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VTR, NA AN—T" h AT U == TS0 Z—T"y AR & DRIERE
flrom Bl kv, RS & mWBiE 2 R~ M b TR E ROy A
MR <AREIhTWD ., ZoRE, BEEMBEMEEHD DK 90%7,
Biopharmaceutical Classification |23 CEEKEME L 2415 Class T H L <IX TV ~
SPHEESNDZENMOLNTND 120 F7e, EREREMNHITHEROBLEI S EHE
PEDSHR L TO DRSBTS, BT OAEBEEDE O TITIET 1~
A RRT IR A Fig EERENEZRT D UL AFET .

A SNTALEMN IR E RIS H72DI21E, BRI L1212,
ML A BIE L ORI S, TERSNIC A E SN DB R NEN DD,
ISR TVEA A W~ DT FRIEDMEAN T DR ORI DMK 95 Z &Iz,
USRS AL E T oo D T2 DR ZE AR & W T & NERBISE Lo K& 7
ML 2> TS, IO OMEZMRT D720, BARUHER L, b, [E
RS HURAE, o b 7e & OWRMRIESCESIR AR SN TR Y, BRI ~D
BlH 2% < AFAET D 34 T HEHMBIZD BOEINF] € Fh AT e 72 i i 72 Tk
TlEdH 270, 7 17 v gk TR L L7236 1SR BRI E S AR A
THZ s S, £z, MEREBIOME, BFORBOKESHFINLD
ZEMD, IFEEAREESTND >,

HOK ISR O WAL 11T Build-up 1% & Break-down {50 2 DIZ KBS 5.
Break-down {1 ZFASUTIBAIC L 0 SR 2 b3 2 HiEThH Y, ik
TaX IBMERNZ EPFRTHD. Lo, @ERBC L VRN FEET S
T OBERTRERRL TS TR H U, ALBEW ORI X > TR 2R - 215 5



RN Z ERETH D, —77 Build-up {EIFEY & — SR S SR S
TR 2152 515 TH U, Break-down VEIZHHE U THGR 7R 723503\ 2 &
MR TH DD, HEebZ ORI AR OIRE NRE & 72 5.

F7o, EHEMOWE ZIRAET D 7o OB RISV B 5 i HRERIE, #E 1
W AEDTHID BT HIFERED H TR0 3, —HEIENTIL, invitro TAH
BR D B AW FRIRIFIEDMRRERIRE TH H Z £V ICH M9 THREAEE I LTV
L. LIPLeRN G, U717 a g XE TSR+ (28 1) 13,
R T RICHW S D HIFLEE 0.2~0.8 um D7 4 VX —ZEiRT 5720,
VA H B M VAR 2 IEREICIE T D Z L IR, W HRBR 2 @Y it ¢ X
RN EDRRETH 5 1

VEHIEBY OGS N EECH D Z LTz, & ORI % TR FTHE R in vitro DFF
ENEN LB E LTI OND. T /2R ARIC L B TR EE M O DRI
PR I3 2 O CHRE STV D A, WAREER BT 1.3 LN & & F
B—4, IR LITEEN SRR 16 [FL RELSTRET 5 2 L3 gE ST
WD MIEB 2T, R Of IR EICIIBOERE R & Do K-
BEG- 23R XU TV D DS, R O WRUPE D[] EARE IR 72 MR S U Tuniauy 1415,
ZDORER, invitro FHIIZ X 588 DWW PER EOTRIPREETH 5720, F/ hit
RT5 D ACIREHZ 3N T in vivo % H I ERER S L EETH V), B FEEROEIIN
K ORIFEIAM OIER 2TV 5.

RO A R T B T8, AMFZETIE, BrElinAl % FHv 7= Break-down £ &
O\ Build-up V52 X 2 HEKEMHAL G DT 7 ki1t & & OFEME K QWA _E%h
R, TR OFHE HYERME & O 2 KA Ofk W IN A A Tl T REZR invitro
ML IC SV TRET LT,
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D, A7 E 2N T —ixiCTh Y, FER S DIRGMTH T kLT



LITBER SN A5G035 D 10 KPS CIE, HEKVAMESEY) O RS Bk 5Ll &

L CORRAMERERE ST DHEREMER S IRINAI T & 2 BEE 2 7 £ 7 L UES
BAARY DB AW S, R EINAl E L C oMM RET Lis. Bk
ETMREME LTRFRLTHL T rR Y AW, 7rR) AL OfF
IR AEFEE NS SO D KA OBIERUE G T 192, EVKEE, [
PEIZR VRO DBRETH D720, K - ARETHES R — BIESE 2
Build-up {EIC X W F ki TR LTZ. £, HOKEEEY THDL YR T
I K (GCM) (2%t L, Break-down {£ED—Ff T 22U L 0 F / ki1 % 05
L7z BB U 72T 2 R 7D T, VAR M ORI 1) B2 B DD TR L 7.
(551 %3)

T BIFATRIFRRICHEAE LT UV A R LZRd 720, IRHRRBR CILiai L
eI T IR L TERT ARETH LD, B LM 7 4 V52—
(X DBREITRM AT 5720, WIREREZRIE TERW I UV A7 fLd 2
WA X0, BRIy & RN E ST 2 FED, RIS G H ORI R 30 B
THEINTWD 224 B TR L7 A 7 = F AFE (MFA) OF ki1
XU, LT & T K2 ROy & A7 LT UV ARY R bz 2 5y
FTHZLITEY, T RTD D OUSFREIRE & I E AR 72 BT HERBRE & et L
e, (F2=)

F K ORI 2 TR 572012, 2 FEOEMZR TS LT,
WbhZ R RO R 2 3FEO T /R &~A 7 vk T2l U, TafRtk &K
B E RRHZFHE T 2 in vitro BBRIE L, T v N &2 in vivo WIRMERRER &
DOREROMBMEZRFE LT, £72, BARREORBZYR LIHREC LY T/ kL
FARIZ & DGR B R A IE U, % ORI s O 237 7. (B8
3 &)

LIFAEIZDI > TRk 5.
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NN EN T OO EE LTI oD, ZhvE TiEfighhn Lo FiE s LT,
FCY, V7S 7 a U REEE TOMGHE

HE-O3ERE b 7 EIFEIPRE OUZEC, B0 iR B AL ERAN e ST 2 )
DBEOPNMAN SR FIETEMATETH D Z LD,

F L 7= S 72 & ARE S T & 7 2520

b (F 7 Ki7Ak) 13
IFREEREE - TN D 122728,
(IS U TR FEZ NG 2 Z ENEETH D, ABIFETIE, FHEINF T
b D PG 2 VT, HKIEPER P AR ke Y D T/ kit %

T RA{EDFiEE LT, Build-up {E& T Break-down IERHIHN TR Y, BHY
Build-up 1% &% O Break-down {EIZ & 0 8L U, ¥ARME M O DRI 5- 2 5 52288

Zo Al L 72
HOKEMER SR AR OIREME LT, 7R 22\, 7rRl A,
K DRING & e D IAK, W, (B2 820 G TIEL N D BIROKEY
IVYNRFOENLEIEND. R Tz ) —NVFSLST N A K, T/
fels Ehkx b & a3 7, 200 FEELU EORSOIREW TH S, d< b
TlokdRik & LTRSS TR Y, FUBSEM 2, fbiEM °, SiRiElr
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M2, BUEEM 0P, FIEEEM ** R ORTREIEM 2 722 E O AR 72 EBNEIEN 2



NETICHESIN TS, TaR ) ZAp3 AR EBEEZRT—J7T, K~
Doy B S OVEFRVEDMER N2 DIZ, BEARIPEDMENZ EBRETH 0, B
WEBIN RO B TWND 3037, ZrR Y ZIBIER TR O RRETH 5 72
D, W T ARG & AR A TR S B 721, MR A1T 5 Build-
up KL 0 F R T ERE L. ki TEEINEI & LT, BREMER LRI D
—HTHY, @V L B2 AT 5B A T T (Stevia-G) & AV 7z 8,
TaRY ZAFROFERIEER S THHT LT E Y C RO KRy = 94235 H

L, HKEMRAEW DT /R X 2 vt B ORI R sh 4 AT L 7=.
(55 2 )

Break-down {£ED—FE T B AWML, BERMPETIETH D, KOH I
OERZEECTE DR RAR/T 5 2% B OREICIY 1 pm LLFORLT7-%
55 Z LT RICWNEETH 5725, BIEFIORINT L0 Wi ETd 256 b
BENTWD T R TIE, SKEEET AR E LT IRV TR R,
WAL U TR~ A U2 (Hsp-G) &AWV, o —>Th H AR —1
I X DT 2R A AT B O IR ORLRE, fhaatE, TRRMENR O
FEHNRZME L, T/ RAIZ K D AR R 2540 L7z, (58 3 i)



2 HEEBLAEME AW R R Y 2 0OFEEL L G

T KA OFHENEIZIE, Build-up 14 & Break-down £33 & 573, 7 a7 U A I3Hh
FE R OMFAETEDR T2, Build-up ¥EIZ K5 F 2R Ab &2 A T, BEKBRMR S
MoOETNVELTTRRY ZAOxH ) —/ Vi) (EEP) %, ININAI & L ChE4R’
AT ET (Stevia-G) & A=, =& 7 — )LKIRIR T CIRABICRIE A B ET5 2
& T, EEP & Stevia-G DHEARI AR L. Z0%, KPIZHSHRISETT
KRB 2 L7, BRSRERIC KV BRIk LT, G onchi+h oF 2k
OEE, TR, WU A R L 7.

51 H SRR OR TR L BRI F ORI S E B

Table 1-1 (2, VABEREERT (=& 7 —/VKIBRT) R OERSEERRTE kP @
BT AERE R A R, BIEELIEIC L AR T RRIE TIE, Z PR TR £
SYBPERRE PAL MG B 5. e Y A4, Stevia-G fAE F T/ —/L/K
IR C Z SR 728 256 nm, Pd1 0.09 Z 7R3 ¥ —7e ) SR a2 Bk LTz, =X
J=vEBREL, KPIZEHSH LB ST /R 2/ER L TR Y, BHSHRIC X
DR ROHRITARD b o7,

Table 1-1 The particle size and polydispersityindex in preparing
propolis/Stevia-G particle.

Z-average (nm) Pdl
before evapolation 256 0.09
before freeze-drying 347 0.17
after freeze-drying 311 0.21




Table 1-2 (Z, EEP K OGHEKI A DOT7 AT E D > C RO Ry b= EHE&ED
FERME M OB R E 2 7R 3. EEP M OB 7P O AR 7 v AR U REJE &l Z
NEI 55%K T 9.09% Th 5 Z &b, FHERI - OGN OB GmEZFH L
7o PESNTAIES EEITOT b BEEREICERE LIt EL R~ Licie o, kit
AR O 7 11 AR U R Gy D AR — 2T HHROVR IR 25 K OV HE AR TARIC L 0
EEOPDITENEEZ L.

Table 1-2 The content of artepillin C and drupanin in EEP and
Propolis/Stevia-G.

EEP Propolis/Stevia-G

Measured Measured Theoretical
Artepillin C 425.0 74.5 70.2
Drupanin 58.3 10.1 9.6

(mg/g)
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AKIETIE, BETHE L7 0RY 22 ) — Ui 2 Th % EEP &
Stevia-G & DIJ— 72T 7 R K Ot R OVEfiRENE 2 -l L7=. EEP (=% / —/L
L EICETRIIR CROKEICHE S 20 o), MARIREEOXM & LT, EEP
IZv Vv R TR AR CERRINL CEFZEREET 2 2 & THR{L L7z EEP-SD #
7-.

FANS, 7T aRY ZAPOEKEWE RN THLT VT EY 2 C KD Ry Lo
=D 37 °CIZHBT DK~ OEMREZPE LTERER, i1 pg/mL DAT
KUY 40 pg/mL T o7z, Figure 1-1 ZTT7 LT EY > C KRy =20,
EEP, EEP-SD Kk OHELKLF-72 6 DZEHEKICK T DH T m 7 7 A VA Rm Lz,
FTHOFIRINTEBNT S, REKI 71X EEP & OV EEP-SD (ZFb# U C, IR
S OT T OBFREE DRG] B U7z, FRCAREMED & < KEEMERMERWT L7 &
U C Tix, #BRBLS 180 43% D EEP KUY EEP-SD 7» b O¥HIE X HPLC DjE
BIRA (028pg/mL) L FOETH 7. —FH T, HEKF»507 AT EY v C
DOV HEITABRB A 180 3% T 80 ug/mL DL EZ/RL, & SIZHRBRBIAG 1 8%
ICBWTS 75ugmL Th o7z, Ry 8= conT bR, WS E K O

T DYEREE DI E23ER0 B, RERBAAA 180 731 D AT OEMREITHK 120
pug/mL TdH Y, EEP &K EEP-SD (ZE#R L THY 2.8 MR 38 D Z R LTz,

Stevia-G 1%, /K TIBAEROHEIE LT L, HOKEMEREY O MRIE 2 S S
HHZENINETHRESINTNS B854 SEERD bz 7 R U A EIKEE
PRy DT ) KA K O BDNT OEFREE O W FIX, Stevia-G O FLaETEMEREIZ EL A
T 5 LS, Stevia-G (TEIOHAKEVERNR 3 M ERFCFAET 5ROV TH
BRI FIETH D R R ST,
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Figure 1-1 Dissolution profiles of (a) artepillin C and (b) drupanin: x; EEP,
o; EEP-SD and [J; Propolis/Stevia-G. (mean + S.D., n=3)
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B
w

AIEE T2, AR L72F 2R3 7 a R Y AR SR IEMEA Bk oy O TR % 58
B SE D Z LRI NTTD, THEAE N T OFMEM M ORI 25 7
END. AETITRHRKT %27 v MROEE L% o miE i 2 R E
BT 52 LT, T RN T a AR Y RARERRGr OWIUEIZ B 2 % O
THRF L. 728, FHlICHAWZ 7 2R ) AR R R GR35
WTHRE 221 THRAERASEZT 2 2 LR HE STV D7) Y, ik ofy
BN ERRHZII I NV a =L —B R OY LT 7 4 —BIZ L DB 1T 7.
Figure 1-2 |Z1%, EEP-SD, EEP-SD & Stevia-G O#ENEAY, K OFHELk 1%
v MIRROEE LEZBROT AT EY > C RO R v A R= g bR EHER %
L7z, 77U CIZoW\WT, EEP-SD B 5841, FBRBALA 20 04 10k
YRR Cmax IZEL, 040+0.07 pg/mL 27~ L7z, £72, WHIESWEREREDIZIE
[FREEE DIMERREHERE 278 L, Cmax 1% 0.45 £0.14 ug/mL TH Y, Stevia-G DJE
PEAINC X DWRUE EI3E8 0 Sivieh o7z, —J5, TREDR 7 5RE Clramku
DRMEZR M BT Hiv, ERBALG 10 7712 D Cmax 1 1.64 £ 0.63 pg/mL TH Y,
EEP-SD K UWBREAMEGHEC IR LT, BHERAPRD b, Ryass
= UAZHOWT B IERRIZ, T/ BiARIC K 5 AR EE OB 72 R D588 BT,
F 72, BINPEDIERE T & % A P EE-IRe ] iR T i fg AUC 2 3XBRBR G & 240
53t DI TR L7o#E R4 Table 1-3 12777 FRbki 7 # 5#£ AUC 1% EEP-SD
KO ER G GRECHE L CT 7T B > C T 64 %, RoAX=T45
B <, Stevia-G & MW T /BRI K0 Bk o DU BRI /) B L7z
TOATEY v CITREARUS & 0 &) b FERBER A~ & @ik S, b NEE
HR DML CTdh 5 Caco-2 HBEIZXT L CRAF R FZ ML AT 5 Z & AEEIC
WESNTND Z EnE 89 WLE DD ORI OB A IRETE TH 5 &
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HeZRE N 5. Figure 1-1 IZBW ORI N K 9 IR 713 EEP-SD (2 ki L T,
TOVT Y ¥ C OFEEEE K ODNT OVRMEE 2 B85 118 LS/, HbE
WIZBWTH T VT E U 2 C OFEFEVEN L, Ziv 2 i HRE O KRig e 8K
MO ONT-EEZ BN, Ryl A= OEERMIT N E THRESH TV
WS, TATE Y 2 C L FRRICRIEZR#E N RIRYED ) ESFEO B, invitro TH]
RBR & in vivo WINMERRBRIZ I T B2 FEBEAGRD S -

Stevia-G & AW 727/ ki rAkiE, 200 FEELL B DR DIRGM TH D 7 1R
U 2R OB OF RSy ORI Z RIRHZ W S E72Z & D, MoEEKEMER
SR LT O AR EFETH D LR SN D,
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Figure 1-2 Plasma concentration of (a) artepillin C and (b) drupanin after
intragastric administration: o; EEP-SD, A; Physical mixture of EEP-
SD/Stevia-G (1/10), and [ /; Propolis/Stevia-G. (mean + S.E., n=6)
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Table 1-3 Area under the plasma concentration-time curve (AUC) values of EEP-
SD, physical micture of EEP-SD/Stevia-G, and Propolis/Stevia-G in 240
min after oral administration in rats. (mean = S.E., n=6)

*, P<0.05, significantly different from EEP-SD; # P<0.05, significantly

fedek

different from physical mixture; ", P<0.001, significantly different from

EEP-SD; ## P<0.001, significantly different from physical mixture.

Physical mixture of

EEP-SD Propolis/Stevia-G

EEP-SD/Stevia-G
AlTepillinC 26.14 £ 12.99 19.18 + 12.60 168.03 = 9446 ook ZE
Drupanin ~ 5.97 =  5.30 605 = 381 26.83 = 18.90 **

(ng-mm/mL)
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FIH BB LAY L EOKEERY DRSS OFRR L B

T KA OFENEIL, Build-up 15 & Break-down 1£D 2 DIZ KA &4, AIHEI T
Build-up V52 X 2O EKRIEVER 5y DT 2 ki At & Mgt L7z, Build-up 351354
H72RL - OFHRNFIRE T D — 7T, BKIRIERSY & WM S 2 72 9 O A BRI
DFRREC, fhaBOfIE?s LIXUIZMEE 25, Frlo, =% ) —1 78 b7
E DFFEMIRBEN 6T DIEMEDMERN T U X 7 T I RO X 9 BRIEMOLE L,
DMSO 7¢ & DR ME O ARSI 2 T3 2 M B & 5 728, Build-up 1501 H
IINEETH 5.

% Z TAHITIX, Break-down ED—2>TH DALY, VR T T3
ROF kAt afat Uiz, w3 A st 2 (3 2 LB B 510
KRB TE DL ERAT— AT v 7 ARER I ENDRF T a2 L LT
XV E LNFETHD. T/ RiEiRAl & LT, BERSBUREAIE LTo
AR BRE SN TV AR~ ~LY D (Hsp-G) &z 052 F—L 3L
AWMLY, 7R 7T RE Hsp-G & OIRBHIY 2R L,
IMRFR SR TR G- 2 D2, BRI 7 O EMRNE K OB 31T 5 38BN R %
A L7z,

H1H RV IVLER RIS FEICE 2 R

— R HZ A I T P FE DO RIE AR RL T B DD D378 b D 3,

OISO R TR DNME KT D 7o ORI [R L DR Z 0, RL-REI 39

DY E N D, AETIIAR—/V I NP ORL TR ZRREICBIER T 5 2 L T,
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Figure 1-3 (21X 70 2 78— b I VALERIRE ] CREE U 72 1R-A e D 7K Fh 45 HiRs
DRI OB TR 2N Ehrs Lc. R FRIFEEBELEIC L v JlE S
NI EEIE AR L, BB AR AL 0.8 um KTV 02 ym D7 4 L H—%@ L
TARFOEY &L ZNZENALGIK 2 & T, BBIKSIRIZ 5D 28R FEEE 5
OFIG & UTHEE Ul oeREE O BRI RO ERL B2 O, 200 nm & TF 800
nm LA N O/ i T HEEIE ORISR i, SR 30 212K 300
nm CPHIZEE L7z, 60 23 BFE T, 20378 800 nm LLF D/ ki
ELUTHHAE L TV, BRI K DR O FEEEDNGRD Hivd, FARRL 123
KPP CTEWSEIEAZ R LIZZ &35, Hsp-G OBl & LCoF AN REN
7-.

[ Coarse E=200 - 800 nm B - 200 nm == Average particle size
100%  — — — — — 71 800

<K 4 700
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< 1 600 2
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Figure 1-3 The effect of ball-mill time on particle size and distribution of ground
mixture of GCM/Hsp-G.
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55 2 T {REWE O R

AR TR 1 ORGP B9 2 3-li 21T > 7=. Figure 1-4 IZ 7 U X2 7 T 2
RIEER, 7V _ 753 K& Hsp-G OWEIREY), IBEHH K% O Hsp-G DR
X BREHTRIEDORE R Z T, IBREMWHHTIZZ ) X7 F 3 MiEfHRO R E
— 7 PEEI LT Z &N D, BT & DA EOAR T SUIIESE ~ DI 03 /e S
Nz, k72, 70V R0 7 7 2 RiF 2 BAOR S SR OFENEE SN TN D3,
FHE—27 OHBUIRD N1 2 b, R DiERIE~OIEBITERL &
Nieholo EHEERE NIz, 7088, 25°CT 3 7 ARER S X MREHT/ ¥ — 221k
ITRO LN o7, Tz, IR T T I REMBLIZEB W TS, faatEo
T FRIERICRER D b7z,

Count
(cps)

(a)
—" (b)
— ©
| 1 | | | ] (d)
5 10 15 20 25 30 35

26()

Figure 1-4 Powder X-ray diffaction patterns of: (a) untreated GCM, (b) physical
mixture of GCM/Hsp-G (c¢) ground mixture of GCM/Hsp-G, and (d)
Hsp-G.

17



3 REWFWD in vitro TV 2B

RIS E TOMPIT, 7V 27 T3 K& Hsp-G ZAR—/L U K 0 IRA KIS

52 LT, 7170 RA~OMEAFIRE TH D LW ) RN G LN, K
B CIISE MR LN SRR |2 B 2 D A ST 5 72018, BAIER T —ika
SRt HaBRE N RVIEIZ LY, IREMEMN OO 7 IR 7T I ROEHZE
B AT L7z, S WRIGEAL T d 2 /NG B C ORI A R 5 720, %
HHRRERIE & U Co B e A AR 5 HERBRES 2 WK (pH 6.8) & MW=, F7z,
S LD R |2 5 2 2B OV THRETT 572012, AR EITIE
FREELLT O 2 ng/mL IZRRE LT-.

Figure 1-5 12, 7'V X7 53 RER, 7R 7 F 3 REMBL, 70 x>
7 7 X K& Hsp-G OWERIR G MK ONRE B OF B 2 21 D~
Ry ANER LT TR 7T RIFEMEDSIER IR, RBRBALE 60 4
DHASAZ BT T D HFEIT, R, BMGPeS R OWEIR S M BWTENnE
16.0%, 41%K D 7.0%ThHo7-. —J Hsp-G & DIREG I ERBHIAIE % 1
SRRV B, FRERBAAS 2 70 LANIZ 50%LA E, 60 734212 79.0%03 5 H L
7o R, WEES Y N ONRE MDD 6 O 24 FRfi#% OEHRIT, e
65%, 70%K TN 80% T, HHIAZEDIEE A ENEMELTZZ E0nb, IRAMIHC
D, VX7 ROBMEENBIICH L L LB bz, BiRICBWNT
BMp s o 7 ) X7 F I ROFERMER I8 by, EYFR L OW
BUE AW Il U CIEsfREom AR Spno o, IREMTM TR bk
RO BIR 7210 B, FESEMEOIK T CIE72 < Hsp-G & OIRGHFHIERT 2 &
fezrsn, ZUNC 7T N R OKTCOREMELIIHIT S 2 L2k b,
PR L 2 1) | ST RTRE RS RIE X7z,

7Y Ry T NEFARR= S ) — kT DEEE D IE TR < Build-up 1512
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K HREREMERL T OFNELINEETH 575, Hsp-G & W oA —L I W2 K SRR
B L WO BIERBET T Y R T X FOWBfRREZ W E3 52 LN TE .
7R 772 RIFHEE N CTORMMEDNE L <KW 720, FRORIEAME &
HEELZ DD, Hsp-G ZHAWTIRAE ML T U X2 7 T I ROERNTORME
EEDDZ TR, WIMER QS ORI S 7.

100

.

60

20

0 9

0 20 40 60
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The amount of GCM dissolved (%)

Figure 1-5 Dissolution profiles of GCM in JPXV second fluid (pH 6.8)
containing 0.001 % tween 80: x; untreated GCM A ; ball-milled
GCM, o; physical mixture of GCM/Hsp-G, €; ground mixture
of GCM/Hsp-G. (mean % S.D., n=3)
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4 TH BREHEH D in vivo KL A

AT E TOMRFT, Hsp-G ZHWZREMIZ LY 7~ 7 T I ROl
N OEFRPE D) BV R ET2728,  in vivo BERIZIS W T HIELE N TOEMEMEN
L, BRIE R OO RS IR S D. 2 2 TARIETIE, Hsp-G &2V
IRAE DS in vivo FERIZ ISV THINRIZE- 2 5 B OV THRET L 72,

Figure 1-6 (a) (21X 7 U227 T X RECR, Hsp-G & OYBHRE S M ONEA #
W% T v MCREROBE LG o MR 7y o — 28 E ORI b2~ ok
TMERZ RS 7N 7 T2 ROEMBRZWET S0, HMEEFICEIT 55
BIAAELRTOMAER 7L 2 — 2 BEZ 100% & LTz, FURK OWER AW GRET
ITFRBRABA G 4 FERE O MAE 7L o — ZPRFEIT 88 % L N 75%I /K F L, Hsp-G ff
I X DB R OF B BRITRO Sk oo, —J, IBREDY Tl ipE
B FERA R E <R B, RBRBALE 4 REE1# O MAEF 7L 20— ZPREET 56 %12
FTIERT L7z, 7eds, aRBRBHAA 12 RFfHITR K 0 RS2 BRAG L7272, SABRBALS 24
FE & IC BV TR TOY > T VR OO TR EN TLOKEECRIET D
& DR STz,

Figure 1-6 (b) (ZIZFRERBALE 12 Wefi)t4 & CRLHY U 7= i 05 o 8 -IRe R R 1 i A
(AAC) Zn . IRAHE GEED AAC I, JFROR K OWBIR AW 5-7E 2 Lhfig
LT, 6 L2 HBULEDEAERL, F /I X 23BN ROBETRAGED &
Nniz. FRiHbic L a2 ORIMEOR EiZZnE TEHEHRE I N TWD D
TS RHT T OWRIGEARIZ 134 DR 7357 5720, SRl TR 7127
HEINTELT, FWT /K EEE R EOIRHRARE~BIZET 22 &Ik D
MO m LB SN TWD B fREEOm Bi2mzx, 7V~ 27Z IR
DU T 2R & UTHAE LT 7e I, FEYOWRIHEN M EL, FEEZFN
BaRR LT L HESR S T,
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Figure 1-6 Changes of (a) plasma glucose level after intragastric administration of
obtained GCM particle and (b) area above the plasma concentration
time curve values (AAC) during 12 hours after oral administration into
rats: X; untreated GCM, o; physical mixture of GCM/Hsp-G, ¢;
ground mixture of GCM/Hsp-G. (mean £ S.E., n=4)

**, P<0.01: Significantly different from untreated GCM
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FH4aH /NG

ARETIE, HABEMHERE ST AR L OEY DT/ Ki+ % Build-up E&XT
Break-down #(C 1 0 FHEL U, VMR R O WINMEIC -2 D 5B A2 L 72,
27N Y AR i < Break-down VE D H 2SN EETdH 223, Build-up EIT LY 7
BARUADT R RESRD Z LN TE . Stevia-G & AV 2 T/ ki {kIZ &
D, IRSOBT OERMEEITT AT > C TIE 100 5L E, Ry =Tl
3REMUEICH ELe. 2Ty MERRREGERDOMETIRED Cra KTV AUC 137
LAFEY Y CTIERN6ME, RulR=r Tl 4ER04AS [EofEE R LT,
Stevia-G % FV 7= Build-up JEIC X W B L 72T /7 Wi r1E, 7 aAR U A oo
HEKTMEAT 2Dy O VFRIE S ORI % [ ) S5 Z &N Ta T FT,
Build-up £ N REE 23 TH D 7 ) R 7 2 RIZHOW T, Break-down i
DO—FE T o DA Z fEt L=, Hsp-G & WA LD, IR0k
TREDWD Je OBRL 1 5y B DR DSF8 H AL, K 300 nm D/ ki FALIZRE)
U 7o BT O, Hsp-G A REER I 3\ TR 7 SR i ORREE 2 15 &
F KT TOHKBEERED O SHMEEBD 2D EEZ b7z, Hsp-G & DIRE
MW, FEMFR L OWBIRGY) & i U C¥s il EE 3 gA35 12 m L LTk 0,
AR BA 4R 2 0 R I THIA TR D 50% LA AN H L7z, in vivo N RZABRIZI N Th,
IRE P TF AR ol L Cliuifirh 771 o — 2 BEE O A BITIE T &8, AACIT6
ELl L% 7R LTz, Hsp-G % FiV 7= Break-down 1512 KX VS L7=7 / ki 713,
HOKTATEIY) OVRENE 2 ) &, BRI R I,

PLEDZ & )25, Build-up & U Break-down #:12381F 5, Stevia-G K& O Hsp-G D
T RAALEIIF & L oA RAMENR SN, FEx OEREEMER T ~O1 H A 5
TE5.

22



H2E
HOKEERY T/ RF DB R HRBRIE I BT 5 fiy

F1E E

il

EIESh D EMIERIFH I E AR T D -0 0RER E LT, £YRITLVEH
RBRDHE S TERY 5, RABRIMMETHIZ BRY L L7 HRBRICBT 205813
B < WESNTWD ST HIOE URBROWE LS TE Y 5%, IR
ARBR & S R 2 ML A B DR TR BICR (S H -l aER) 13, EEKEMEEE) o
BEORIPETFRNCRB T 28 TH D 2 &3 ST g 390,

Y77 v B E TOMIME (5 RiTb) 1, SRR OB TR
D EHE, REBEERKIEDL T EITEY, EEEHEROEEEZ R LS, &0
WP EZ IR SE D Z e LTS 1L 2RI X B P FE TR 23
ORI R EOTFHNCEE THH Z EDNRB I TWDD 2, 7T/ ki1
N7 4 NH =% LT LE S e, T/ b OREETOF ML I RE T
bD. T RIAITRIFRITEIT LT UV AT MV ERT 728 10, IR L7351
DHZNES DI2OITT KT 2 0BT 2 %R & 5. B TR DKL
T2 7 4 NH—FETHRET IS, —RICHNOND 7 1V Z —OMIALEET 0.22
um F7201X 045 um THHT=8, 7 (VX —Zi@ilh LizF /R OBz LY, K
HEZBRFHMEL CLEH>ZNNH S, HIFLER 0.02 um ORI 7 4 L X —=0,
BN E D F 2R 2B CE 5 Z ENHE SN TWVDEN B4 b OE

IOt E BT D720, WHYMNIE Z 57 /K06 ORIR R
ZENZFHE T E RV, EIEE VR b RS S T»W DR, R0
VEHI Tl e S BEEIR N EEH & 72 2556035 <, BREERE 23035 2 & IZNEET
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b5 .

Loy DIRHFRBRIZIB T, UV AT FLE 2 RISy LT2E 2 &5y UV)
N UIXUIEHAWSILS 2%, 2 k5 UV T, (LEBOREITKFETITHIZO0
DR ZIMBER) BFET D720, HAEEHMO ZIM EETIX, Zofio
o DHEREFRETHH. fFilxiE, UV WINZRTIRNAITHLT Aae
iz IONTIERL LTy U XA S F U EERIOWHRERTIX, T4 UV 7r—
TERNTT AV E U BO ZIMER THET 22 21280, o RRAZF o
WHZFEBZFHMITE 5 2 ENME SN TWD X F RT3k ICIKAF L= UV
AT MVERTZEE 10 B LT3R L ST R R ROy & B a L
T2 WSy UV CHET B Z &2k, F /R0 5 O OVR 28 4 I E T
THEEBEZIOLND.

ABFFETIE, T/ KA DY O 27T 272012, UV 7'e—7 CHl
TE L2 2 RSy UV I & DT MR 2 ik 7z, E7 VM E LTA 7 =5
LA FINTT ) RO~ A 7 moRL IR & TR U T2 15 & U7 BRI DR 772,
FEEPEZIE L, 2 K5y UV I & 0 S OV HIZEEh & SRl L 7-.
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F2H FARRREIE ORI

AKEITIE, P L7ZT 2 RO~ A 7 2R FIREIR ORL 28 M OFE T B 3%
Pl 24T > 72, Table2-1 (ZRLFEERER R 2~ 7. Z PR 748 198.2410.2nm O
T R IREIR ST S, IR 4 B LR RIS LIERO 2ot v A7
rhr BRI DKL D FIEIE 1.92+0.08 um TH Y, T/ Ki-DOF 10 fFDOK

XIThoT.

Table 2-1 Particle size and zeta potential of obtained suspensions:

(a) nanosuspension and (b) microsuspension.

(a) Z-average Pdl Zeta potential
(nm) (mV)
Nanosuspension 198.2+0.2  0.17 = 0.00 -6.3+£5.0
(b) Dio Dso Doo
(um) (um) (um)

Microsuspension 1.47 £0.08 192+ 0.08 227 £0.14

25



Figure 2-1 (2 A 7 = F AEJFR, R L7 T/ kO~ A 7 b FRRBIK DR X
FREHTHE DR R 2R, WEREBIR S b, JFRRFERROBEH A2 — 2R LTIz &
DD, SREBIRIHRSG RIS ST e, RO X 0 I A

b3 2 ArREMEI TV L B 2 BTz,

\A_.,J\M__ Raw MFA

MM Nanosuspension
‘A‘—"—“-’ML-\AL’A/\_.A\,._ Microsuspension
1

I I I I I

5 10 15 20 25 30 35

XRPD Counts

2-theta (°)

Figure 2-1 Powder X-ray diffraction patterns of raw MFA and obtained suspensions.
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3 2 RIS UV I L AR ERIERR

AREITIX, EWHRBREEOREEEMIC, 2 KM UV ICL D A7 = F ABBIEIR
KMOAT =T DT /RO ER A R L7e. WHIREREE 2 i To X 7 =7
DBERIR K ONF /BT~ UV A2 kL% Figure 2-2 (a) KO} (b) (ZRd. F /i
TR & 72D UV AT MVEIRL, o, BEEH OERMEIO UV A~
7 hvEBLRERRDZ END, Mie BIERIZHE S & R0 RIS L T %
BELR WL L7729 LB 2 Bz 0 Figure2-2 (c) &K TOY (d) (2, A7 =) AfE
VIR S OV B0 2 A5y UV Ay RV RS, REIRIFE TR 2 K
5 UVAER 0 &2 2R (ZIMIEER) & LT, A7 = LYK T 272, 303 KO

326 nm, A7 x=F AEET R FT257 nm M6 L7,
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Figure 2-2 UV and second-derivative UV spectra of MFA in the dissolution
medium: (a) UV spectra of dissolved MFA, (b) UV spectra of nano-
suspended MFA, (c¢) second-derivative UV spectra of dissolved MFA,
and (d) second-derivative UV spectra of nano-suspended MFA.
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Figure 2-3 12, 7/ Kif® ZIM £ % IV TR L7 IRIK O iR & QYRR O
ZIM R 2 W TERR L7e B AR, /R FOBERIE, 2 DO/3— R T
R ESND. A7 = ABEOEMRECTH D 50ug/mL LLF T, ISz A7 =
T AT I RAIT R TR T 5720, WK EFL UV AT ML ERTEEBERD
5. 50pg/mL P BT, WIS A T =F AEIET /BT & LCHEEL, I8
WRERI2 DT VRAFAED UV 2Rt 7w, T ki ORERBTERS NS, T
R ORRERRO x B 1L, F B ORI LW EE 2 5, 64 ng/mL
Thole. ULbDZ enn, A7 ABOBWMER, T /R HEicky 1.3 1%
bk Lz SRS N A RICHE S Wb kT OEREE T B EIT 1.0
~13fETh o M, SEIOFERE X —B LT,

0.016 1 0.05
i X i
=) / 5}
% %
« ~
- X D] oos 2
£ 0012 | ! J £ <
) i/ , )
2« X o 23
(-4 Jd (-
s = , K 003 5%
7 ~
~To008 I X ’ ~ g
== ! |7-| = 2
- 9 ’ Vi —
= 2 ) ’ {002 %2
£3 X / £ s
é 0004 - '/'I ,ﬁ % g
e X ’ {1 001 E
) 4 )
=)
g o g
0 D | L L 0
0 50 100 150 200

MFA concentration (mg/mL)

Figure 2-3 Calibration curves of x: dissolved MFA and o: nano-suspended MFA
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F4E RRSRBIRD in vitro Y5 B ZEENFEAM

AKEITIE, 7/ kO~ A 7 o Wi IREBIED O O A 7 = F LARROYR T ZEE 4, [l
TECIERL L 7= M B 2 VO CREAM L 7=, Figure 2-4 (2, £SRRETR O HRBRIZ BT
LA 7 = T AR OA T = F LT R FIRE ORISR 2~ L. 2 ]I
5 UVICEDWEERA 7 = F L& T /R A7 = ABEORIFERN AR TH Y,
F2UV 7 u—7280 SRR THET 5720, dBRBRAMER O HZEE) &R
MATRE T o 7. T/ KRB Cl, ABRGERD A 7 = F LT/ kit
BORIERID K BB ORIR RO B, T 2R T OEfEN R STz,
—J, ¥4 7 2R BT TIIA 7 = 7 AR ENE KL, /R ER
Zil T S o Tz,

Figure 2-4 (b) 12, #BRBALA 10 0 E CTORRERT. A7 =T ABOVR &
DSFRBRAE T HFD 80%I 21T 2 £ TORRIE, T/ MO~ A 7 ki {IREK TZh
15 K400 B TH Y, T/ KA X DW R E O E2SFR0 T,

ko X H 1z, BB 180 % OVRME L= MFA 2, 0.02 um 7 ¢ V¥ — &
HPLC IZ L HMIEE LA T4 > UV 7 e —T I KD HEMORICAERBGED 5
A7z, Figure 2-4 TiE, 180 HEOAEFIZ IV ROTMIELREZ, UV Fr—7IC
LBMEFRERICE LD Z & THIE L7z REZR LT
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Dissolution profile of obtained suspensions:
(a) 0-180 min and (b) 0-10 min. (mean =+ S.D., n=3)
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2 W5y UV IR X D IEMOZ Y42 MGET 2729, BRI T2 0.02 um
7 4 VH—L HPLCIZ X W T KO~ A 7 a BREBIR OVRIRIE 2 JE LT-REF,
NEN 49.6 KON 59.4 ugmL Th-o7=. UV 7u—7 210 JIE LR 180 &
%BDT ) RO~ A 7 R FRREIR DWW, £ 56 LTV59 pg/mL THY, F/
LTSRN O TR 1 E FIEM TR 12 REOTEBEAGED Sz, = OTEED R
WEMFET D720, A7 =T LAROBEHE L T /R BEOMEIAR AT =T 4
MO, WHRBH OB TROBK T 4 VB —% )/ ki1 73 @i L7z A
REPEIZ DWW CTIRGE L 7.

AT =) NIRRT R EOFNE, EHERERTIE 102~104 pg/mL {7
b, (HAHETH D 100 pg/mL & OTEHEIT S%LL T Th o 72728, HIEFIERZE
DFEERTITRNEZ X B,

Table 2-2 |, ¥AHFBRAIE K OVEHIERERE O 7 1 L% —AHilf% (HPLC JIERT)
DOFRBIR OB ERIERE R A7 L., W BRI Th A3 L Lo 72,
F7o, BHEBREOARICENTH T /R i Shiz. UL, R &R
TIRE O TH HHAELEHREIL, 7 4 VX —AIRAETD 0.2%LL FE TR L2
EIND, ARTOAT = AT R 8IX 02 ng/mL LAY EHEE S, 1
EAEREBE R I NEHE LTs. £, AIRTPORLTRELONPAL A, AIEBAETIC
bel UCHER L7 B2 R & LT, BELEHREEDSANE TR Th 5 2 LIRS 2
HIE EORRZENE 2 BT,

Table 2-2 Particle size and count rate of nanosuspention after dissolution study

MFA concentration Z-average PdI Derived Count
(mg/mL) (nm) Rate (kcps)
Nanosuspension 1.0 187.4 0.165 2160965
after dissolution study 0.1 194.8 0.131 159524
after dissolution study (0.02 pm filterate) 0.1 248.7 0.243 269
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PLEOFER NS, UV 7'm—795E 0.02 pm 7 (/L% —& HPLC Z#lAfbhd
T FEORMNCI, RIS 1.2 FREOENE L, UV 71— 7 ClIIEME R &
FRHTDHENPRETHDL EEBE L DN, L LG, UV Va—7 |3
DT 4 NV F — A U CHIEREINIEF IR W, U TV A ATk
HEZRECTE HME—DTIEITIR D, £ 2T, RERK TRHC T VR 2 58T 5
T4 N Z A LTeDBH HPLC IC X W IEMREZRIE L, UV 7'm—7 OHER
ROMIEZ T2 FiEAER LT, 2 R UV ik &R T1% 0 HPLC JI7E &1
HE O HERERL, T KA OUHHEE & R 2 B ICHIE T& 5 FHEIS
0L EBZ BN
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HSHE /NG

REETIL, 2 WISy UV IEIC X DT/ KA OFREHPEHIEIC OV TRET L
7o. UV 77— %MWz 2 /Moy UV IIEIZ LY, A7 = F AT /R0 D
DEHEXR T /R EZ MR THET 2 Z E N TH > 2. AFETIT,
PERD 1L TITER ATRE T o 72/ BL1-03 R 3 B O 4 I E FTE C
D, F R K DR OR EEREENICRT I ENTELL. — T, F
VR OEREEIZEA L TIE, 7 4 v ¥ —AiE HPLC 2B DT FEN LY
WEICholz. 2 KK UV &7 4 Va2 —AilEAG el TR, k1
DYSFRIRE K OWSFRE 2 U FHIE T & D728, T/ KL ORERHIGIZ A F 72 in
vitro iR L 725 Z E NI S NS,
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HIE
T 7 RLFRIT K B BOKESPESREY) % O WM A B8 DR kY

% ORI % FRIFTRERR in vitro SEAGRIC BET 2 4234

F1E E

il

SR\ S 7 BRI TG % 5 E T 2 IMAR U, T8 1L in vitro B CH 2 &
R U724, in vivo RHIIC X 2 SRGHI M TN D, Fi/e ) /K405 R E
T HIDITNE, T RIS K 28 AW R ORI &, B 0 I & 32
Bl3 2 K12 I E FTREZR invitro FHBR S METH 5. T /R, HARRMERY)
DOFfPEm EFiEE LTRSS HWLNTEY, F /Kb X 58 0 EDO K
PR RN < | STV 5 3BT Z E TICiiE ST s F 2 Rkl
KD, RO EDM EARK 16 5 ThH DT, WREON TR KT
L3 fFICT ERNWHIB =2 Lok, 7R HARIZ & A8 0RO HKITI,
BIRELIAN DR TG LTS Z EARBEN TS, ZORT-& LT, W%t
W O[] LS, WLEREEA~D T /) Ki 7 OIEE DR HNRB ST D8 141562
T BLFARIZ K D AR E D B2 FRITE 5 in vitro #FHIRIZRTEHSLS
TRV, FTo, TR ORI OWINEIC RIE T B %, invito RHAMIC
XV THFTHZEbNEETH D

FREOFEA MR D 72w, AW TR DR R E RO RIS
DT invitro K invivo #2147V, MABBRZMEE LT, 7 AFEME LT,
F R TRAINTIR SN TS T = ) 7 47 F— h (ENF) KO A 7 A ko
—/L (MGA) % AV = 970 K3z ST, HiflRfAI 2 & T 3 O AR %k
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FAREDT / RARREIR & ~ A 7 R REBIR 2R L7z, 155z 8 FORMETR
(ZOWT, IR & EFEEAER 2 M A B T2 in vitro B (W - R
&7y MEAVIMEZRE L7z, £72, T/ Ri0i X 8 A W) et o
fRIAE LT, BEBR A 77 A b o — VISR O F - FE sl & S0 L7z,
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F2H FARRREIE ORI

T KA ORI FENE, i i OWRIYEIZ 5 2 D B A a3 2729,
T 2L X — R OWEE 2 085 2 & T, BADRAREOT /) KiAIGEIK O
FA T2, 2000 rpm, 6 23 FE 7213 500 rpm, 2 SO 2RI & 0 FRELL 7=
T R FRREBIR %, BN 72 T 2 R E IR A T R IR & LTz,
AR DT/ R+ BUH 2 I REAIE (0.1% SDS/0.5% HPMC /KIEIR) (20 & 7= 137k
THRT D Z LI IV G o Bk EZ, TikOT /R RRER S Lz, ARHEIT
%, W Lo~ A 7 v LT R REEIR DR 88 % O db I 2 51 L 7. Figure
3-1 XU Table 3-1 |TR FRRAERER AT . <A 7 w Rl FRREIR OB -£ED
X, 7=/ 7477 — MROFHEA A b r—/LZHBW T, ZE1 2.13£0.00
KO 1.93£0.09 yum TH o7, HROT kit FHR L2072 2 ki & O
KipT R IRENR ORI T81Y, 7=/ 7 4 77— MIEBWT 281.9£3.5, 206.9
+3.5 KX 609.831.9 nm, FEERA A b —/LZBWT 1855122, 157.0+1.8
K1r364.819.9nm Tho7c. WTFNOEMIZBN TS, KiF-BIE~ A 7 ohif,
MR T ki, WROT R+, 72T/ R FREEIKDIA TR E <, i)
DOFENZ L VAEY 53172 2 DOF 7 FiFREIE OR-E84PIE, ik ki +

BRI 2 B LTz,
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(@ 254 F1 FNF Microsuspension (b) 15 4 F2 Commercial product
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Figure 3-1 Particle size distribution of the obtained suspensions: (a) F1 and F5
(FNF and MGA microsuspensions), (b) F2-F4 (FNF nanosuspensions),
and (c) F6-F8 (MGA nanosuspensions).
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Table 3-1 Particle size of the obtained suspensions of FNF and MGA.

. Z-average D50
Name Drug Formulation Pdl
(nm) (um)
F1 FNF Microsuspension - - 2.13 = 0.00
F2 FNF Commercial product 2819 £ 35 022 =0.02 -
F3 FNF Fine nanosuspension 2069 £ 3.5 014 = 0.02 -
F4 FNF Coarse nanosuspension 609.8 = 31.9 040 = 0.01 -
F5 MGA Microsuspension - - 1.93 £ 0.09
F6 MGA Commercial product 1855 £ 22 0.06 = 0.01 -
F7 MGA Fine nanosuspension 1570 £ 1.8 0.12 = 0.02 -
F8 MGA Coarse nanosuspension 3648 =+ 99 0.28 = 0.06 -
Solution MGA methanol solution - -
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Figure 3-2 1T, HEMFR LK OGHEIREIR OMAR X BIEHTRER R L ~T. EY
JERITWFR bR TH D, BBIEGHREE bR U R AR L Tz, Lz
ST, FATE DT KL BRI T D ATREMRI TN & B 2 BT,

(@)

w raw FNF
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Figure 3-2 Powder X-ray diffraction patterns of the obtained suspensions:
(a) FNF and (b) MGA.
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# 3 RARBREIE O H-IKE R

AKEITIE, Bl DR TEOT ) O~ A 7 whi FIRETE DO O, FEY) OV -5
FEME 2 FTM L 7=, Figure3-3(a) & O (b) |2, IWH-IEHBRABRO T 7 7 % —48
hDOT )T 4T T— NROEEEA A S a— )V ORERER & R

TIRTZ—FNDT =) T 47T — MREIX, 30~40 2 OEZED T 7S
A LD, EMHRNZ EA Lo, ftE N —Mnre 7 7 72 —HICBIT L
HYRE 2R L TEY, KFEOBADIZEY, 7787 2 —H~OBITEIZKIE
(ZHEIN U7, BRSO 3R ORI R L AR L TR Y, 60~300 55 DfH]
THRELEEX, ~A 27, filROF kv, R L 72M 72T k- R UK
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Figure 3-3 Concentration-time profiles in the acceptor chamber determined by
ultraviolet probes of: (a) FNF and (b) MGA. (mean % S.D., n=3)
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Figure 3-4 MGA concentration-time profiles in the dissolution-permeation study of
MGA solution: (a) in the donor and acceptor chamber and (b) in the
acceptor chamber at 0-30 min (compared to F5-F8). (mean + S.D., n=3)
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WINZEAA O Z RT3, AFERTITT 2R SREIRIZ LV Py BEERT D Z &2
NI

Table 3-2 Drug concentration in each chamber determined by high performance
liquid chromatography in the dissolution-permeation study after 300
min and P, calculated by 60-300 min ((}) calculated by 10-15 min)

) donor chamber  acceptor chamber P o
Drug Formulation -

: (ug/mL) (ng/mL) (107 co/sec)
FNF Fl 0.25 =+ 0.05 0.57 £ 0.02 1.72 £ 040
FNF F2 0.29 =+ 0.05 1.61 £ 0.24 4.16 £ 045
FNF EF3 0.33 £ 0.04 1.89 £ 0.15 430 £+ 1.13
FNF F4 0.24 =+ 0.08 0.70 =+ 0.11 2.24 +£1.03
MGA F5 2.04 £ 0.09 3.26 £ 0.25 1.26 = 0.18
MGA F6 2.19 £ 0.01 6.44 £ 040 2.39 £ 0.36
MGA F7 2.86 £ 0.07 9.03 £ 0.24 2.40 £+ 0.27
MGA F8 2.12 £ 0.01 462 =+ 0.11 1.7 £ 0.23
MGA Solution 0.79 + 0.05 0.73 + 0.05 1.08 +0.24 @
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Figure 3-5 Scheme of membrane transportation in the dissolution/permeation

study.
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Figure 3-6 Mechanism of the enhancement in drug permeability due to

nanoparticle in the dissolution/permeation study.
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Figure 3-7 Pharmacokinetics profiles after oral administration in rats at a dose

corresponding to 10 mg/kg body weight of (a) FNF and (b) MGA. (mean
+ S.E., n=5)
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Table 3-3 Pharmacokinetic parameters for the obtained suspensions of FNF and
MGA dosed at 10 mg/kg in rats. *, P<0.05; **, P<0.01 (Dunnett test

compared to F1), #, P<0.05; ##, P<0.01 (Dunnett test compared to F5)

Formulation C qax (ng/mL) Toa (hr) AUC,-(ng*hr/mL) BA (%) AUCq,;, (ng*hr/mL) Ty, (hr)
F1 15313 = 3798 48 = 23 197788 = 54682 109 = 30 14795 = 8001 44 = 06
F2 19571 = 10489 16 £ 15° 189207 = 43831 104 = 24 29224 = 15466 43 = 05
F3 26596 = 6324 ° 08 = 07 194310 = 35896 107 = 20 41705 = 8458 ™ 41 = 04
F4 12708 = 3487 34 = 13 160607 = 49977 89 = 28 15465 = 6189 44 = 09
FS 203 = 133 40 = 14 1416 = 963 33 =22 233 = 231 33 £20
F6 408 = 180 10 = 067 1714 = 556 40 = 13 624 = 286 20 =05
F7 554 = 158 == 0.7 = 037 2257 = 676 53 £ 16 841 = 2457 21 = 04
F8 336 = 172 18 = 147 2116 = 1624 49 = 38 474 = 292 29 = 1.1
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Figure 3-8 Deconvoluted input rate after oral administration in rats at a dose
corresponding to 10 mg/kg body weight of (a) FNF and (b) MGA.
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Figure 3-9 In vitro — in vivo correlation of FNF and MGA
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in vitroa ik & 70 5 2 E S HIREE LS.

T 7 RLFARIT & 2 BEAKER M3 Dk 1 R [ A oD A B I ONRR 1 R )
b % FRIFTRE 72in vitroFHAESR B3 5 T

F 7 BLAAUIT & 2% B R 1) LA oD i B J OVRE A WRISU M 22 I RTRE 72 im
vitro FHIR DR EZ B L L, $ie DR 128 % R0 3R BT X OSSR IRIZ D
W, in vitro T H-IEE IR K O in vivo % DRI IERRER &2 5206 L, R FRED5R
BN N in vitro-in vivo FAEIVEZIRFE L=, ZOFER, in vitro iR CTIIRL 1O
PR, EERER DTN B L7, B TORE I B L7 2 &
5, WEEENE Papp O ER3FED DT, T R AAIREBIR D Papp 1T, WHRIZIEZ L
ThmWVMEZ R LTI &b, T /7RI K D ZEMEom RiL, BREEOm
Flomz, F RS EE RO UWL IR A LTRSS 5 2 & TS
IREZM ESERER, UWL OFNRES 2D SEiicdstEZx bl In
vivo ERTIE, R AWIGEEE Dh) EASERS H AL, invitro EZBEEE D[] | & &
RN BN, LEDZ &0n, F /7 kiR L 28 ORI B oo 32K
FESEEMED M T Y, J W IRE IR Oz M 2 I E FTRE Za ¥ HH-Ids i ek
BRIXA 72 in vitro FHIZ 72 0155 LB 2 bz,

61



ok, ABFEOFEITIY, HAKAIZRF2FER (H8R, 2010), F5elal HAZK
FRFSCE R - R (R, 2010), PR FEakGEES BFE « Bl siite
(ZEHN, 2010) KOG Bl BAPLIFEEREVERERE fr ih (MepEdn) WIIERRTES (R,
2010) (2 TAR LT, AWFFEOE2F K O3 EIL, 2017 AAPS Annual Meeting (San
Diego, 2017), IAPC-7/PCF-J Symposium (KB, 2018) M UPpION training seminar (K

B, 2019) (2 TAE L.
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KERDE

%1 ZEDHER

1-1. fEAWE

HKIAMIRAMOTT L E LT aRY 2= X ) — T & A O OEEE
HLJRALERY) (EEP }¢ (Y EEP-SD, (27 ERRAAHARMIY 2z, 7 uRy 2
DENESORESLE LT, TATEY L CROR =y (o7 EsalStt
i) 2 AWz, BOKEEETAEM E LT IR T IR (BELET7 A0 L0
SRR & -, RV OWRINA & L CORisg A 7 B 7 R OWEERS
NARY P (Stevia-G L O Hsp-G, LI HPERIBERAL) 2 H iz, 2 ook
IRk 7 L— R & -,

1-2. CERYE Otk

FaRY A EZ ) —/VHIHIE =% X (ethanolic extract of propolis: EEP)

EEP "E LB 5 (EEP-SD)

TVT Y ¥ C (artepillin C), K /L 3= (drupanin, 4T 7 EREAEHRD)

TaRY ZNEIYANTFROELNDHINE, Bk, DR B RS 200 FEEH
L EDRGDIREMTH S, BREERE LTHEI2LHWLNTEY, HilEEE
P, TURIEMER, il b/ER, PUEEN, ITOREEN 2 E2Rmd 2 & S
TS, PEMMEOHIHEIC L > TEAMRI P RESER L2 LNmb6NTED,
AHFFETILTZ Z /b Minas Gerais E7 Y —> 7 aR ) ADTH ) — Uil =% 2
(EEP, [EJEE & 55 %) K E OEEREEA S (EEP-SD, [F] 50%) % AV -.

TLATEY Y C KRR S=10% EEP HOFEREZIERS THY, Wiks
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M DIK~OEEFRE L, EE 1 pg/mL EL TR OF) 40 ug/mL ThH 5. w{b&H D

&% OV EEP HCOE A &% Figure 1 }2 O Tablel-2 [ZENEHRT .

(@) HO o) (b)
Z o)
WOH
P F HO
OH
Figure 1 Structures of (a) artepillin C and (b) drupanin

J Y X7 7 I K (glibenclamide: GCM, & 17 A /b A FNS GRS

AN =IVIRFIITIA S D 2 RIPERIRTIEIREE. A o R ) v oyiba et S8
L2 LT, MBERE TEREZRL, A R ) VI B DR ORG-S AETHD.

F A~ e 5 E B DR b XA 0o O
BHEORKTH S, NN-UAF . \\s//\N)kNQ
VAV LT X RICERTRT L, QT::I%M/\/Lij/ n

7 8 u kL AMIRREITITL 0

— —JL
S ASSTNRRBES ) Figure 2 Structure of glibenclamide (GCM)
(95) 1ZEFIZ< <, KiZiF s

o EYRIT 0.

FEERRE AT E'7 (Stevia-G, HPERUEHEL)
PEHARE A7 7 (Stevia-G) I RARH B CH L AT BT HHIZ, 7 aTx

AN UCAEBEZNFET A2 Ta 7 ) av b EiE LT BRERINEIchH . A
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T TR S & U TRIRIGOLR R, ERME A & T 20 4ERLERT D
IRKHWHNTWDHEREICH Y, T E THEMETRE SN TRV, Stevia-
GldoaZ U ai /A RIZ KD KEEMER OV HIRAHE S TR Y, #FED 200 50 H
Rz R 720, WY AF U AL LToIGA B IRE SN TS,

HO HO
o) o) 0
H OH OH
o) o]
L OH,
HO HO
o) o)

0
H OH OH
o o

OH
n OH OH
(0] 0 \\\\s
OH \\
OH (0]
OH

Figure 3 Structure of Stevia-G

FEERE A~ A P (Hsp-G, HEERLFEFRL)

PEIRFE ~ A XY U2 (Hsp-G) 1%, B4 oM o
VP D—DOTHDH~AY VD OH K
IR A Lo 7 /v 32— A& LB O; e 50 o
T Y, PMENOBERIZ LD ~ARY - (A A |
ok a7 a—RTIKGES VD . A o Mooow oo

] i Figure 4 Structure of Hsp-G
Y D DIR~DEEEE DK 2 mg/ 100 mL T

&% —7J7, Hsp-G 3£ 20 g/100 mL & &\ ks 2779, ABFE Tl a 7L a—
AR DFAIENTZ aG ~ARXY P PA-T 7 L— REFEHA L. H5FENKN
772 DIRFEHECOHRETH Y, ([ZBWIZZR0.

NARY DL, TIN ) ERERAL, 7R A FEICEI N, M,
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BRI v DRICEL GAENS. BHME O, Mol 27 a—EDW
2, Mok, 7 VAT —ER LR OSSEMEER 274 2 & AlE STy

2.

1-3. F 7 RiHAE 7 v R Y 2R OWERS M OFR

727 mg @ EEP (&7 & L LT 400 mg) =% /—/L 18 mL [Z{Eff S H7-1%,
4 g O Stevia-G Z A SE 72 18 mL OZRFIKARML, 1 HEALVT v 7 XA TR
Gl 20k, B—F Y —T /KL —%— (EYELA #)) # W CIE L, I
ZFRE L. SOIIREIC 12mL OFREKZINA, NARGEE 2 5 oIS
THZEIZRY, el AEERER U7, 150N IR & TR LT
%, 36 WFfEJERALRLE: (FD-81TS, MU PRRMEMEY) 52 L CTFH 2 ki b7 m R
U Rzt L.

F72, 02g D EEP-SD & 1.0g @ Stevia-G % 57 ANA TIVIZTEY B, 3 45
RVT v 7 ATIRATHZ LI2KL Y, EEP-SD & Stevia-G OWHIRAW & iRHL L

7.

1-4. FRABLRIT ORI T RHIE

1-3 OF /7 KiA-FEGERICI W T, WEREEATR O TR ERERTO Z PR
KOS5y webEFa% Pdl %Y — % Y1 Y —Nano-ZS (Malvern ) %V 7=EhH9 1k
BLIEIC &
Wioth, FRRICR TR ZRIE L.

DHIE LTz, BRASHLRAR I2AF N T2MR 40 mg 2 7887K 1.2mL 120 S

1-5. FRABRFHOEBEDRT ZEDOHIE
EEP NN VR A7 a iR U A& X ) —VFRREK (6/4,vIv) DIRATAIRIZSE

AR SET21%, AR IREA HPLC CTE®E LTz, K OFMMSIE, &
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HILTOERE (mg/g) & LTEHME L=,
Table 1 {2, HPLC HIES&M 273, AREETOT AT EY o C LRy R=

v OREFIEENEN 388 0 R TN30.1 5 TH 5.

Table1 HPLC condition of EEP

Detector uv
Wavelength 280 nm
Cohun Shimpack CLC-ODS ¢6.0x150 mm, 5 pm
Colunn temperature 40 °C
Injection vohune 20 uL

A: 2% acetic acid aq./B: Acetonitrile contaming 2%
acetic acid = 0-50 min: (0%- 100%B)
Flow rate 1.0 mL/min

Mobile phase

1-6. FHELRIF 7O D in vitro YR HRER (n=3)

EEP, EEP-SD M)/ kit 7' mAR Y 2%, rR Y A[EES&EE LT 50mg
EBHE O 50mL RY Fr L a=k/LF =2—7 (Becton Dickson Labware,
NJ, USA) T8V &0, ZKEE/K25 mL Z01x, 37 °C, 60 spm DS TR L
7=. FTEDERE (2,5, 10, 20, 30, 60, 120, 180 min) (ZC I mL >V > Y& HW TR
Britk 1 mL Z#H0 H L, 02 um #HAKME PTFE 7 4 /L% — (CREEAKE) % FTC
HidEAT o7 BB AHK 900 uL (2= &/ —/L 600 pL Z 012 TIeallimfiE S

721, HPLC |2 X 0 & ilor D &% HE L7=. HPLC $54:1% Table 1 {2/~ L7=.

1-7. FABRLKIF D in vivo & O WRINHERER (n=6)

BN I HENME D Wistar & Clean 7 > & (9 ##in, 200-220 g) = L, ERBALA
24 WEfHRT & U MR 24T - 72, Be5-BAAGRTIC EEP-SD, 1-3 I[2 Tl L7 / ki 1k
TR Y ZA R OEIREYZ 50 %R U a7 a— VERIRICIERE S B

(TR RAERSEE LT 10mgmL). YT /bx—T L CHEE L=k, K%
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fEREA Yy TFEHWTH e HBARE (el A@ER &L LT 50
mg/kg) L, FEFFFICEEFRIRE U M#E (600 uL) ZEREXL7-. BREL7-Mik% 5 %
5z CALEE (10,000 rpm) L, IEA 4572, I 200 uL % 53HL L, 40 ul OH /L7
7 % —1t type H-5 {8k (B 7 /v7 v =4 —1: 25000 units, /L7 7 ¥ —+E: 250
units {EPELLE) ZAN%, 37°C 12T 2 KA »F aX— K L7z, D%, 760 uL O
TH ) —VEMZEA L, 5 50E LR (10,000 rpm) 21772, 7 800 uL %
PREL LT FHot: S 7214, 200 pL D= X /) —/)L CHEME S+, HPLC (2K Y M

e EE A 8 L7, HPLC D543 Table 1 (2% L7-.

1-8. 7Y X2 7T I ML k OCEIREY DR E

YR Z I REHsp-GH#EHEIETILIS E25 8918, &8 L L T900mg %
Y LV, 20Hz T 60 /»IEENIA—/1 L (type MM301, Retsch ) T 2%
ZEIZED TR T I LB G 2 R LT

Flo, JURCITIREHsp-GHEHEILTIUS ERDEIITHT AL TV
[CEVEY, 3R T v 7 ATRET D2 LICXY, 7R 7T I KL Hsp-
G OMBIRA M 2R LTz,

1-9. ST DT YRy 75 I REROBIE
1-8 12 & VAL U 7= By LB 5L &, DMSO/ZREE7K (6/4,vIv) DIRATRIRIZFEAIT

RfR S, HPLC IC L 0 3 2 & & L7-. HPLC HI/ESA:% Table 2 12777

Table 2 HPLC condition of GCM

Detector uv
Wavelength 247 nm
Column COSMOSIL 5Cg-MS-1I 94.6x150 mm, 5 pm
Column temperature 40 °C
Injection volume 20 L
Mobile phase Acetonitrile/10 mM NaH,PO, aq. =50/50
Flow rate 1.0 mL/min
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1-10. 7K H 5B ORI T A B E

1-8 12 X 0 FH8L U7 LB, 30 mg 2 SO mL AR Y e Ly a=hLF a—
7 (Becton Dickson Labware, NJ, USA) (28 Y &V, 7KK 50 mL Z 1 2 85 %
5 rRIRRET U COKPIZIRE S8 7. 155728k P ORL1£8% Microtrac 3300
ExIT J O/ NS BB s USVR (3L B AR (2K v HlE LT,

35N BB OV, 0.8um LN 02um B/ a2 —AT T — K7 4 L H—
CRIEAMED) ICX Y Al ETT-o72. £72, 02um 7 ¢ /L Z —LBRE D AR 1.5 mL
% DALEE (100,000 rpm, 45 min) L, EEAREZEILLT-. BHo5NE7 4V
G =D SR ORIz O D TR O M )i A4 HPLC |2 & 0 #flliE L 7=. HPLC
ZMHIE Table 2 1R LTz, &7 4 V4 — Al e O D RTR OEMRE 2 2 hE
NZAELGIK Z & T, 800 nm LA LRI F-Ei5y, 200 nm 7>5 800 nm DKL T-H47,
200nm LA F ORI -5y R O s A 2 EE I L, WEHE S 3RO % O R
IR DOPREEZ ATz, BRI TICE ENLEYEIT, AilaETo3EYiE

KR OFEMPLEE A 100 % & LTZEEOFIG TR L.

1-11. BARE + O Higpis st D HlE
HWFER, Hsp-G, 1-8 (2 X 0 GRS U 7= pue i K O B A9 v O fG e %,
IR X #RlriiE (D8 Advance, Bruker AXL ) Z Fu T 20 =5 ~ 30 *O#E[H T

ELT-.

1-12. 7Y R 7 5 3 FRIFD in vitro BB HRER (n=3)
AR A AR G ICHE T TN RiEE W, BB e L TERYIFCR, 1-8
2 X0 R L 7o R i e O ERIR & & O, 3 L C 2mg 2 V-,

69



PA HERBRIIZ130.001 % Tween 80 % 5 10 pH6.8 D U U AR E R 900 mL % FV 7=,

KR 37°C, $EHFREEE 100 pm OSAE T, PFriEORFHE (2, 5, 10, 20, 30, 60 min) (2T
ImL Uy (TER) 2 AW TERERK 1mL ZE0 HL, 02um ELm—X
TeT— N7 4 H— (HEAKRE) 2N TAEZIT- 2. 550072 AH 500
uL (2 DMSO 500 pL Z iz TR S 7%, HPLCIZX VL= 7 U~

75 REXZER L. HPLC 51T Table 2 IR L7-.

1-13. 7V R 7 I FRLFD in vivo EEZHFERER (n=4)

BN IHEPED Wistar & Clean 7 & (9 #if, 200-220 g) Z{#H LiRERB 44 24
FfRTRT L D MR 24T o7, 72, SBRBHAE 12 W% L 0 4G 2 FBA L7z, #e 5B
AR, R, 1-8 128V FH8 U7 Ui it O ER G h & 3k & LT 4
mgkg & 725 L 9IZ HPMC #7720 (2 AV A7 A8 ICRE L. =T rx
— 7 VOIS, BRI BT A 80B L721%, e G Y T2 v T
VoIV BRNERG Ll &%, SEFRICRREE T CHFHIRE D Mk (300 uL) %
BELL 7. BREL L 72k % 5 4y s O (10,000rpm) L, 155 7=z o
T, Zva—X CI-7 A MU a—z M, 5)OEER (UV-166A, SHIMAZU )
X0 M 7 a— AR ZRIE L. SEESROEIE L LT, BhaiomiEth
7V a— AR D GHOMET 7L a— AREOEDEE W T

a—A CI-7 A Y a—OHIEFRBIZLLFICE & D7z,

« Jva—R CII-T A bU a— (EL7A4 v LFehiski)
Rl SEHoRaRiR e ER S5 &, o/ a—2 3 aiintic
GENDLX X —FPOERIZED o BIND B AT AN ST

5. B-D-7 A=A, SN a—AF R H—EOEMEZT THLS
A, FIRFICEERLKRFEL AT D, Ak LIzl bkFEIL, HFET5-01
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FTHRVE BRI LV RERRTOT = /) =V e 47T T
B vl A ERMICEEAES S, RODAREZERT DH. ZORED
WO ZREST D Z LK VB 7V a —AREEZRD D Z LR
TZE 5.
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2 WORR

2-1. FERWME

HOKEMEET NI E LTA T =F AR (MFA, & L7 A L AFEHSERD), 5
DRI ORMNA & LT RFERET U 7L (SDS, B 7 A L AR
G KOk FE %7 m EL A F Lt L e — X TC-5E (HPMC, {E#ifl: T3
By AW, IEH-EEEERBR ORI L LT, GIT-0lipid, Acceptor sink buffer (3£
|2 pION #) % v /=, HPLC Mtk & LT, U 7 A afiE (TFA, & -7 A
JL LFEHIERERL) A2 2, 2 TOREIIRR S L— REHAVz.

2-2. FERME OWtE

A 7 =} ABEE (Mefenamic acid: MFA, ‘& 7 A /L AFOHZEED)

FEAT O A RMERRIEEKD . o
COX-2 f[HEEHIZE W I m R 7oy OH
VEAREMNET S Z L THE AT NH

5. A~ TGOS U ED

MRTHD. VoFILom—T IR

Witz <, A% )—n, =% )—, Figure5 Structure of mefenamic acid (MFA)
(95) 1% 7 B R )L ATEITITL L, KITIE & A EIRIT R0, KRk T Y o L3R
R T 5.

KTV VEREET b U U A (Sodium dodecyl sulfate: SDS, & 17 A /L ARGl

S A MEFETESAIO 1 ST, 12 HOREIR T ESHNPHRERE IS LT E
. BRI R TH 5. 25 CITHBIT DK T ORRR  B/VEBE T £ 8.2

mM (0.24 mg/mL) TH 5.
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E e 7ue bl AF ke — X TC-SE (Hydroxypropyl methylcellulose:

HPMC, fE{br T 3R

A A MoK EE VG — AT —T VL TH D KIERIIE WA EEEZ R L,
HALZZEALA, HRAIE L CTHOWOND. A EITEE A AOBHEN B R £ 72
IR CH D, AT, KA 7 4 Vv ba—F 4 L 7HFIE LCHRSA TV

TC-5E Q0CITIIT D 2% KEHEOKEEEDS 3 mPa-s) & FHV -,

GIT-0 lipid (pION #)

I Z P ERER O N T WD EREET, Fin- F7 U TH STV .

Acceptor sink buffer (ASB, pION #)

fEZE P EREBR O T 7 & 7 S — I AW T, REiEHRIoREw L 2-7 1

n7E N7 I FOKBKRTHD.

2-3. A7 = F ABOF ) RO~ A 7 whi B O AR

T R RER I, BRI (NP-100, o> —8) Z WG L
72. 100mg DA 7 = F Afig, 25gDVNa=7t—X (YTZ¢0.lmm, =7 bk
— 8 2N a=TREBCEVEY, 0.5 mL OBFHAR (0.1% SDS/0.5% HPMC
KA =Nz, LLFO S5 TRICE Y T /7 Rk 2835 L7=. (1)2000 rpm T
2 3T, (2) 0.5 mL DAL 2 N 2 721, 2000 tpm T 2 53, (3)0.5mL
DIEIE A N Z 7212, 2000 rpm T 2 F3 [, (4)4.0mL Otz 8m L,
400 rpm T 2 3RS, (5)90.08mm A v =7 ¢ V¥ —2= k& HT 2000
pm T 1 FIEOEET S Z LiIc kY, Pra=7 v —X&RE.

~ A 7 LRI, BRSO TR L2, 50 mg DA T = F Lg%
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A UFESKTEV Y, 25mL OMPREEA D ET OWM LN G A ) THRET
A L7z,

2-4. FRABLRLF ORI

2-3 1K VIR L 7T R TIRIBIR D Z IR NSy ibEfadk pdl 2 €
— & A Y —Nano-ZS (Malvern ) THIE L7=. 100 uL OEEEIEIZ, 900 uL Dyt
W2 A TRE L, MEATIRFOREEIE 1.27 P Z2 Ve,

~ A 7 R REIR ORLE81E, DIPA2000 (R —7 7 /o o—#l) CHlIEL

72, 200 uL OEREHZIZ, 1800 uL OMREREEZ N 2 CTHRL, HIE L7-.

2-5. FABLKI T OFWRE EMEDOBIE
FPFAR K 2-3 12 K0 AT U 7RI OfE S 2, IR X ARIETEEE (D8
Discover, Bruker AXL ) % T 20 = 5~35 °O#PHTHIE L7-. SBRWIRIX,

JRE T — B S B 7221, MEicgt L.

2-6. 2 IR Gr UV AT bUT K B AT = F LABEESTR B OV ) KL DR ERRERL
TR BR I O R S, uDISS Profiler X TN AuPro ¥ 7 b w7 =7 (3512 pION )
% FAVCHERE L7=. uDISS Profiler 1%, 25mL OIRHRBRAS & 5~ 732 F v
JAB—F—, RaPOLICEE SN2y RIS TDT7 4 A F—RT LA R
Hes (UV 7o —7, REREAHOSBR Y v 7 v N CHEBEILS. 37°C, 300 rpm
THT, B EdE AR IS E TR L2 m B 2 W (pH 6.8 U >
FEABEENR) 10 mL IZKT L, A7 = F AROD A X ) — IR (3 mg/mL) % 30 uL 9
OYIML, HEEE 2 mm O UV 7 r—712X 9 200~400 nm O UV A7 L]
Ex SEMVIE L. UV 7'r—7 RORSRZ TR, FERORBRSEMtT, -/

W75 (20 mg/mL) % 13 pL O L, WARIRIEDS 52T 5 £ CTHER
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L7%%, UV AT MVRIEZ 7B R LT,

AT =P DR O RFRRIBI D UV A7 bV 2 R L, x il
DREEOWETHD ZIM EREERE L. —HORSD ZIM R TiL, O
Oy DIEFEIARAFET 2 RSy UV IEIZHEIC 0 23720, b9 Oy DOH%E
EBARETHD. A7 = ABRIEKO ZIM & & LT 272, 303 X 326nm % H
W, T RIFIREIR O R & 26.0~180.0 pg/mL OFPH CTIERR L7z, [FEELS,
T RIAFRRBIE D ZIM R L LT 257 nm % E L, A 7 =7 AR OB ERR

%, 9.0~53.0 pg/mL OHFiPH CTYER L7-.

2-7. F ) RO~ A 7 R FREBIR D in vitro SYYA B (n=3)

2-3 1280 R L7 BRI )~ © DI BN, uDISS Profiler & Of 2-6 TfE
B L7z A 7 = F ARSI M OV R Ok & 2 -V TR L 7=, 37°C, 300 rpm
THEET, 19.9 mL OB HEERE 2 Wikt L, 100 L ©F 2 XTI~ A 7 ki 15
WRETNL, KEE2mm O UV 7o —7 TIEfRLIZA 7 =T LM A 7 =
T LR R A RRREAOICHE L, UV JEE, SBRBIMA~10 021X 5 B
1, 10.5~60 731%13 30 Fo 1, 61~180 731413 1 /R Z Sk L 7=, e HHRREBRE T 1%,
R E 1 mL BREL, B—X VA —ChRiRE2HE L7z, Bli&, RABRikz 2
mL £#EL L, 0.02um 7 « /L% — (Whatman, GE ~/L A7 7)) ZH\TA@EAETT
ST HBHNTZAHE 200 pL (2 A %/ —/v 800 uL &z CIRA L=, HPLC I
L VIRfELIZA 7 =) LB % HPLC IZ X W E& L7=. HPLC O5AffiX, Table 3
(R LT, B, AREE—2YAF—THEL, AHEFHDT KT O 82

E LT
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Table 3 HPLC condition of MFA

Detector PDA
Wavelength 228 nm
Cohmmn Meteoric core C18 ¢2.1x30 mm, 2.7 um
Colunn temperature 60 °C
Injection vohune 0.1 uL
A:0.1%TFA aq./B: Acetonitrile =0-0.01 min (10%B),
Mobile phase 0.01-0.75 mm (10-90%B), 0.75-0.95 mm (90%B),
0.95-0.96 mm (90-10%B), 0.96-1.30 mun (10%B)
Flow rate 1.9 mL/min
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HIEDEER

3-1. FERWE
HOKIBEMEETVEYE L TT7 = /) 7477 —h (ENF, 7 ~7 /LK v Tl
K OWEEEE A 7 A e—/L (MGA, MedChem Express &) # V>, =2 O
F 7 R 8UAKI & LT TriCor 145 mgfE (Abbvie &) & O Megace ES 125 mg/mL ##7%)
#% (Par Pharmaceutical ) ZfH\\/=. 7= /74 77— OR@HWE LT, 7=
J 747U B (FA, B ERRTZER) 2wz, J 2 RiF-aR A oasing & L
TRFVEREET b U 7 A (SDS, B L7 A /L AFDEHERED) ke Raxy 7o
EL A FLtvm— & TC-5E (HPMC, B8y T3 2 Huo, F-EEiE
BRI L LT, GIT-0 lipid, Prisma HT & OF Acceptor sink buffer (\ N 741 % pION
), /) A7 = THENERL - (Nanosphere SIZE STANDARD 60 nm, Duke Scientific
) ZMHu 2. HPLC Hat3EeE LT, MU 74 alilig (TFA, & L7 A /L 2Fk
HIERED) invivo RBRFFRIKE LT NN-UAF AT F7 2 K (DMA) KUV B
Ly a— (PG, WL E L7 A L AFDEREERD) 2 Fuvz. 2 ToREK
TR L — RE .

3-2. fEHE Ot

7 x/) 7 477 —h (Fenofibrate: FNF, HR{bjk T34

arzxro— - NYZUEY K o
EFEALO HDL-2 L A7 a—L | © O O O%o)\
FER Zmd @R e, 7a R

o}
Ty ThHY, mEfHOAT 7 —E .
Figure 6 Structure of fenofibrate (FNF)
IZE D HLITIMAK RSN D Z &

T, EHEREOT7 =/ 747 ) VBREEL D, B~ ORI IEDOBR
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Thsb. TER=FIA, Ty, BREFALUISEFAT—T VTR
T, TH I OHERRIET R, AFFUTRREIIT L, KTz

o EYRIT 0.

7x ) 747V VB (Fenofibric acid: FA, HU{bk T.2E5Y)

T x /)T 47T — bOERIEERHY

O
Cl 0%‘\
OH
Thd. HEDREEOHM R THS.
(0]

Figure 7 Structure of fenofibric acid

HEER A 7 A b 2 —)V (Megestrol acetate: MGA, MedChem Express %)

FRRNVE Y, Ful AT o L BHID
—flH. AARTIIRFETCTHDLN, BB
BORRAIROIGHRIEL LTHVY S
5. HEORMTHY, KiTiZE LR

DRZYAN
Figure 8 Structure of mefenamic acid

RT I VEREET b U ¥ A (Sodium dodecyl sulfate: SDS, & &7 A /L AFISEHTSERL)

222 LRIEED L D EFEH L7z,

E e 7ue b AF e — X TC-SE (Hydroxypropyl methylcellulose:

HPMC, {5k T 3R
222 LREED L DEFEH L7z,
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GIT-0 lipid (pION #)

22 LRIBED L D EfEH L=,

Prisma HT (pION #Y)

2y, 2-7aue7t b7 2K, 1 mol/L DN E F 5D MES KIEK TH
%. 25 mL @ Prisma HT IZZ&EKEMZT1ILICAART v 7 L7, 1 mol/L @
NaOH /K¥EHR & VT pH 6.5 [IZFHFET 5 2 & C, IaH-IE BRI 5 Prisma

HT $Eif z i 5.

Acceptor sink buffer (ASB, pION #Y)

222 LREED L DEFEH L=,

) A7 = THEXERI+F (Nanosphere SIZE STANDARD 60 nm, Duke Scientific f)

WY AF VBT R ORREIR T, KREOE)—MERm <, R EEEEERT &

LTHWOLILD., AREBRTIE, R £ 60 nm O ZEH L7,

3-3. HUKBHEEY DT ) RO~ A 7 whiFRREBIR O E

S, ~ A 7 R R X ORI D EL 7 5 3 T T /) R R 1L 2 i
L, B2y, H8AL) (F1I~8) ZifliL7-.

T )T 47T — MO~ A T o FREREKR (F1) KOFFBA 7 A fr—Lo~
A 7 aRIFSRIEBIR (F5) 1%, 2-3 LIARRIC, ILEASAZ VT Smeg/mL IB2E & 72 %
Lo L7z,

Tz )7 47T — hROEHEA 7 A - a— L ORI DT R IRETE I,

Tricor X X Megace ES & VN CH#L L7z, Tricor2 $£%, 5.8 mL OMEAELL (0.1%
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SDS/0.5% HPMC /Ki&iR) ¢, SR T 3 Wi+ 2 2 & THEE S, 50 mg/mL
DIGER 2157, BONIBEE 1 mL (2 9 mL ORI Z Nz CAIRL, 5
mg/mL DF /K 7-REiR (F2) #2157~ NEMEOSEAIER KD ZRET D720,
BRI 1 EE %O BEZ V-, 1.6mL @ Megace ES 12, 2.4mL OREEK%
MA THRL, 50 mg/mL BREHK A2 1572, 15 OB 1 mL 12, 9mL OZREK
ZMZCHIRT D LT, Smg/mL OF /K EEIR (F6) %157-.

T7x/) 747 7= MROEBRA S A N — VORI T B RRER (F3 &
OVF7), HLKT/ 7okl 70 (F4 JLOVF8) 1, 2-3 LIRIERIS, BiHsAEReCHs
ZAWTHIR U7, 72 ki FIBHk I, 200 mg D3N, 5y na=7
E—X, 1 mL OFEESEZ AV, LLFD 6 TRTHRL L. (1) 2000 rpm T2 4y
FRHE, (2) 0.2 mL ORI N 2 721%, 2000 rpm T 2 57 [f#3#E, (3)0.2mL @
IPRIEE A TN 2 7=%%, 2000 rpm C 2 53 fEIK3HE, (4) 2.6 mL OMRAEEEZ B0 L,
400 rpm T2 73RS, (5) 0 0.08 mm A v ¥ =7 /L F—2=v k& T 2000
pm T 1 pHE MRS 2 Z L2k, Dra=TE—X%RE, 6) oK%
W ImL (2, Byt 9 mL 202 TAIR. MR/ b FREEHR IS, 200 mg D
), 4g OV N A =T E—X, 1 mL OMPEEEZ AV, LIFo 5 TRTHEML
72. (1)500 rpm T 2 23T, (2) 3 mL O HAREZ BN L, 400 rpm T 2 43[EHy
W, (3)400 rpm T2 HREEA, 4)90.08mm A v =27 4 F—2=y k&
T 2000rpm T 1 HEELET S Z LiIcky, Yla=7Tbv—X%zkE, 6) &

OV 1mL (2, AR O mL & 00 %2 CTHAR.

3-4. FABKL T ORI
3310k VLU 72T 2 KL FIRIBIHE (F2~F4 K ONF6~F8) D Z FEHPRi A K )
25y w5 Pdl % B — % 31 ¥ —Nano-ZS (Malvern ) CHIE L7=. 200 uL D%

HURIZ, 800 uL DAL Z N2 CTHITE L, MEHTRFOREEE T 1.27 P 2 HU .
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~ A U R PR (F1 )2 OVF5) ORI7£81E, DIPA2000( RF—7 72 /mai—
) CHIE L7=. 400 pL DOBRENRIZ, 1600 uL ORI Nz CAVRE, e L

7.

3-5. FAELKLF H DIRYE R DRIE
FEMFEAR S O 3-3 12 L 0 FiH U7 Bk h Ot bt 4, BooR X BRIEI T4 (D8
Discover, Bruker AXL ) % T 20 = 5~35 °O#PH THIE L7-. SBRWIRIX,

JRE T — B S B 7221, MEicgt L.

3-6. 7 RO~ A 7 a R FRREBIRD in vitro SPYAH-BEEBMIAE (n=3)

3-3 10K S U 7= BRBHE OV H-IZE e, 2-8 & [FIERIC, WFLUX (pION #)
TR L7z, BABRBAAAIZIESE D, ISmL D ASBIZ T =/ 7 4 7T —FDAKX ) —
VAR (1.03 mg/mL) KL OEEEE A 7 A b — D7 & b=k U LK (143
mg/mL) Z 10 uL T 722356 UV HIET D Z & T, 7787 ¥ —tHOMERR
FERR L7T-. WHE 10mm @ UV 72 —7 %2 AV, IWROELTROE LT 57~
D2 WMy UVIEZRE LTz, 7=/ 7477 — X 310-324nm LT 0.69~4.79
pg/mL, FEEE A 7 A k1 —/L1% 320-340 nm KO8 0.95~10.4 pg/mL DO M OVEE
HPH TR A ER LT=. BRBRBEIAARTIZ 20 uL @ GIT-0 Lipid % A L& (PVDF 7
A VH—, ¢0.45um, 1.54cm?) BT F L7z, R —4HIZ 19.84 mL @ Prisma HT
R, 77 &7 % —FIZ 20 mL ® ASB # 1z 7=. 37°C, 150 rpm $ii#E T, 160
uL @ F1~F8 ik & K —H ML, R —fF o L=y, it/
KA DIRER T 7 & 72— O LT 30 & 2 RRFRIC UV 7 e — 7 Cfll
E L7, UVIIENE, RBRBALA~10 431213 5 B, 10.5~60 43141% 30 704, 61~
180 73713 1 73fF, 182~300 70 &1% 2 /0l Fh L. B etk 71, Bk

Z2mL BHL L, 0.02pm 7 ¢ /L% — (Whatman, GE ~/LV A7 7 #) % H\TAiR
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EITo0=. SN A 200l (2 A %/ —/v 800 uL Mz CTIRA L%, HPLC

WL VIR L= &4 HPLC IC X W EE L7, WEY D HPLC 541X Table 4

IR LTz,
Table4 HPLC conditions of FNF and MGA
Drug Fenofibrate Megestrol acetate
Detector PDA
Wavelength 285 nm 290 nm
Cohmmn Meteoric core C18 ¢2.1x30 mm, 2.7 um
Cohum temperature 60 °C
Injection volume 1 uL
A:0.1%TFA aq./B: Acetonitrile =0-0.01 min (10%B),
Mobile phase 0.01-0.75 mun (10-90%B), 0.75-0.95 mm (90%B),
0.95-0.96 mun (90-10%B), 0.96-1.30 mn (10%B)
Flow rate 1.9 mL/min

g LT O E a2 ET 5720, BFRA T A ha— VDA Z ) — )L
R OER - B L 920 L7, 19.99 mL @ Prisma HT FETE R Cliti7= 7z K-
—FEIZ, 4 mg/mL OFFFEA 7 A b u—/WigiK4a 10 L I L7z, R —fHOlHE
AT A S a— VIREEE, FEER T OUIEE Th 5 2 pg/mL L FICERE L7z,

T ki AR OGS RET D18, ) A7 = TR O H-dE
AR B 2 L 72, 19.4mL @ Prisma HT #&fEHE T 7z S 7z B —HAIC, 7/ 27
= THEMERI % 15 (K9 620 uL) WML 7=. 300 3412, RF—FEOT 7+
X —kA0 B OB A& 200 uL oA L, R —HHOMARIL ASB T 1000 fEA7 R
L7, S OR M ONHELEREZ, B—2 A —THIEL, WEMEIX
By, R 1 ICEE L.

3-7. F 7 RO~ A 7 R RREBIE D in vivo £ DWRIERHE (n=3~6)
B I LHEM D Sprague-Dawley 7 v N (8 MM, 257-334 g) #fEH L, #EREHLG

16 RFfEIAT LV MsE 21T 572, FI~F8 DRI AW E L LT 10mgkg (7 =/ 7
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47V UirE LT 884mgmL) /K E L. /2, 7=/ 747U AT
HElg A 7 A b o —,1® 3 mg/mL DMA/PG (1/1, v/v) &% Y& L LT 10 mgkg
EERR G Lz, HNES0.25,0.5,1,2,4,6,8,24 Biflt4, F 7230k 54 0.02,
0.08,0.25,0.5, 1,2, 4, 6, 8, 24 HE[ft4I2, SHERE 0 Mg (200 uL) ZEREXL7-. £
B U 7- ik & 10 3Rl DLER (4°C, 1880g) L, MmAEZ4&7=. miEs 7+ h=F
UNEEIL, BE#k, mEOBRIEIC I VRS X7 L7ct, UPLC-MS/MS IZ &Y
S PRNE & B L7=. UPLC-MS/MS D413 Table 5 |27 L7z,

Table 5 UPLC-MS/MS conditions of FNF, FA and MGA

Drug Fenofibrate Fenofibric acid Megestrol acetate

Detector MS/MS. multiple reaction monitoring
m/z 361.1t0232.8 319.0t0232.8 385.2t0325.0

Column L-column2 ODS ¢2.1x50 mm, 3 um

Column temperature 40 °C
Injection vohune 1.0 uL 0.1 uL 1.0 uL
Mobile phase 0.1% formic acid aq./Acetonitrile =0-0.50 min (50%B), 0.50-0.90 min (50-60%B), 0.90-1.30
P min (95%B). 1.30-1.31 min (95-50%B). 1.31-1.70 min (50%B)
Flow rate 0.75 mL/min

AR Z » s OIFEYERE/XT A — XX, WinNonlin % /= / 33— K A
Y MEFTIC RV EE L. RLF 0L Ty —b, ThbbiRnEb%o%
PGHEEEIX, WinNonlin Z W7 2R a—va ki kv, UFoRiciES
SEH L. fidA 7y FL—b, COIXVAR A, Cshid=> hA X

VAL AR AT NEINRT. AL—0 777 72— THBAEA LT,

C(t) =jf(u)65(t—u)du
0
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e

KbV IZHED, AHFIEOZITICEE U U CHRAATIARES 72 2 fFE S EMifE 4 15V
F Lo KRBCERR P RAIR G PR E P — BRI R R o EE R LET.
FBEAITFICT =21 L TEBICMEGWESBET L2 &2z,
ELTDHLRELRIINTONTS THESZIWVE Lz, SBAED THEITI Ui
L9, A% LIRS L LCRNTRitE L COLFIETY. AFED At o
BWEEIZRI L C, YT RIS SHREW 72 & £ U2 RBRGER R AR G A 7E =
PRI R 2 DB AR LET. £, Hx OfmOmsCOHEIC R
LELTH, ARIKARBDTIC THEZZ & £ U7 KBRS IAR G20
FoE NI ZITIRE R 2 EEZR LET.

AHFFETe B ONCFAD RIEER R TOPALEURICER U, AR 7 2 M FR 5 A
RO WNTIRN 72 253, AR IHEZBY £ LIz RERRSE PrNTESc4
BRI RIER DM E R LET.

ABFFE72 & ONZFAD KIRFERLR P TOPALIAFICER L, AR 7 2 M FR s i
RO ONCRA) 72 T3, A TS 20 £ Uizl B3R A RAI AT
H BRI ISR D E 2R L E T

ABFFRIZER U, P < SRR & F U7z oo Bp e SRR U tus b 75 s i,
BUS R RFPEE Pl o 7 — ISR RRICEH O LET. AR O
VERE I L L CIHEE, E7-3@Ehies i i) o ZHSTHE £ LBt
MRS AP SR TR | v — 7 R ARICES V- LES. A
FRLCR, WFREEI AR Do) THRERE, HICED~ZEZ R L TIHE, W%
FOGRSUERR A %I L L CIE X & U7 R RS LA SR LA SE T B b
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FIN—7 FHEBERIZEHROZ UES. AUFEICER L, A TEE £ LR 2%
USRS L RISE BRI TE AT S iE 1| 77— HHETEK, BAEERK,
BRI A ) R_X—=T ¢ TERIIZETRIBEEARAIGE 3 70— 7 #AE LK
ROEWNNITH ) XT 7 )T RANCRY —FKRASH BIERK, EAREMK,
il AT 2 LE T,

T, RWFREMXITDZ0 | B TE T2 B3R K R R TR DRE K,
[FI0EE B 2 DN R AE AL B L £ 3, AR kI 720 | il 118
N HE B F R A S S I A B P B 7 — 7 O UGB L %
R

PR AT E©7, P~ ARY DU 2 U CIHE & U7 ekt
ICEHE L ET. TuaRY Ay ) — U % A, EEP MEWENELN, TV
TEUVY C KO Ry R= 2 L CTHE £ L7 ERASIc s L E
R

BT, WFZE0Rm SUERICBfR 2R L, AR 72 E 2 TOm T AT
SNTEE BICBELEHOEZRLET. B ELZ A TINE LIEER
ICHEZRLET. 2B C TSNV LET.
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R
p=ifll}
O

AAC area above the curve

ASB acceptor sink buffer

AUC area under the curve

AUCo.2n area under the curve (time 0 to 2 hour)

AUCix¢ area under the curve (time 0 to infinity)

BA bioavailability

Crnax maximum drug concentration

DMA N,N-dimethylacetamide

DMSO dimethyl sulfoxide

EEP ethanolic extract of propolis

EEP-SD splay-dried ethanolic extract of propolis

FA fenofibric acid

FNF fenofibrate

GCM glibenclamide

HPLC high performance liquid chromatography

HPMC hydroxypropyl methylcellulose

Hsp-G transglycosylated hesperidin

ICH internationa.l council for harmonisation of technical requirements for
pharmaceuticals for human use

MFA mefenamic acid

MGA megestrol acetate

Py apparent permeability

PDA photodiode array detector

Pdl polydispersity index

PG propylene glycol

PVDF polyvinylidene fluoride

SDS sodium dodecyl sulfate

Stevia-G transglycosylated stevia

ti elimination half-life

TFA trifluoroacetic acid

Tmax the time to reach the maximum drug concentration following drug administration

[hiII;I;h(/j[-S ultra performance liquid chromatography - tandem mass spectrometer

uv ultraviolet

UWL unstirred water layer

ZIM zero intercept method
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