

100
< 80
g
T,g 60
s
-]
= 40
-3}
-
20
0 [ 1 I N}
0 2 4 6 8
Time (h)

Figure 3-5. Drug release profiles from microspheres consisting of DS/CDC. The
experiments were performed using the JP XIV 1st fluid, pH1.2, at 37°C. Each point

represents the mean + S.D. (n=3). * Microspheres sieved at 500-600 um.
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Figure 3-6. Influence of hydrophilic/hydrophobic polymer ratio on MDT in DS/CDC

system. Each point represents the mean + S.D. (n = 3).
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FE5fi KEOELD

KRBT XAV HEEOYBIESHER Kt~ N vIsAEL, CAB ZB/KME~
MNoZ AL LIz A7uRT7 2 T E#RBL, EBZTE IV BET VR LELTHY
BRI B E AR TFICOVWTRMNLEER, KOOI M AP BT,

(1) KRBEETXAN VHHEEONHBRESWERKE-NYZ7ALL, CAB 28K
PRI RELTENAT VYR A IR T 2T e WP ERIEICIVFAN T 22L
WCE, vA7aR7 2 TIHIEHF T, T/ VAR OBEERLE,

(2) RYT=FeRIIFZ U DRABEOEERICTEHKEBEET AN U FHE K
DOHBIBEHEBAKEYN v IALLTHW. 4 BEO~YA70XT7 2T OH T,
DS/EA-MS oD MM 13 - &b M| Sz, £7=, DS/EA-MS BLT
DS/CDC-MS 2»bDEMBHITE 1 EHE 2 M TEILLR D27,

(3) DS/CDC ZERAWT, RYT=A L ,RIIF AL DRA LB EY I ICRE
TERBCOVWTRNLEER. B AERESBRETTEREAS LIZENT
MDT 23b2bb K EREERLIZ, ZOZENLBEEEDOHRP A IBAT 2T
NODOEB IR EREEE RIETILHRENT,

(4) ~AI7RT7=7HOEMPLREE—FLL, KBET XA FHEL CAB D
HREZBAIEDIZLIZEY, B BRHEHIE TE52LB8baoTs,

UEXY KRBT FXFAN U HFREOMBESMPEDRHRRPICEE §%

T HZ212kY . DS/EA BX U DS/CDC # Ti pH K ELRVWVEN- B KitES
R~LU, FHARBHHEEME O LN RENT,
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HoHi EROEE

(1) A%

CMD (Mw 1,000,000) , CDC (Mw 1,000,000) , DS (Mw 500,000) , EA (Mw
500,000) 13 1ELRICHDE AWz, 747 1Y id 7 <8 (St. Louis, USA) %
e, LA EOREHE 100-mesh TEBH% (150 u m UL F)EA LT, CAB(Mw
30,000) ix7 /v 4 8(Buchs, Switzerland)%, a5 fE B =27V (DK F-10) ix
E—-TRMER(EAH L, MBI FT74 VX AERFREH W, ZOMOR
T T _RTRRSEE AW,

(2) =A/RT7 =T OFHEY

CAB #¥AfELT=7T B INABHR 15 mL 1T A 74V BI UK BT AN
MIREBLTRE, VaBBB AT VE 0.5% & A 558/ 3T 74> 150
mL {2, 20°C, R T (300 rpm)EVE, KRE T TREEBIT. =vrPark
FRERTz, 30 3 BB EBLEL 50°CITEL%, TN 2B KT HHI2E5
1230 538 50CEMERF LTz, TDH% 20CETHRL. BBER T T—av i,
TAIORT 2T % 50 mL O~FHUEAWT 3 EIHEFL. BE TEIR CTERIE
o

(3) RFEDRIE

PR FRITSDNEICE->TRD, AIb, BEERHFOLSLZWVER W, &
BRESD2VEM-2 B, BHBELFERR, BR) T3 B S201%. £52
WEDwAIuRT7 2T OERBEFRETHIZLICIVEE YR FEERD, L
TOER TR F1E 1,000-1,180 um DwAI/RRT7=TE#RELLI,

(4) EHEBRORE

BEE10mg OV AI/uRT7 =T EEEBICREL, ELAF LY 50 mL I AL
Tz IR T 30 I EF Ik (85W, AU-25C Bl 7AUER T ¥, HIT)LHEL A
YTTGTA4NE— (0.2 pm) TAHBHE. 274 nm ODRAEEZFRIETHILICIVE
YMREEZ RO,

(5) SEM K
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SERER. EEBFHEMBEUSM-5600LV, B AEF, RR)TEELL,
(6) EMHHRR

HEHRBITAARERH XIVEHRBRESE 2 (RSFAVE) ICELT. B 1K
FBIOE 21K 900 mL % VT, iR 37 £ 0.5°C, ElE:%X 100 rpm CTIT o7z,
R ER T E DR MK 5 mL ZFEBL, AT 70742 —(0.45 4 m)
TAHBLTREBREL., RBEREZEELICABREOKRHMKEMAEL:, R
BHEEFOT A7) BER, 274 nn (ZBITAREELZRELHONUDER
LR EBBRNOROT, THBRIL 3 EEVIRLTIT-o %,
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WA < A7uRT7=T OB RNEB ORI

WA T BEOMA LR L THNABINRY DO NRAFT RLFEY
FAPE T TEEFRFESR TS 0, ZHZIRY OB BRIk L TR ERALIC
BITOMEBERBAENZDIZEIALDEEZLN TS, Lo T, RtE~A7uo
A7 = TICHE BN BB AT 535281, ~AI/aRT7 =7 LIRIERAL DRI L D1
R DEREZSHTZOL P OBRUE EHOVTRINBOHRIZHRBDLD L
fBEnD, BILD Wik, RIS LB LT CRESNE 70 EINDHIVRYIRTS
EUEERLEHBEMEE A IuRT7 2T R2ERL, Z2ONRLTTRAZEY T 4 H30)
EL7EHEL TS,

B2 BEIIBWORLELIIZ, KEET X AN U HREOMBRIE S WIXEN IR
BT EMEZRE STV, LI o TKBHET R AN U FREE LB AT RAICE
WIS AT THESENEXDND, ZZTHAETIEL, B 3 BIZBWTH
BLIevAORT 2T OREMABEHIZOWTRH L, BOITYMNREBRE LRV
Tin vitro TREL. RWTIyMIB ARG HOBEERNFMHITONTHRIM L, &
DIZHLENBRE T — 45 ET VBT 5288y, HELBENTO~AI7aR7 2T
DBBEHICOVTRHMLE,

ABEIZBWTIR, KBEETFANTHFHEAELLTDS EEADRBREHEZAVWTRLE
AR =T HER L,
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$F 1M in vitro KF1ZEE)

Table 4-1 IZAKBE THWwA 70X T7 27 ONF AR, FHR FRBIOEY
BBEFTT, TRTOTAI7uRT7 =TT 40%DBKE (CAB) & 60%DEAKE (74
T4V BEIOKBEE T F AN VB EE) Do TS, R BELTHBMLUZ MS 12X,
KB T XA FEEORDYIC, BEMEEEZRFROILEE (Lac) Z AV,
MS-1, MS-2 BLU MS-3 [T EFF FHEEL OKBET IRV B R EOMEIRE
Mk, ThEh 50%. 40% B LT 30%E & L7, DS/EA DREHIT. muFEMRE
BAGRERENEBAREZ TN TREAK THS 13 IZEELR, Table 4-1 TR T LIz, F
BB FRIT 612-718 pm OFEICHY, BYEHRIIMEALBIVE TS0,
WEIRLF 213 DS/EA OEF BITIZEA LR EBIN o7,

Table 4-1. Formulation and characterization of microspheres.

Sample CAB TH Lac DS EA Yield Mean diameter Drug content

@ ® @® @ @ (%) (um) % (wiw)®
MS 1.0 0.75 0.75 — — 82.5 612 30.8£1.5
MS-1 1.0 0.25 — 0.313 0.937 80.6 673 12.4+0.3
MS-2 1.0 0.5 — 0.25 0.75 78.9 650 23.9+1.5
MS-3 1.0 0.75 — 0.188 0.562 77.0 718 32.1+2.0

® Mean £+ S.D. (n = 3).
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RAIOART =T PKEBEMBEDIIREALETTDIE CCD AATERAVTEHE
L7z, KIZEMLT1 oBL RS 0% DO~vAI/0R7 27 ODEE% Figure 4-1 IZR L=,
1 53t vA7aR7 =T DOREIT/NERBEPEIN, 5 FRITIIBEIKREIARY <A
JuR7 2T DIMIKEIRB T2, EDRRE X, MS-3, MS-2, MS-1 DNEIZKEL2»
2o ZORBIIVAI/BRT7 =27 REICEZEL THDHKRBET XN FHHEDO—I
D5, AKFIUBELIZDIlA 7R 72T OAMUICREH TELO LB b3, Zh
i CP &RV VEa— VIR B = AT NV CRIL- KB F M~ A7 uRT7 =7 THRES
n7EES DLEEL TV, HBO MS TIRZOIIREITBES 5T,
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(a) (b)

w700 4m w200 &m

(© (d)

w—— ()0 &M

w— 200 &#m

Figure 4-1. Photographs of microspheres 1 min (a, ¢, and e) and 5 min (b, d, and f)

after contact with water. (a and b) MS-1, (c and d) MS-2, (e and f) MS-3.
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oM in vitro K5 HEATE

VA /ORT =T OB FEEET Y MOREBBE LRV TR L., REBEIER
EBRNES CRANRSHE Y, SoI— BRI LICHEM E R ETHILITLY,
R (LEBIZEMNTED, Figure 4-2 {2 Table 4-1 ([ZRLIZwAIRAT =7 DR
T EFRBOMER LR T, Figure 4-2 127 T X512, MS-3 BLTU MS T LB E
BRIV, 1 BRI EN 50%BL VN 41% THoT2, —F MS-1 BEUIMS-2 Tl
B AR LT ZY, I R O E RITENEN TI%BLV T6% % RLTZ, MS &
MS-1 (p < 0.01)FBLTNMS & MS-2 (p< 0.05)DREIZHE BEN RO, UL EDZEM
O, AI/RART T HROKEBERET X ANV HEEEBRPBREMAEERICEETLIL
ATRENTZ, MS-1 BEOMS-2 12BNV T 1.5 B % T T5% BT FL TV, £
DHBFIZHPINE DT, ZHIIKEBEET XFAN U FHEOKFNBESL, o FHE
ERAIORT =T OH~NBH LD EBDbRS, MS-3 IZB W T, vA(7nR7x
THROKEMNET AT FHEERBP DN TDIZHE KRB A EDB R+ T
HolrbDEEZILND,
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Figure 4-2. In vitro mucoadhesion of microspheres to the rat small intestinal mucosa.
(@) MS, (O) MS-1, (A) MS-2, ([O) MS-3. The results are represented as the mean +
S.E.M. (n = 3 or 4). The asterisks represents significant difference from MS, * p <

0.05 and ** p <0.01. T: Significant difference from MS-3 (p < 0.05).
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3 in vivo BEE

YA/ RT7 2T ETYMIR AT EL—ERBRICHRTLILIZLY, ~(IuarT
=T DHLENTOMEMEE BRI LT, Figure 4-312% 5 1, 3, 5B ICB T 5~ A
JaRT7 =T DIEALERN LT T, 1 R & MS-2 D 80% LA LB IZHE L TV e,
3 RFME . MS-2 DIFLAE /NG TEICIHEEL TWe, — 75, 1 BEf &% MS D 25%
MBI, 50% 3/ MEHFEICHE B L T e, 3RERI% . MS DIZEAEIVING T ERIC &
LTWe, =8I TI/MEZEBR L KBICEL TV e, ZOZEND, MS-2 1T in vivo
CRWTHERLHIIAKFIL, BRBEICAHEL, RFEMEIICHEE TILn3 007,
L2l 3 K& MS, MS-2 EBICHITITERFL TR o7, ZOFERIL, in vitro @
i FRBRDOHKE R (Figure 4-2) £Z<— & T 5, MS BL U MS-2 @ in vitro TD 1 KffH
BOMERIZ. ENEN 41%E 84% THHH3, 2.5 R OEIX R E TRV, Z
IKERET XA FEEOKRMPEL~AIBRT 2T DHMMIEBEHTHILITED,
VAIAAT =T DS FEEPME T L7z LB 2 b5,

(a) (b)
100 100
£ 80 g g0 o T
= l ‘=
£ =
g 60 § 60 |
) @ g
éﬁ 40 %" 40 |
S 20 f S 20 b
0 I 1 e N | 0 =
1 3 5 1 3 5
Time (h) Time (h)

Figure 4-3. Distribution of (a) MS and (b) MS-2 in the stomach and upper, middle

and lower segment of the small intestine in rats. ( |) stomach, (=] ) upper

segment, (5 | ) middle segment, and ( ) lower segment of the small intestine.

Data are shown as mean = S.E.M. (n = 3).
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FAfh WHILENEB OB

HILENBBIEEIC ST, LS PDEFAEBNTRH L, ZOEF LT
TOREIZESHNTWS, (DESEEINE~AI0RT =TI, 77145 Ts BEfEH% 1
RRIZTE-> THMLHEHEND, (2) A 27aX7 =T i/MNEDOK TS 0 IRAUHE-
TRENTD, B)vA7uRT7=T3/MEO L, FEH, THEENEN Tu. TmBX
U TIRER N TR BILRIBICET D,

TOETFIVCHEZIE, t BB O~A70RT7 2T OB RNBYE R Rs 1TRATHREN
Do

Rs =10° (t < Ts) Eqn 4-1

Rs = 107%™ (t > Ts) Eqn 4-2
IITERIND Ks IBHHEEER THD, TELTHRHHEIBOYA /0T T DF
BLO/NG EHORER RsuldRNTREIND,

Rsu=10° (t<Ts+Tu) Eqn 4-3

Rsu = 10¥ 50T (t>Ts+Tu) Eqn 4-4
tREABROYAI7aRT7 =T DF /NG LEBMBIONEHHORE R Rsum 1FRAT
KI5,

Rsum =10? (t <Ts+Tu+Tm) Eqn 4-5

Rsum = 10> U TsTulm (t>Ts+Tu+Tm) Eqn 4-6
B OvAI7aR7 =27 OF /NG EE. NEHEIBLOVNG THORE R Rsuml
FRATRING,

Rsuml =10? (t<Ts+Tu+Tm+TI) Eqn 4-7

Rsuml = 1> %0~ Ts-Tu-Tm=11) (t>Ts+Tu+Tm+TI) Eqn 4-8
£ 50% B HEH R Ts50 BL N 50% KEBBIZEIRMH 750 1T TN ZENLU T OXTH
hb,

Ts50 =175+ (2 -10g50)/ Ks Egn 4-9

T50=Ts+Tu+Tm+T!+(2-1og50)/Ks Eqn 4-10

BB/ 2R 77 FAMULTI W2 A NT, COETFARICBRERT — 2524 T
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ITDTEH LT A—F% Table 4-2 (IR T, IHIZ Figure 4-4 |Z Table 4-2 [Z/RL
TG A=A WVTHER LTz A 707 =T OHELENEF &%~ T, Figure
4-4 IR FTINC, ZOMBEEREIIEF ICR—HL, KFRTHEL V(70X
TxTIIDETNVERWAILDZEENRINT,

Table 4-2. Rate and time constants for gastrointestinal transit of MS and MS-2.

MS MS-2
Ks (h'h 0.63 0.53
Ts (h) 0.00 0.85
Tu (h) 0.22 0.02
Tm (h) 0.69 0.14
Tl (h) 1.88 1.72
Tu+Tm+Tl (h) 2.79 1.87
7550 (h) 0.48 1.42
750 (h) 3.27 3.29

Ks, first-order gastric emptying rate constant; 75, lag time; Tu, transit time through
upper small intestine; Tm, transit time through middle small intestine; 7/, transit time
through lower small intestine; 7550, time required for 50% of microspheres to leave

stomach; 750, time required for 50% of microspheres to reach colon.
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Figure 4-4. Percentage of (a) MS and (b) MS-2 remaining in the stomach (@),
stomach and upper small intestine (A), stomach and upper and middle small intestine
(M), and stomach and upper, middle and lower small intestine (4) with
computer-generated gastrointestinal transit profiles. (—————_) stomach, (- — — —. )
stomach and upper small intestine, (......cereene. ) stomach and upper and middle small
intestine, (— . — .) stomach and upper, middle and lower small intestine. Data are

shown as mean + S.E.M. (n = 3).
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MS-2 DB HEHEEER Ks it MS KVEN/NSREEZR LT, BHEHOZ 724
L TsidMS TiX 0.003 KefELARY, S A LR LICHEH AR EHEZEZONE, FiZ
MS-2 Ti% 0.85 R &720, BRI B THZLICIVBRICHEE THZLFRaNT,
— 5 /NBIZBITAMS-2 OFEBRERE Ty, Tm BEO 771X, MS EVEoT, 2D
LD EZBIB LI MS-2 {3/ MBI B LRI LB g o7z, ZhidkTud ez e
RV KERET X AN VB EER AR T =T OHMEH L, O 2B A,
FpNT MS-2 1%, BUPHBREIRIZA B TR TERWOHLEZOND,
Montisci & 13, VI F LRI LB <A I/ RAT =T D in vivo F5EA B IR E S &
EDFRRUZHEEERLBRARBEMERDONATVATREY, BEIZBW UL
RARHEEERICHL A ERRNBEEROLI B XERN THLHEREL TS, B
FEIENDFI A3 72 MS-2 12 MS KL B KM RREEFFD MIERELHEEEA 4R
T IENTERLIpDTHbDLEZDLND, & FHIIZ, 50% KB EGERR 75013 MS-2
& MS DOFNIZZEN 2T, UL, MS-2 D 50% B PEHEFH i MS @ 3 £ THH 1.42
REM & R~LT=,

UL EDRERNPD, MS-2 IXB RS — 7 T4 TR LT, HDVTE N RFHE
IR THRAEL CORBEESRINT,
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HEOH AKEOELD

BIEIZBWTHRELIEAZ70RT7 27O in vitro B EHRBIORBR O K 5%
DEALBENBERHZERIIHOWVWTRNLEER. L TOMmRAEET-,

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

CAIAART =T OKRFEBE BRI R, KICHEMBEIE T ITERIKE
T FANT U FEEOENEIY, v (/R =T RE~DEHBRON
77

VA VTR T D in vitro $EFTEFHEIZ OV TT Y O KEEEE 2 VTR
LIziE R, KRBT X AN FHE S B 40%BIV50%DAI/RRAT =T
Tl 1.5 BB ICB W TH T5% LU ESFFEL TV,
VAIRAT =T ETFYMIBR AR EH#BRBIONEEZEETRUFBR KE
TN FHEEE BN 40%DA7uR7 =T Tid 1 BR#%I2 80%LL 1
BDERNIEREL TV, —F ., ABOvA7ux7 7 TiE 1 BEfE#% 25% 23 F
NiZHoT-, WEED 3 RFERRICITIZEAED/ NG TEICBITLE,

VAR =T DELEARBEIEINC OV TET AR AWV TRFLZER.
KEETHRAN VHEEES R 40%DIA/0RT =TI ROV A /aRT =
TIZHA~NTESHBEMMNER L Tz, £72 50% KB 2R ITIZZ 300

277,

L EDZENG, KB TXAN U FEELZAVTREL-~A70X7=T1X, B
HWEIELEANEEEBLZER 7370, BEY—4F T4 7 RF 0T HEAL
EEEICRINE LAY O DDS ELTH A THILE 2L,
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(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

HoHET EROW

Ea

DS (Mw 500,000) , EA (Mw 500,000) (3551 ELRILLDE AV, TF 74U
1337 <=8 (St. Louis, USA) %, JLEEITFn LM EBICRBR)%E AV iz, SL B
1% 200-mesh THEFIBH (75 u m LA TUEMR L7, CAB(Mw 30,000) , *=55f8 HER
TZ7 V(DK F-10) | BN/ NF 74038 3 BLRUL DR AV, TOMMOREIK
T N THRRSEEZ AW,
<AIORT =T DT B

B ORIEEEE 400 rpm &AL, B3I ELRRIITo=, EWRLFRITE
SELAERRIZLTRKRD T, LTOERBRITITRL F& 425-T10um O~vA IR 7 =T
RV, BWE RIVEE BB Y 10 ST 5, 8 3 HLFASICLT
KT,
KFNZEB) DOBE

CCD #2A7(VH-5900, KEYENCE, RI)THE T AFAFH TR LIZE W
RATRAT =TI Ny M TKE 3 FLZ, 1 3 BXIU S ikl iz=A
JURT =T ZfE IR EICN DT,
In vitro # R & MR

#R L7771 (300-350 g, HEME. Spraque-Dawley strain, =17 R) 2L K5
SHEMEEMEL, 5 cm ORICEIVHLIZ/NNGE, TIRABERA W TXKES
Wl RERER L, CORBRBE EIZ 100 BOAI/nRT7 72 TEBIETH%
Bl Zhe £ B REK 8 mL 2 ANTRBRE (10 mL)NIZ, 26235 +
(L ENTFTARTOBLI, EDOHRAKFEFHEITIREILRHH 37TCTA U Fa
N—hL7, 0.5, 1, 1.5, 28BL2.5 REBICBEELHROHEL, HrLWAR
RIEWE S mL ZANTZHORBRE(NOmLNIEERLBLEL T U Fa— %
BET7z, ZOLEB/ELBRYHLIZHLICRBRE R ICHBNE D~ A IuRT7 2T
DEHEEHE L RALVGERZEHLE,
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Adhering%=(100—ZNtJ /100x100 Eqn 4-11

=0
TIT Nt BArFax—alfith ¢ BEROHBNELILvA70RXT 2T O
BERT,

(5) HILBENZEE)

24 R R L7125~k (300-350 g, HEE . Spraque-Dawley strain, =% 7 R) iZ,
IR TF L Fa—T2EE LB TE2ANWT, v(7aX7 27 100 #
202mL OALBICR OB G L, 1,3, 5 BRI —TLEHANTI v R
HISH, BBLGNEZRHL, SO/MEERBFCIHnEILE, BBLDV
INBERET MICHE, WEBICERTFE T~ A/aRT7 =7 DEBER 12, 8. B
MERIIERB REBY EREFICE SN TTo,

(6) #HEatas

#e AL 1L Student’ s unpaired t-test {Z&VFT 272, pfEA 0.05 L FDLEH

B THRLHEL:,
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BOE BEOREHRORYRINES)

RO/ ESNEYOYLERUTIBEREEDOENFRIEDHLLT, A
WL EBBEEICE>TROOND, LS PO R L0k I 7T AR S B
BUEE ThD, MM ER AT E R E T ALk, MR ICE
FHRMAIER TS Y, fto T, BEMRINBMICREL. BETHITEDOA(LT
RAGEYTFAEIH LT RLE OIS, ZZTHLB 2EHISRIREhE T4 74y 1P
LR UL ERAL S B AL B ISR NBF TIL VAL TR O B rw A/ uRT =T
FRL, BEOBEROEMBIESICOVTRITLE,

B1E TA AV BIORFTIVIRAINVTALRD in vitro B 28
FARL AR T7 T DM LEYE B% Table 5-1 IZRLTZ, WT D<A

A7 2 TH RIFRBEME A RERLI,

Table 5-1. Formulation and drug content of non-adhesive (MS) and adhesive

microspheres (Ad-MS).

Sample name TH TDS CAB DS EA Lac Drug content
e @ (g @ (@& (@ % (w/w)
TH, MS 0.75 — 1.0 — — 0.75 30.8+1.5
TH, Ad-MS 0.5 — 1.0 0.25 0.75 — 239+ 1.5
TDS, MS — 1.5 1.0 — — — 63.8+3.4
TDS, Ad-MS — 0.5 1.0 0.25 0.75 — 23.3+£0.2

The results are expressed as the mean + S.D. (n = 3).
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Figure 5-1 {29 AZ7BA7 =7 (B 425-600 1 m)250 in vitro W H %8 %
R MEM B AaRT 2T LR B LR RV A IR T =T NbDEY)
BHITEELTEY, 747400 DB E 4 BERIT 90%, FTIVICALTARDBE 2
FEREC 85% M STz, 34 D B YK BE O 213 B R IS0t 3 DV fRE D&V
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Figure 5-1. Release profiles from MS (@) and Ad-MS (QO) in the JP XIV 1st fluid
containing 0.1% polysorbate 80 at 37 + 0.5°C. Each point represents the mean + S.D.

(n=3). (a)theophylline, (b) thiamine disulfide.
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TATAV ReT 707 LKBER BB LTZHD MS HDHVMNT A-MS 2T vz 1
EROBEE#OMFERTA TV REE 10 REEIZOTDRIE LT, Figure 5-2 3%
5 8% 10 mg/kg &L72LZ0mF iR ERBRE T T, BBHER TIIRE 1 A&
EEMEIBEINZ, ZRIZRHLTMS BLPA-MS IZBWTIEM FREIMILR
HMEFFS LT, Table 5-2 (CEMBEARTA-FEEELD TRT, BBRLHLBEL T,
MS BE Ad-MS IZBW T E R MR E (Cpay) PBAL, && i iR E B iy
i (T ) BE O RF M (MRT o) R EL 2oz, MS & Ad-MS OFFIZIZHE ER
otz

WBERF T, BYBREPIET THANCRIE A 2 RETHILICED, R
EERF dh 4R TR (AUC) ME T T528053 Y, BBEMER <A /uRT7 27128
WTIHELERNZEH BB TIRED B E T A—ZIBEL 2D o7z, ZHETH
TAVCRKBE S LT 2EPLRINSh A EE LHND 17,
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Figure 5-2. Plasma concentration-time profiles of TH after oral administration of
(@) TH suspension, (A) MS, () Ad-MS to rats. Each point represents the mean +
S.E. (n =4).

Table 5-2. Pharmacokinetic parameters for the TH suspension, MS, and Ad-MS after

oral administration at a dose of 10 mg/kg in rats.

Dosage form Cmax T max AUC, MRT,
(hg/mL) (h) (ng-h/mL) (h)
Suspension 19.2+23 1.1 £0.2 100.8 + 8.5 48+0.2
MS 11.4 +£2,7** 3.0 £ 0.4** 93.3+£20.9 6.4+ 0.4**
Ad-MS 13.8 £ 1.3* 3.0£0.4%*  117.2 £20.1 6.8 + 0.8**

The results are expressed as the mean + S.D. (n = 4).
The asterisks represent significant difference from the suspension, * p < 0.05 and ** p

< 0.01.
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Figure 5-3 IZF 7L VANV TARDKE R MS HDHVME Ad-MS %7 MZ 3 meg/kg
BAOREBROMBPIFTIVREDOE(NETR T, HEBD 0 1IN—RFA %2R, 22
MODEAL BT L TEM B RN 21T o7, KYENE/NFA— 5% Table 5-3 IZT/RL
oo IKBIREMS DRUZIZT R TONRTA—ZIZBWTH B EITed o7, —F Ad-MS
i, Figure 5-3 {Z/ R T LHIT/KBERB IO MS IZ bR Tl A 38 BE L~V 03 F B R HE 35
&N, £z Table 5-3 IR T X9 AUCDENRE BICH KL, AAET (5L YF
A DHERBRONTZ, ZhiE Ad-MS 23 BRI & T 528 ED BN E R M L
L. EDORERHELE LEICRIBAEZFE ST TIV VAL TARORIREHE R LIS
DEEZOND, EHIZ Ad-MS 23FE Y% 2 FERILL BT THRHLE 72912, MRT 628
EELELDEEZLNSD,
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Figure 5-3. Mean plasma levels of total thiamine after oral administration of (@)
TDS solution, (A) MS, () Ad-MS to rats. Each point represents the mean + S.E. (n
= 4).

Table 5-3. Pharmacokinetic parameters for the TDS solution, MS, and Ad-MS after oral

administration at a dose of 3 mg/kg in rats.

Dosage form Cmax T max AUC,, MRT.,
(ng/mL) (h) (ng-h/mL) (h)
Solution 122.4+42.6  1.15+0.25 316.7 + 103.8 2.22 +0.56
MS 122.0+9.3 1.10 £ 0.62 319.6 + 134.4 240+ 1.16
Ad-MS 111.3 £37.2 1.60 + 0.48 683.6 £ 269.1%" 5.76 £ 2.47%1

The results are expressed as the mean £ S.D. (n = 4).
*: Significant difference versus solution, p < 0.05.

': Significant difference versus MS, p < 0.05.
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IHm RER”T,

(1)  invitro IZBITDEMBHEB VIR E T, MEMEHORFENRRDL~V A0
A7 2T 2R LT, TA T4V DB E 4R TIO% U £, FTILTRLT4R
DFE 2 KT 85% UL Lkl

(2) FyMEOREHROEDEELBITLIER. 7470V OB BRBREL
N AA-MS T Cppy BET U, Trax BEP MRTDBIER L2, LML MS &
Ad-MS I TIIEMEENTA—FIZHEEEZNRONRDI ST,

(3) FyMEAREZROEDBEIEEMRTLIZFER, FTILIANLTAROHE | K
WK IBEOMS & Ad-MS TiE AUC, BEUNMRTDENAE BIZHE KL
77

IOZlinh, MM B A7 0T =7 IZHALE L FICRIBAL 2 FF > P D
NAZT SATEVT 4% W LS LOICH HRRA THHI LM RENT,
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(2)

(3)

(4)

H5f EROM

s

DS (Mw 500,000) , EA(Mw 500,000) {338 1 EERICbDZRA W, 7474V
BLOFFETIE 3 BLRLLDEZA W, LLEOREHT 200-mesh THi @ # (75
um LA TFMEM L, CAB(Mw 30,000) , > afEfEiiB =27 V(DK F-10) ., &)
RIT4NIE 3 EEFLLDOE AWz, FTIV VAT 4RIT ICN Biomedicals
#(Aurora, USA) | T-Q2-tRuX L oF /)T A7) 3R R LR TR (HR),
FERPERR T 72— B(EC31.320IE T 74T A7 8 (RE) AV, ZOMORE
T _THEREER W,
AR T 4T DR

B4 BLRROFTIETITo, B 425-600 pm DRAITORT =T Rk
L BEMEROBIEIIFABELFRROFIETITo7, FTIVIANVTARDE
A1, 237 nm ICBHARAEEEZREL,
In vitro 34 fi H R BR

RHRBRIT B AEFFH XIVEHRBRIES 216 (SRR ICEL T, B 1K
RYVL—h 80 % 0.1%EMU7#K 900 mL %A\ C, #&ik 37 = 0.5C, El#x
5 60 rpm TITo7-, RBRBBIEEATEORMICHK KR 5 mL #H]L., A TF
TANE—(0.45 um) THRL TREHEKR LT, 2BERBFEEHIZFIRRER&D
HEEBE AL, RBEBEPOTA 7V EEL 274 nm [ZRBIFAR N EE,
FTIVVANVTARBEL 242 nm IKBITHRAEEZBIEL, ENETNHOENTDH
ER LR EBRNDOR O, T/-RBRIT 3 EEVIRL TITo7=,
Ky R

24 BFEIME &L 72T 1 (300-390 g, HEfHE ., Spraque-Dawley strain, = 7R,
TATAV DA 10 mg /kg, FTIVIANLTARDE A 3 mg /kg D5 B2/
DI RV F Lo Fa—TaEE LBV TERANTIAI/RRT =T % 0.2
mL DKEBIZHEE LTz, XHBEL T, 7474V DB E 2% w/v) BEBIEK (5%7T
FETITLKBRIZERE) 2, FTIVIALTARDEE 0.5%W/V)IKIBEEZ
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NENRWE, 7474V TiX 0.5, 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 8, 10 BEfEIRICTF TIVT AL
74K T2 05,1, 23,4, 6 RREIRICEHROOEML L, TyMIRRBAL 10
R ETRAESFGTICE VW, MRITHRIEZEHIC 3,000 rpm T 3 43 & O
SrEEL . BLN I SEITEE ET-20C TREFELE, 28, B ERIIEER X
ZE EREHICE SN TITo T,
(5) TAT74ICDER
M F 7471V REORE L, AREEL T 7-Q2-ERrX = FN)THT 1)
vEFAWVEFE HPLC B> TfT o7, HPLC O E 1% LC-10AS (B # . F#)
% B 281213 SPD-10AV UV/VIS (B, ) Z AV, =R T, 274 nm D%
Y E & BIE LTz, BT 0% Shim—pak ODS(4.6 X 1.5 cm, B, F#H) &A=,
BENHEICIET =M/ :0.01M EEER/Ny 77— (pH4.0)D 1:9 DIREHEH W,
JEEIE 2 mL/min &L77,
EBRBEORIC, EREL-MFEFRBICRLUEEMEZ IRV, M 100
pLZAEYYEICAN, W 10 pg/mL 2 &Te A%/ —/L 200 pL ZEML,
30 P RARNT w7 ZEHDNTF, D% 12,000 rpm T 5 &5 R O BEL . EE A 100
pL % HPLC BIEDREHEKELTZ,
(6) MIFEHFRFTILLNVOMEHT
i 4 T 2 F 7 I B VAL K SR (T TS M AR (L L 7= % IEAE HPLC 15 *2ic
VEEBLE, BREHIBERBRIZL>TITo7, pH 4.5 OFFB Ay 77— HF TE
MARRT 72 —PICIV—BEEROICMARETHIEIZEY, TXTOFTI
VIERTNEWEBET TIVICERL, EORTFTIVEF A 7a—bIBELTZ, F
Fra—hk AV 7% ) — N TR L, LiChrosorb NH, column (5 um, 4.6 ¢ X
250 mm)%3EE LIz HPLC I2EDFTIV B EERD -, EE X LC-10AS (B,
TR . B 2RI PF-10AXL (B, ) Z v, ZIE T, 365 nm (excitation)
L 440 nm (emission) THABREZRE L=, BEIMIZITAZ /) —N P xF
NT—FTNVORFRL 1:3DRGREAV, iiEIX 2 mL/min &L7,
(7) EYEEMENT
Crax BERT oy 15, MFBET —F% 1-20 /=R A NET V& RV THRAT
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(8) #Enm
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F6E BERBIUER

KRBT XA VBEEIIZOREENOHABHMLLTEERETHLIEEZLNS,
LILAKICH OB MERBOIEID, BERTHFITHNTHREHRHEPHELES
ITHRIHSEOFRBMELTOFDIEL R TILIIHLY, ZITEHEI TEE KK
SEFIALTHLVEBEZH SRABR~OLAEZRA T, ETHESEERIZOV
THMIIRHN LI, ZOMREOT TKEWET AN VFEEOE S E PR E
HERTILERVHLL, RICEEGEORB~DIERLLT, KIEET X AT FH
BEERAWC~AIuRT7 27 ORBERAR T, RBLIE~AI70RT7 2713, BORK
HBIUHBEMEELZEL. BN RERRFMENICHETOILIL-T, HILE
EEICRINENZRFOREDDONRATT SATEY) T 42 [ LSEDHILEZ RVHLT,

AR THRONIMRELUTIZERN T3,
(1) BABRFERICONWTHBEKBREB ORI EIT o R, PRIV TR
REEZRTRIT = ERIDF A DiRE T, CMD ZHWeHE . HEH 35:65,
DS Z#FHWZB A 25:75 THAHZ BTz,
(2) MEEAFHICOVT, KBEWTFAN VHEEEERRELLTFVEEET L
FEELL TR LR, h—RE—/L 934P LRIZ O FESERL, pH, (4 HRE
DEBEZ TR0,
(3) BHF~DIEHELT, KBUETXANT U FHEHEOYBREWEF KN v
ALL, CAB #BAKME~N I RE LT AR T =T 2B LT, v~/ I/0RT7 270
DEBIEHIZONT, T T4V ZRAWVTREI LI R DS/EA BLU DS/CDC I
BT pH FEERFEHOBRBULD R B ELN, EBKMERE S T LARBHET AN
CHBEEEOEA LRICIVBEHERIETIILNTER,
(4) ~A7aRT7 =T ORBEAFHEIZOWT, FYyMEEZ AV in vitro ICBWTREL
7-#ER.DS/EABEME 40% LU LEF TIHEITH VKR FEENROONI,
(5) vA/uRT7=TDHRRAMEFIMEITIENT, FyMIBRARELIEKER, BRH
BEHERRBOONT, HALENZBEBE T LR MRS EEE2F2V
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VAR =TI RN EHEH RN E LSER L TWe, E2, B RIREREIZOW
TFTIVVANTARERWVWTRHLEER. BEAEFEEEZF -2V A70RAT7 2T
IZH~ AUC. MRT REZE LB KL=,
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FERRBE~AIORT =T B L B DO ASAFTT AT T %A LSEDHIL
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VLR | B RS B 2 ROk F BUBNIX Helicobactor pylori DERTE E~D it A S FFX
TS P Fk1L S 53 CP & AW C B AL AT B R F A 2 AL, 7%
VIVERREE NICEEIEAZ8I2XY Helicobactor pylori DERE N R %M L3H
BIEZEIIL TV, Ll CPITRIERIBME 235 °)| F7c 2 OB MRMED pH O %
B2 EMBHERD pH k- TEBT 5 %, — 5 KBHET AT HE
EOYBIREMIL2ELEL, TOMLEOEIZL> T pH FEERFHEOES K
BIEHBEEZBE L TS, UL EOISRB AL, 5%, HIEMEEEEDRBEL DR
TR OFH DDS BMELTOFABIFFFIND, kR & TR B RIA DS
FGEEIR OB EOHMCBESR 9, bbb | SRR O POk, Bk 7
CIERATHIENFARETHHLEE ZLNS,

PLEDEHIZ, BBFFRIZIRV TR IR A & B AR M ok F AT, & #
XESFEL DDS F ~0is AR RIN5,
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EWANE KEMEFRICOLIVEH O ZLET,
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