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1.1 P

WA, SR B (Drug Delivery System: DDS)[1-4]25 38 5 - {LHESHEAMR CiEH %
E£D T3, DDS & IZMHERIALICHEARRR, YEABRI it L. cni
BN DSEERIERAL ~ D BERTIC RIS N5 2 LI X 2RIEHZRIC Z L[5 &,
EERRRAICEE X R 2 720 IRFELE L o TWGMK O O E % HliR+ 3
ZERHMTH %.DDS HATITIA S I E NTE D [6,7], 7/ KiF[8-13], EIE N4
fm[14-19], T~/ 3 V[20-25], ¥4 70 X7 4 T[26-3117%2 E% K DY % ) T H
BFEINTWE., ZOHTH VR —LEMEINS DO FH I NS S I L
T\ 5[32-34].

YRy =2k, VvEEO ZHEEIC X YK S WNERICREE 7oK % R o g ik
TH 5[35].Figl1IC VKR Y —2oE% 3. ) VEEHROWMERTH 2720, 4
B 23 5 < B R CIRN T OB E RV 7n»([36]. F 72, NHENICHRRA /K H %
FiORGEIRTH 2 720 /KMEDJRHE A B ARERIE D G IRE L, HEZRNICEET L L
NCTEDL. Lr2L, VRY —20E&EEHI TR T I ANY —%2FHET 5720
i, VRY =209 4 Xkavytu—A 3308355, £/, hRET VY
— % RT3 =01, FBEOE WA 7 Lih®% (Encapsulation Efficiency: EE) 3
METT. 207D, VRV —LEERTZEICE, S0 72 bshE 2 EZR L2
D, A XEHIHTE 2 HEILEETNLT NS,

o Hydrophilic
. ) umm
/
Hydrophobic o
Phospholipid Liposome
Phospholipid membrane

Fig.1.1 Structure of liposome

YR Y — L DREE L Bangham 5[37]1C X o THIO T &, HBUKAIE[38-44],
A M ik[45-49], FUETEERIBR 225 [50-54], BT A E[55-60], WitHZEFRE[61-65]7%
% DY) Ry — LELERMIAFEINTE . L L, 2hbolfikl, AMRicH
ERHBIAEEY KRBICSLELE TS, VEY -2 *+ ) 7L LT 3BT,
A3 2 BRIREE 2 MBI X D ERICRET 20D D % 720, FEIEE O 134T
FLL v, ARERORETRISEBCITbhs Z L%, =4xrF—ax
BE, T2 NODOHERRKBEESTERVEWHIRELD 5. T -HEEEH
CHIF N TV R FHEIEBKIESIZEALETHS. LarL, ZoFETIE, IBE
JEDKAERE L FHIEH T E 720, FHAIGEROECAE—7%2 ) KV — LB



IN3[66, 67]. TSIk TRAEFIMT 2 720 IR A i 720 7t 3 FFEMED
HALAEZ D 5 B[68].

IS ORERfRIRT 2 7= 0 - FEOREI TON TS, K FEGI#EIE WS
BlE2ODOFEL LTHUNRIRZHHA LY BY — LA DARK[69-79]1 & Vx5 b DT
biLTwad, UNRERHET 2 e ceE 2/ N LT 2 2 & ©, BREOKE

L72bDTH3. £/, HAD~A4 7057 54 Z%/EELL Tuw 2 Bk EIREE oK X
CHEHTI2VERER L ZBRICH -~ A 7 a7 54 AR 2081 H 5 & n»
SIS R D 5.

T LR L AR O & v ) BB R % RS 5 72 0 ICEER R LR FE %
FIFHL 72V RV — L AERKE[80-88] D i FE 23T LT\ 2. HEER AL IR (Super Critical
Fluid: SCF) & I¥, B E CRAED & 5 mhitE%2 b b RIFaWEaBE 2R3 74 L, Wik
LR DM YL ERI S 23Rl 2 T . LR E IRl TEE b D 7R L,
BEAUFE 123 73.8 bar, FEFLIRFEAS 31.1 ‘CE AR Ay, RS ELE 108 L - R ik T
Hb AREEOND VICHEER ZBLKEFR LT HWv 5 & & THBEEEE O HIR R
2770 C%kL, VRY —LERICEWTOREREOKRTATE, 72T CA
L VRY — LRRE DHERETH 2 720, Blifia 2 PRI S 27228 5 [89, 90]
LELARDS, TNODHERAYFRTHZ720, VRV —LOFIHIHE L v &
S MBS D 5.

Z DO ARMIETIE, fBiFHMIC T v AEHDOARE UM Z W72 U R Y — L4
DA & R —BLRFE LA L 2BUNiegco VR Y — L ofFRLL HilfHl, X6
KB A TR o7z, T2 NODOEEEITIROMAL LTV VIEEORMBED T
— ZBRREL LR, HEY VIEEOBRMEICET 2T — 2035 VEELR V. £
D7D, SN Y VIEE OBEBEEIE 1T o7, IHICYFRY —LDBK T 17 &R
bizoZT D EINTWARWnD, ZOERLITR 7.

1.2 AHEDOHK

AR TIE 1.1 TRLUE X9, R EHE TRk~ @ % ik L 72 7 e 2 X
DREZHIEL, MUNEHREZFHL7Z2 B0 Y XY —LDEKEITI. ZD72DIC
WL 70 B ARG & RIS ORR AT O . RICHER R0 B2 HIEL,
INFIR 2RI L7z BB D ) R Y — L DA EIT S . £ - BEEE O HEHIE & N
WM L% Hfs LB _BUREEZHWEBUNIE O ) R Y — L DR %17
I, ILICEKREBEHYEY —LZ2BRTE L IWVMAL. b E2EEHT 37
DICH/NRBEEZFA L 728 Y B Y — 2 ERTEOFIETES 2 HEE L Tnw 2 L 23 H
H<THh 3.

1.3 ARG DR

KT TECHE I TS,

B 1ETE, AMfEoER L BWICOWTHELL 7.

2 BT, EMRIEINE & ) R Y — A oilE kI B 5 BHERIE R A L7



S 3ETIE, )R Y — L OIS OB B X CERIELE Ic 0w Tl 7
B4 BETIE, BUNMNEREFIAL 72— Y R Y — LRI oW T o ERGE, i
RLER R,
<555 BECUE, MUNRIEREFIA L 72 B Y K Y — ADERIC O W T DEETTE, f
RLER AT,
-6 ETlE, MR EBUNEREEFIA LY K Y — L0 oW T O EERTE,
faR & B b~ 7.

CETETE, AR CTELOLERE T LM e L.



B 2E BFEOWE
2.1 YRy — L DERIE:

211 FEBROKANE

v I 7K A7 (Thin layer hydration method) & % Bangham method & b FEiXIL 5 U RV
— LAERTFIETH Y, Bangham HICE D VKR Y —L083WD CRAINZBICH SN
7-8EECH B[37]. T DFEIR, Fig2l ICRT X9 ICHEREICR LY VIEE 2 A
fRXG 2. ZunkasneronRiLhb XX ) —VORGEBEIEHRERL LCTE
ICHWONS., ZOER» LAWK ZREST 22 L ClRERZG 5. EREHEOR
DY BEDGHWIRERCT VI VRIIC X 2R, Br% wEHlin—42) —x
NEL =R TEREZBEREZD LEMABIC X 2 &R CBELZ LT 7220
ICHEEE 2 L, ZZICKEMABEET 22 LICK Y I RY —L2fGF2 L8090
DTH 5.

- A
H i
<> I
‘.&3 ’\ e Nt
Lipid in solvent Lipid membrane Liposome
Evaporation Addition water

Fig.2.1 Scheme of liposome production using thin layer hydration method

ZOHENBGHTH VIBDICKRINEFETH 208D VRV — 248K
HEE L TR ibnTw 38, BT 3BICI3E4 MBS HFET 5. T3R5
FIHSEH L WE W) fHTh L. HEKAETCEr -2 ) —2 KL -2 2 FH LY
BEDERZIT W, E/2E—7 7220 WTY RV —LEREZIT S 20ERE L2
FH A4 ZEEH T2 LR TE R, ZFODRREIE O 720 I BERP T 7 2 by
— X =L wo BB Z BEEL LTWw3, XI5, LEEDO Y EY — LD %
iz enTEd, T3 )R — 20— IEHR T,

2 DHICHEYNEDOENETH 5. L OEFGERRIC B\ TR DK B
THKMNCIEY % AT Lo NET 2 HER R W, &9 LThEYoKEDr 2284
FNE. ZOBOUIYE LC@EN 2 LI X 2B Z LB LT3, Zilt, 8
DEE WIHIHTHEED IR L WHHTHMEL 2 3.

3 OHIKEHLREWAEAZAAHT 2 7-05%ekRERpE L%, FidoX iy
ook L EOHBEERAEAR LN TE Y, BEREDGBIERE . 20
- ORIERE R BB AT LERD Y, ZOBRTY VIEE~D XA —I0nE 2z bh,
VRY — LA Z UAFESNEARTEL 7 B,

4 DHICRTZ =LA T v 70 LEIND L. 28D )R —L%2ERKL LI L LY



&, RICGZERICTI2HELED 508, Z OS5 EICHfHlATE R Y £ /285K
L5k D% 5.

RZICEGERKOH L X THE. v =X ) —ZNFL — XD X IKRTEERRR %
38y FTCORIGD 7= DA RIC IR ETH B,
EEAFEEZH Y FY — LB OFER[44)1E LTCHEBED VKV —LTH Y, K
FED 04 ~35 um EMRELKERLTEY, MNP EoE—Hidnw. 35, Z#7+k
MEETED 1~85% EIEFITIKLS o T3,

212 T X7 —NEAE

T & J —)ViE AiE(Ethanol injection method) [55, 57-60] & %, FEAE/KAIE CRIEZEDY
—(t D7D VSN BEEHNIRIC X 2 Y VIBE DR E oo, FImiE# %
AwzZloTEh0ERICNT2MN B —HO ) Ry — 2528 EFFT 2 ) Ky —
LR L CERINAZAETH S, FIHE L CE, Fig22 KRTEEZHW
Ethanol 1TV VIEE 2 A X 7282 > ) v bESEHEEICME L 7-GRE: Vv
HEE DR IRE L By AKAHICEAT 5.

ZOHEFKICRHLY VIEEARKRZEAT 2 DA TR WD CIRENEH C
HY BHEDEVD, DO CDKICEYZRREI L TCELRLERD Y, 17wl
R DIIEE TR & & TR & K& < Z2IIFETE L 72\, Ethanol Z{FE A3 % 72 %
ERPNIC Ethanol 233 FE L VR Y — LA DBAREIC R D L o I-IELTEET 5. &6
IC 1%, Ethanol BAFEME O RA LK FROMEIRFRETH L L INT WS 20D, K
TREAKRELLEHEIEEZEIFHLL, FHEEOH L2 E7-0ICZRAT—1T
y THEL WL BEETES, Ny FTORILD7-0EEEEICHANMETH S.
EEAFELZH G2 ) K Y — LBROFER[91]L L T Ethnaol #REE 23K V> & 100 nm LA
TokFEELR->TEY, DDS THHAT 2L CHON IR TFEL VY TH S 100
~ 300nm {37129 % I 1 Ethanol #2fE 23 30% % A 2 72 FHITTE A TE T & v
STRERPRINT WD, T72h T2 AR IIFEYNC X D 7252001 ~ 50 % & &
WHDLBENITITEAENETER VD D F TIFEET 5[60].



\ Water bath

Aqueous phase

$ Phospholipid in ethanol

| I
Mechanical drive

Fig.2.2 Schematic diagram of experimental equipment of ether injection method

2.1.3 WHEAREE

WiAHZ&¥675 (Reverse phase evaporation method) [61-65]1F Fig.2.3 I3 X 91V Vg
Bz AWniicEms» L, 2 2ok maBglEciifftssc Tt Wo ==y =
VEERL 20%ua -2 ) T NKL — X CHRIEEBIERET 5. 2 o@fETc—5o
TNy a VHRRREL, KB TER>TW Y VIEEICX Vs a v —
BRICT 22 TYRY —LEBERT 3.

C DITEIFRIGEG SR E W7y, Gl e B O E I BIEE T 2 2R 7
MU LZE L v, IO IIREBEMCH 2 K, $-ARBEDELRED
DB EORMER DD 5. FEARFIEOKR[92] & L TRF#E1E 200 ~ 1000 nm, 7
7w UL 30~60% & ZEMEIZ R O e, fi =20 Fke k3L h 7w
LRI IZIEFICHIML T Wb 2 &b 5.

10



©

? : Phospholipid -: Water : Organic solvent

Fig.2.3 Scheme of liposome production using reverse phase evaporation method
(a) Phospholipid in organic solvent, (b) Water in organic solvent emulsion,
(c) Evaporation of organic solvent, (d) Liposome

214 ~A 7054 XEZFHAHL ZFE

i zFHAL7-~A4 70k 7 7a —F1%, mnoIRE GEAESIE) % IEHE i HilH
L, H—7% )Ry — L %@ Ic il 2 L RRRETH 3[73, 714]. 2DFiET
i, VVIEE/ T rva— LBk E~ A4 7 a7 N4 AN THIE X 2 ETR O T KR
CIRET A, BoNZZERTORE L = NmiLE, IBEROIEE, K, H MRk
b7 &, BE»DVRY — 2~ 2HlHll T2 2 R TE, H—RI)FY —L0DH
FRTERZAREICT 5. COFRBALDL2 S L I, I FH —2lEfEE X, mho
REERCY RKY —20MWEZHIHT 2 -0 ICFRELKTF N TN LW, *
D=, % OWFEE X, RENRNZEOD.) 2 100 pm K [94, 95, 105, 106], 100 -
500 pm[93-95, 97-100, 103], 500 - 1000 pm[103]® £ /#£[94-104, 106, 107]-2
[93, 105] D NI IR % 52 T[93], cross[94-100], Y[101-104], V[93] D K ITHAIR D
IEY R ERICZ v R I FH—[94, 103, 105-107] KL CE A 2D

11



Bk 7 I ¥4 —13, HE[93-100, 103, 105-107], #4178 [103], PIANIC herringbone 1
EEROBEE[101, 102, 104 I E nTH b, HNEE 100 um A [94, 95, 105, 106],
100-500 1 m[94, 95, 97-104], 500-1000 u m[93] D{RFEM 2 N % Fi o £ /5 [94-104,
106, 107] & FIE[93, 105] o Wik 2 Hi>. 2D X5~ 27a3F v /v T
L, AR XY, JRENRAEE VR Y — L9 4 X &GS 5 & & A[EET
H5. LrL, BEOHILE, MEICLE Y RY -3 4 X0EIICREINTED,
EWAERIICE, @Y R Y — LRE, Tkl L, SRR Y Ky — L8
BEENT 57200Vl L OB FNAEBAZE LLARLTWS., 60, 2hE
TOWMIE, 470k 7e—3 ZAFLCREINTEY, 47070 —3 AT
LITlE, AUy P2 TR, FEABEE[108]Chg 0 HE £ 0 [109] 7% & OB ER 75
MebdH5. Lo T, VEY — 20N LIBHSEN &34 XHlHtEEZ, <4 2
o b YR v 2B 3 X OSSR 2 S B & 2613 3 L EE A
H5H. —fle L TRFEIC K 2HRI101]IZR T34 —TH) 50nm &/hE K Hh T+
MEZNE I 50% & WifHZ&FEE & R U SRR I le @ oiiE 2R L 7z,

215 EEAUHAFE

R S AH 25 78 16 (Supercritical reverse phase evaporation method) [80-86]1% 2.1.3 Tk
N7 WMHZERICB L CEERR o, 2RI T 5 2 & THE R ARIAE O o I
HIE LERINAETH S, UV VEE & Ethanol %5 5 2> U D[ ER MV ITE A
L, R LR L EAT 5. PkEIC 272D b HPLC F v 7 THEY & &
ATEIKIBIR ZFEANT 5. %2 Dk, BERR BLK R ZRELHE TR L TY R
V= LR ERD L WO HIETH B,

CDOHETIE, BHREGRAEOHEHAZET 2 2 23 Cc%, FIFH L 72 Ethanol &
BRI LIRRIC X o> CRREDTREE 72 5. KIFRICBH L T3 —Tlid 2 2 1EH
FICX2ZHBMCTEEZ T 200030 2 & 23%  JENZB) TR FRICEE R
HB5HDHHNIEZ D THVIERODDBFHEL TS, I b, Ny FROERE
TH 3 oMFERICm D RSB ETH 5. e LTARFRIC X 2H52([110]
(Z#) 500 nm T —HRF T & 2 BHEERTIC X 2R FRRDEHLIZTE S, 7
T ALEIE S 10 ~ 40 % & R7ZEFIR L 1ZF 2 R\,

21.6 BIFEOIL®

FRO XS ICKFEICHTH R L ERPFEEL TW»W5 . Fig24 ICE LD ZRT.
BFRCEALETHROEH L 2 FEIIFEEL Tz v, FRCH 7T e LR &0
FHETHEARRTH 2. 20hTld~A 70754 Z%F[H L 7= FEIRERICH
TRWERFIEL > TWE, 2 CHT MR LS R LA-S S, Hh2 B
WL T2 5 72D ICARIRIC B W TIIBUNRRE 2 FIH L 2 FiEORK 2T 72, £7-
MR B LR BRI IC X 2 EBR OB ARAIRSCZEE D Rohd 2 &by
> 72 7= DU N LG & HER R IR LR FRH 2 A G D72 FRICBE L CHRFELZIT

277,

12



m Thin layer hydration Ethanol injection Reverse phase evaporation Supercritical reverse phase evaporation

Size controllability A~0

Encapsulation efficiency X X~A Xx~0 A A

High use of

f X~A X X~A A~O
organic solvents

Operability X~A A X~A A
Production efficiency X x A A

Fig.2.4 Summary of advantages and problems associated with each method

2.2 Iy avDOfEdE

221  BWRFE

B RN FEY FAF =2 I F S -2 HKEWmEBEEL, AT
2FECTH L. HIENRANAE L BICHESN O I X9 —CTRE T8,
TETI,EEW N 2> Iy —ofHIR]SLETED FE Y F 4 ¥ —DFH[112-
eI cTcwa . Zhoff3 sz e T, AADOEZWDO LT~y a v Ol
fbmfEETH Y, FrcfbhEFIH e LTX<HwO N~y a v & LCTIREES
WD B RA T N ML 3T RE e | E FR IR ff S T B

222 YEALENTFE

VB A TR (117, 18I Tk & X B A v i) i@ 27b 3, AT 3
FETH 5. B TEOEM 2 T CldRfsEoZ L THUSEILCLE I L)
MDD 5. = D 7= DFUALHI & 7n 2 FLiE A 2 FH LA 0 2 5X8) 00 2 R L#Ch
TEPE Ty 2 VOB ETT 5. VI LA TFEIC IR A e FEBAFE T 5 23R
MFALIE[119-122], D AHFLL%[123-126], FEAHREFLALE118, 119, 127, 128], HAHFLL
E[129]7: EDBEIET B,

223 ~A7uvFf REFAL-FE

~A 7 FNA4 ZEHALZFFRIZ[130-1321358 7 @2 7h 3, UL+ 23 Fik
ThHb. B~A 70t —X—Dik%kFio~vA /a7 4 2% 3D 7V v X —7 T
FIEL, e KERAL —HOHAZ L —HOMAKTHTs L co~eryavE
AT 5. HRSRICIKE T 22 0% 0wz, H—h~fr7adf XD Ly gV
BHBRICERT A2FETH L. AFFE Iz ~wAs avDATE RS~ 7070
[133]k &Dfhd~ 4 7 vt — X —DBSHR T DOIRKATREL SNd T e A TH
5.

2.3 BB E N T % EHRE O BREHIE S

HREAIIC 03 2 EARAE OIRIREE L, 70 2D B E B LM Rl D %5
KB WTEEARAMR L 5. Fic) Ky — AERFFRIC B W CIEBOKAZETH LT
smaukiL, Tva—LiEAETHILL Ethanol ° Methanol, Isopropyl alcohol 7z &
D7 Na—NC) VIRERARMRIEFHAL TS, 2o Xy IcHBRECY) VIFE %
BRXRFHT 2 FTERIEEAETHY s s, V VIEE OERAEIC 3 2 IR R

13



DHRIZIEF AL, VR Y —2DEBICEET 25 ic B W THIHT 2 $ CTRM
TR LSRR H L XD RRETH L. 2 ZTARIFFLICE VLTI Y VIRE DRME
FEZFHHT R FEOHREZIT O LELR D 0, BHFEOEMENE FE AT ICORT X
I BRKEL ZODTEBH W LT W B[134].

231 HWHEBESWE

WARBREE ik & 13, W LERAE 2 @RI EMZ 2 2 LI X VAEKT 25, )’
HEBEMHD S B, WHORE ZETHTb LAE e~ 777 4 = LD
TIREHIE 21T 9 FETH 5[135-137).

Z OWRMRESIEORER D 1 21F, P FEORENBEICL Y R ->TL 5
oL WETH L. ZDOHIEICHY $5 2 B HTEORERLE & 72 b HIE
IR 5 F CHREE D 220 5.

b —DODMEE L LT, IBEMMEIT -0, REBROIERSHEL 2. BE
BROVERIC 13— C OO AT L 7 0, IBRE ST WIRE 2B L T
W5 D TEH-HDOERDEE L < REMRORUEICKE 232>V, WIE TR 2392 2> o T
LEIHIHTHS.

232 H—MHERE

B MR E L, B LEARRE 2B RN A S Z i X W ERT 5, WA
CEM O AT LIEEEZ A, d LA IREEEZA b2 2L c—He k3 RE
CREERHE ST 5 FiETH B[138].

COE—HEREOMERO—2 1L, H—HOBEIHL WA THE. D2
— B L LTV D e > T B 720, RITHMEAZEVIEL 225 OHlE & 7%
5. 2079, HIEICH) D BRI ERFE L o T L 9.

H O —OoDREEE LT, BELEEOHEENEHCIIR R HTHS. b
DHEIT L 725 7-%, iK% & ) IS KD A LRI OB DR D %7 LB
Rl kb, /-2 0 2 MR o 7-FBROHEDHE L 7= D RERE IR
ELH .

REORER L LT, IWREESH/NOEEICH L CIEHAIEH L WETH 5. )
DIREHBEVINS C EBRREETH 2720 o H ORI & [FIREICHIE 1CHE o IEREYE
MBROLNET-DTH 5.

<
fife
ViR

-
(.

Rtk FH D
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FTIE VRV —L0EBREEE X NBEE O

3.1 M ER

11 TR L 72X 9 1C Y BY — 2 DARUCIZ ) VIRE S & N 2 BN % F]
LB B L CHO RO BEHRIC I VIAMEY TF 3 2Tl VIEERAE
KEITS 720, V)V VIEEORMBEDOHIRBHEIC b, LA Lo ) vIEE OEMR
fE7 — 23T, HBEY R Y —L0EKETHIWRICENTD, BEZROTE
5F, B L B3 ECHEMLAHLTCw2b0bH 5. FHAEREEZDL DY
Lo EERINTOARWEOEME L & O ICEREREICEIL CTHEREZTHR-
72 AT I B W CHIE 1 25, 40 £ TIT 5 7=,

3.2 RV —VF—%2FH L BT EE

321 LV—¥—EBOREK

RETIE, ALY —F — OFE@EEZIC X 5, IS 3 2 {4 o R E
BB AR L 72, ARZEE CIIUKEGL.S cm x 16 em x 24 cm)ICAFEHR 3.5 mL O+
(12,5 cm x 12.5 cm x 45 cm) 3 il % 3%iE L, 2 DH2F L ik} LR 660 nm @ Af 1R
L—HF—% WG L, L —— ORI & 5Oohic SR & %, et L7z, ¢
FEALERETLZADMCAL -7 —2REL, RANERET LI LB TEDL LD
IC LT3, IAMREHIEEEOWIEX % Fig3.l Ion L, EEROMEERRE Fig3.2 I
N

Irradiation

Detection
Laser sensor Reflector

Fig.3.1 Schematic diagram of laser system
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Reflector

NS

Laser
sensor

ig.3.2 Image of the solubility measurement device

322  HIEREH

I B OB % Fig.3.3 IR d. ot —MHIic k> Tw 354, Al
KL —F—DIRER—EICR D, TN L, BRAAE—HOGE& O HNL —F
— DR, WIRICHERL 2 02 WIREOREICRIAT 5. va— Xz HwChlfl
Nl —F—DBHBEBBRELEBOBECE=X ) v/ $5 2 LT, HERLNDOHIKRE
T2 LB TE B,

. m miy

). 4 Solubiliy = T o

E Homogeneous Concentration
phase

I Low High

fa Y Transmittance _

W [wt%]

—_

o
—

(

Fig.3.3 Principle of solubility measurement

3.3 KERRIE

331 #HE

ARETIHHARIAG L L T Ethanol (EtOH, i 99.5 %LA L), Methanol (MeOH, #fi/E
99.8 %A L), Ethyl Acetate(EA, #fi/E 99.5 %LA L), 2-(2-Ethoxyethoxy)ethanol(DEGEE, #fi
& 98.0%LA 1), Acetone(F#ifE 99.5 %A )& {FHH L 7. JEE & L T Palmitic acid(#fi&
99.5 %A L), Stearic acid(#fifE 99.5 %LA L), U v EHE & L T Egg yolk Lecithin(Lecithin,
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FE 95.0 %LA 1), 1,2-dimyristoyl-sn-glycero-3-phosphocholine(DMPC, #fiE 95.0 %LA L),
1,2-dipalmitoyl-sn-glycero-3-phosphocholine(DPPC, #fiJE 95.0 %LA ), 1,2-distearoyl-sn-
glycero-3-phosphocholine(DSPC, #fi B 95.0 %), 1-Palmitoyl-2-oleoyl-sn-glycero-3-
phosphocholine(POPC, #fif¥ 99.0 %)% fiiF L 7. Ethanol, Methanol, ETHYL ACETATE,
DEGEE, Acetone, Palmitic acid, Stearic acid, Lecithin (&t 7 4 v LA HEHSER A &4
7> 5 A L 7. DMPC, DPPC, DSPC (3 R ALK T ALt 5B L 7. POPC 13 H
WA St SEAL 72,

3.3.2  EEFEM

1) v—H¥—kv¥
F—xv2tt#lov v~y F \IEES HTET Y T LV-S62 A L 7.
FIR T TR ER L — — | R I1L 660nm TH 5.

2)  HR
F—x v ROy 7L 7 % R-6L ZfEH L 7z, ~1iE X 45 mm x 29.4 mm, K
B 23 mm x 23 mm TH 5.

3) R=ANL AL a—%K
¥ —x v 24O FHAERARR 5B AL & 4 7 TR-V500 ZfEifH L 7=,

4y EIRIKEE
KK K =Y —F R Y L SMRS-300WH Z{lifH L 7-. Af&I310L,
P A4 X1F31.5ecm x 16 cm x 24 cm, EMIZHT 7 Z/PSHETH %
JEEREEIZT XY vitoHd —<r o R TR-1A % L 7=, EFE &
ER+5~80 C.

5) ¥
A7 T4 ~tBloOaEe LV EMHALZ. AEIZ35L THD.

6) VITAFVIARAE—T—
TRA7 v~ 72 F v 7 AL =5 — [fikx 47 S-1 L 7. bl
1% 100 ~ 1500 rpm TH 5.

333 KB
3.33.1 R ORER

Y VI % Ethanol i€ 0.5 wt% & 2> L 727A#R % 1.5 mL 8 L 7. 2 D@EHICHiK %
6.0mLh'! OEE TR F L, 2Dk ZafbbL —F —cCTlIE %X TR > 7. #IiHD Y
VIREBWR D S DIEEZ Ih=1.0 & L, MEDREKMES 0.0 & 7422 X5 ICFHEEZITS.
ZDL—Y—ZEOMER L, FEEK R A v M TR FBUMENT % (particle tracking
annalysis: PTA) Z H \» TR % %2 Ml E L, &t 8 % 1 P 8% (transmission electron

17



microscope: TEM, H-7650 Zero.A, tRAXtLHYANA 77 7 v —X8YZHvs, 177
T4 TROERHCCIREBE 21T o 72, £72 Figl.3 KT X 5 ICHERE bR
0 72 o HEFGEEZ T, 2 OEIERR S 1=1.0 DEME OLZHEBRE L L7z

3332 HBEEAE

AL — =2 M L 30 2[EEIE 21TV, python Z VW T~_—NL 2L a—%
SR E N T — 2RO T 2. R— XL AL a—X K31 EOL —F—D
KEBRE DGR ENT L, WIE L 2T =2 ORKET— 2206 10 B0 5 b IHllE
I NTHRE DFEHER A O FE(EA 0.01 U TICZA 2T 1 BRI OHNICT O LA oE!
B DIRT. - OEERFEOTFEER 001 LT ICh - 22 EHREICR 7L
REL, 20 10 BHO LV —F -0 KEBREO L HILT 5. S a2 KRE TV,
WD HDHEEE I = 1.0 & L, HEDORMKEA 0.0 & 7225 & 5 ICFEHHREEZIT . Fig3.3
SRS X D ICHRED E D IR 7o fid D EMULE 21T\, £ O ElER & 1=1.0 DERR
EORREIBME L L,

3.4 BRLEE

341 VRV — LB OMRER

HIE L7z —¥ =28 % Fig34 IRl ZORErSLIZ LI ICHL2ICL
—F— DR T ICEERH 2 b b, 2 TEHEDEELRARS -0
Vw /| Veon DAESS 0.0, 0.1, 0.2, 0.3, 0.4, 0.5 DEHR A4 v + TORFEEHE # 1T\ % Dff
% Table 1. 1R L7 Vw/ Veon 2803,04, 05 BELRI2EHDOFRL Vv P THEZD
729 % O = RICEHE T PTA @M IC X 5K 78501 % Fig.3.5, TEM {8 % Fig.3.6 IC/R L
72. Vw/ Veon =03 ORISR TEM G2 bbb X Hic Ikl VIEEKETH %
EbDDB.ZTHh O Vw/ Veon =04 DRFICY R Y — LD HER X I, Vw / Veon =
0.5 DIFICIHTERICETHI R —LthoT03, ZOTLbUKRY— LD
BEME L LCiE Fig37 OXH Iz X/ —VIREDOWAICE Y Y VIEEE &Y, 20
BHEEBZEEHDICLVIEEREAAERNICY R —LilhsT0nd 0 HEETH
LEZLID.
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Fig.3.4 Effect of volume ratio variation on laser behavior
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Fig.3.5 Particle size distribution and comparison at each point

(@) w / Vewon = 0.3, (b) Vw/ Veon = 0.4, (c) Vw / Veon = 0.5, (d) Comparison of three points



Fig.3.6 TEM images 0 procts at each point
(@) Yw/ Veron = 0.3, (b) Vw / Vewon = 0.4, (¢) Vw / Vewon = 0.5

100% Ethanol conc 0%

Fig.3.7 Liposome formation mechanism

342 BREEAEEREOZYEORER

XHRMEATFELE S 5 Palmitic acid & Stearic acid[139, 140]1% | L T 23 “Cic & 1F 3&
it i I %fﬂs SCHRE & i3 2 & & CIAMEEIE IC BT 2 ARFiE 02 UM o
AT o7z, ST o 7= EEROMER L SGiME % LB L 72 b D % Fig. 3.8 IC/R L7z, 3¢
FkIE C 13, Palmitic acid @ Ethanol 12X} 3~ 2 JA#EE 2 O Acetone 10 3 2 &A1, 9.71
wt% * 7.20 wt%, Stearic acid @ Ethanol IZ X3 % i5IEE 1T, 2.84 wt% TH 5. AFE% H
W7z AE S IX, Palmitic acid @ Ethanol 1ZX} 3 2 V8RS 2 U8 Acetone 1CX) 3 2 /AR 12,
9.96 wt% * 7.80 wt%, Stearic acid @ Ethanol & X3 2 AR 1, 2.93 wt% TH - f:

ZORERL DB X DI, RAEEIC L o TRD & N7 MRS 13 SCHME ICE L w
iz RsZ bbb, Zlii{ﬁ@;cé’n'li%rj“ TERTE.
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T

Solubility [wt%]

Ethanol Ethanol Acetone

Stearic acid Palmitic acid

Fig.3.8 Comparison of solubility of stearic acid and palmitic acid in ethanol and acetone at
23 °C with reference values [: Reference value [139, 140]

343 V VIEHOKEEICN T 5 BRERIE

AREBECTHHLZZY VIEE OfER & HIEEIRAE[141-143]% Table 2.1C/R L 72, $ 7=
25 ‘CIiCB W T DHEIET — & % Fig.3.9~ Fig3.13 iZ/n L, HIERRED T & © % Table 3.
IR L7 AR CIREED ER%Z 5 wt%& L7z, Table 2.1C/8 L 72 X 9 I DMPC <
DPPC < DSPC & fRALKFEHDO K X 23K 72 o CT\» 5. DEGEE X} 3 % iR O f5 5L
2o b b X ICHBBEIC T 2 EMRE IXRCKFHPR VA IMELS b 2 228
537525, POPC DFERD O —HEGZR O L CTHRRER LR T2 bbb orz.
Ethyl Acetate IC X 3 2 M XA R 26, “EHEAOAKICHEHDL L T
phosphatidylcholine (PC)i3 Ethyl Acetate ICiRfEL 2\ T B30 H 5. L LA D,
Lecithin 2% Ethyl Acetate (CAf# 3 % D 13 Table 2.1C78 L 72 X 9 1T, Lecithin 28 & Y v g
HThbZ LRI TH 5. Lecithin 1% PC LAFHIC phosphatidylethanolamine (PE)% % <
& A C\> 5 [144]. PE 2% Ethyl Acetate ICIA TR T W e E 2 b5 5. %7z, Ethanol IZX1 3
2 IRIRE MR VRN S PE DIFEICL 2 DTH 3.

UEDZ et )Ry —L08E%Z{T 5 T3 Ethyl Acetate (3 PC R % FIH 3 5 [
I 1338 X 37, Ethanol % Methanol 72 & #FI 3 2 R&ETH 5. Lo LKILKEHOE W
Y VIREZFIH L 2 WG IXBREICR DT 5 08N D 5.
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Fig.3.9 Measurement results of DMPC solubility for each solvent at 25 °C
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Fig.3.10 Measurement results of DPPC solubility for each solvent at 25 °C
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Fig.3.11 Measurement results of DSPC solubility for each solvent at 25 C
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Fig.3.12 Measurement results of POPC solubility for each solvent at 25 °C

23



1710

1/10

12

10

0.8 q

0.6

0.4 4

0.2 4

0.0

12

1.0

0.8 4

0.6 1

0.4 4

0.2 4

0.0

MeOH
[0) ) 19)
0 1 2 3 a
W [wt%]
DEGEE
@
0 1 2 3 a
W [wt%]

Fig.3.13 Measurement results of lecithin solubility for each solvent at 25 °C
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3. U VIBEE O EREIREIC N 3 IRRE T — 2 0B

Z DR E LT, UTORZR/.
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Table 1. Size of production

NO. Vw !/ VEon [Snlrzne]
#3-1 0.0 -

#3-2 0.1 72.96
#3-3 0.2 59.42
#3-4 0.3 79.07
#3-5 0.4 97.14
#3-6 0.5 138.01
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Table 2. PhosEholiBids used in this studz

T

Name Structure Chain length ¢ é]
i 9
/\/\/\/\/\/\)k -~
DMPC IS e 1 o\/\r? 4 Cia0 - Ciao 24
\/\/\/\/W\n/
(o]
(o]
PSSP B
DPPC O/gg\o [ O\/\q‘“ Cie0 - Cis0 41
VWM
(o]
o o}
PN NN NP\ B
DSPC SN o N Cig.0 - Cis:0 55
\/\/\/\/\/\/\/\/\n/
o
I |
/\/\/\/\/\/\/\)J\ — I\
POPC P S Ciso - Cis:i 3
NSNS NN
o [e]
o1t /\/\/\/\/\/\/\/ko&(\or%\ov\w, C16:0, CIS:O, 1)
Lecithin o S v Cist. Cisa Unknown

O

1) Since egg yolk lecithin is a mixture, no single structural formula can be given and the

transition temperature is not known.
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Table 3. Solubilitz of Rhoseholieids in each solvent

Solubility
T
Phospholipid °C] Organic Solvent
EtOH MeOH EA DEGEE
25 o o X 2.049
DMPC
40 (@] O X @)
DPPC 25 o o X 1.877
40 (@] O X @)
2 ) . .
DSPC 5 1.301 1.941 X 0.0046
40 1.721 o) X 0.073
POPC 25 ° ° - °
40 (@] O X @)
2 ) .
Lecithin 5 0.953 o 2.966 o
40 0.771 o) o o

o: over 5 wt%, x: Not dissolve, -: Not measured



BAE BN EZFIALZ2—KREY) R Y — L DB

4.1 MEEDN

EMF X VT LTOY)FEY —ARRENEINTHC, BHET CICEED ) K Y
— LRIBIK SBR[ X T W B[145]. LA LR S, b o3ENIE &b HiEKAE
ICCELE X, BB X Y R RoflZTo TREINT 5. 2Dk T
K S EHAARBIEO KM, v FXafiERIC X 2 8EFE oK
X, EYINUEOEK I NMEL 2%, 2D FE—ICHUNIRZFIHT 3 2 & Culifk
AR ETREE L, ShEEEZ M EE 5. 20 LT, 12 THhb~7 X 5 ic, Rl
HRRER YV R Y — 2 28WET 22 &, TRARAFIHEICENTDONNT A= 2EHI X 3
PO BRFEZHIE LT, MUhNiEZ TRy — LK Z{To 72,

4.2 FEERIE

421 #HH¥

ARECTIIEIA & L C Ethanol(EtOH, A 99.5% A F)& A L. V viEE & L
T Egg yolk Lecithin(Lecithin, #f B 95.0 % LA ), 1,2-dimyristoyl-sn-glycero-3-
phosphocholine(DMPC, #fi J& 95.0 % LA I ), 1,2-dipalmitoyl-sn-glycero-3-
phosphocholine(DPPC,  #fi J& 950 % LA I ), 12-distearoyl-sn-glycero-3-
phosphocholine(DSPC, #fif¥ 95.0 %)% fii [ L 7z. Ethanol, Lecithin (Z&E+ 7 1 v 2 H1E
MR 24k 2 5§ A L 72. DMPC, DPPC, DSPC (Z AL LA Stk HIEA L
7z.

422 FEEAMEICELZ YV RY — LK

el RER D 7= D EEKFIEIC X 2 VR Y — 2 DK Z (TR > 7-.

Lecithin % Ethanol IC 0.5 wt% & 2> L 7298 % 10 g A8 L 72, 60 “C D /KB T 30 47[H]
500 rpm THNENL =23 S8R LI A 288 S8 72. 2% T v 7 — X2 —C—Md TR
WAEFERICHRELZ. CRICXD, XA TALOBERICY VIEE O % R L 7=

KE 10 giimML, REEET 10 PBEORLT Y ZA(FEALT v 7 AIFH— Yz
=2, VATV T A4 T4y I AVERL Y —=XE)% 3 [Olf75 . (V) v AFE R BE I
256, 15 PEloBEBIEZ T, BE 10 BElOFRLT v 2 X%1T5 ) 2Dtk
4 °CC—MiHiE.

KB T 10 77 B O 8 S UL R e % AS-22GTU, 7 X7 vEh)Z1{T5. Zhic
LV VKRY - LEREFRHT 5.

423 PBUNRBEZRIALZY RV — LD

UNTEE Z FIH L 72 U R Y — L DTEACEE O g X % Figd.l IC/RJ . Lecithin %
Ethanol T 0.5wt% &2 L7-. U VIEEBEK &KIZ> Y v K v 7 (1C-3100, Kenis fk:
B CHHE L 7. EIRA (RRERE:25°C) WO TFREAGHcohd ZoDEK % #
it X, VKRV —LERE 7z, FERSAF 1T Table 4, 51278 L 72,
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VH=

Lecithin
in ethanol

=

Drug Thermostat water bath
in water

P Product

Fig.4.1 Schematic diagram of liposome formation using flow process

4.2.4 FHETT

B L7z ) R Y — L ORFERIIE S 72 KETR % B Y6 BCEL A (DLS: Partica SZ-
100-Z, PR 2t 45 S ir ) %o KL 1 $A B 8 AT i (particle tracking annalysis: PTA) % H
T 25 CTHIE LIRGE L 72

¥ 72 R B - BEYE (transmission electron mlcroscope TEM, H-7650 Zero.A, #EX
SHHIAA T 7 7 u Y =X ER G, A AT 4 TROEEZHNC)RY —L2DE
RS & IRAB I 2 1T 72 o 7.

YRV —2DEBEhEIZLAT O X 5 ICERE L 72[101, 146].

7 W
Yield(%) = (%) x 100 (1)
total

T ZTC, Wees 13V ARV — LFERICHER X 1172 2> o 72 Lecithin DEBETH VD, Wiow (TG
X N7 Lecithin DFEEETH 5. VR Y — LAWK % 0.1 um D 7 4 v X —(PALL Co.,Ltd)
KCHBLTYRY —2Z2BRELE. A% 110°COEEM © | FliZEE e, VRY —
LIERICHEF] & 722 o 72 Whes ZHIE L 72

4.3 BRLEE

431 VRV — LR OHER L X EEANE & © g
I@A2umbtiOu,iﬁLtﬁW@?Vﬁwﬁ%%%éLt Z D7z B B
DRLTHBERTETVWBE I EPRENS. £ T TEM I XV IRHOBE 21T\,
Fig43 DX 57V KV —2D TEM §%5% C &75%%71 LD Ehs, KT
HBICEXDVERY —LDERBARETH D Z &b h o7,
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Fig. 4.3 TEM image of liposome

WEEUKFNE E AT RIC X VERLL 72 U R Y — AVATRD DLS TR 1 BHIE s 5 %
Fig.4.4 \CR L7z, HEEKAECTIEZECTH 2 DIcHt L, KRFEDOR AT Hr
HThH OV ARTFIRICX 2RV KRY — DB AIEETH 5 Z LRI Nz, 2
WK FIE CIRIIEEREZ TR LK %2 2 L CHREREA S IRE L T2 -0 R 1
ROHIFEER v SN TS, L LAFIETIIATFE TR L7 X 51T Ethanol iR
DD X VDL P LDV RY —LERKE W IBETH 720, KV Ky —
LB LT WEEZLNS.
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Fig.4.4 Particle size of liposome by thin layer method and this method (#4-4)

432 VRV — LR O FEEERIEH

T?‘#%—(W&13mm:&aé%cm@%;—f(mﬁaﬁnm)m%ﬁt
Ow / Orion DR &R FIRFEIC RIT S B 2~ 5 2 LT X Y, Figd.5(@, b)IRd &
5 I FHEIE G E R U 72, IRIX Ow / Qron © LR L & L, RFIRE
Ow/Qron2310.0 D & IR KEZ R L7z, COHROER%ZFFH 2 729, Figd.5(c)ic
3 X 91T, Lecithin &fERED Vi /| Veou AEMEZMIE L 72, Lecithin DIEREE 1T Vw /
Veon @ EFICHEWET L, 2NV FRY —LINE & W oEmTH D, IBiE KT
CHEWINEREINT 2 2 e R E . Lo L, RTEEIX Ow/ Omnon D LR L &
HITHENN T 2035 5 —EDED LI L 72. Lecithin (% Ethanol IZAE L T\ 3729
Ow / Oron D3NN 2 L IRAATRT D Lecithin BBEMMETL, VA — LEEOKT
ICHFGF 5. T Figd SR LR FRZN2» D DRI NS, K7D Ow/
Qrion 23 10.0 225 32,0 ICEZIL L ZFRICA LA LT s, Thbb Ry —L— ﬂ
NLCTHHEIZNS ) VIEEEIZBAD T2 05, IR D Lecithin DK T IC
TFERREVWEEZLNSE., L7235 T, 0w/ Oron DIEMNICL Y UKV — AHX%%)”%
L, Lecithin IREE DK T LA T 5720, VARV —LEEIT Ow/ Owon DIEINC X D
RKEZRTZEICR 5.
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Fig.4.5 (a, b and c) Effect of the volume flow rate ratios Qw / Qrion on (a) yield, (b) particle
concentration and (c) particle size. (d) Dependence of lecithin solubility on volume rate ratio
of water/ethanol.

433 VRV — LB OEEROISEH

Orotad BEL P Ow / Oron ZZNZEN66mLh!' X100 ICEREL, IEIE4R3
FH—LEX 80 m DFa—7%HANTY KY — LB DE T W % T~ 7-. Fig.4.6
1, NEE 3.96 mm DFEHF 2 — 7 DEETH 5. Figd.6(a)D X 5 ic/KE ) VIBERR
IR ATEZICHDEER R L, Figd.6(c)D X 5 ICRAETF 2 — 7o dhEcH—tHick-
72, ZORERD> O, WEPE I 2 ERRE 2 VR Y — LATERGE TR & E&R L 7-.
Figd.7 WK TR & L 4 J VX Re)D F = — THNERIKFEZ R L7, 2D &,
WK E L b icoT, /KL Ethanol DX - ILEUEAPEL &Y, Z bR, £
AR 22 2 8RB LTWE, 2 OAEM O EENIL, M7
B L AT R A TR L 24 TEM & PTA o223 2 ik > Th
FRAE & L7z, FEE IR, F = — 7 D EE, Otota, Ow / Oron % % 1LZ 4L 3.96 mm, 6.6
mL h', 10.0 IR B0, Fa—T ORI EEZ 5 L THIfEIL /2. Fig4.8 1%, 4.48
min & 89.6 min TROLNIZEFVOWFHERZTIL TEH Y, b ok, HNiE
3.96 mm DAERGE T KFE 48.1 min DT & ER L 72,
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Fig.4.6 (a-c) Photographs of transparent tube with 3.96 mm [.D. for liposome preparation
under steady-state condition.
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Fig.4.7 Effect of tube [.D. on Re numbers and completion time of liposome formation.
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Fig.4.8 (a and b) Typical TEM images of product obtained at (a) 4.48 min and (b) 89.6 min.

(c-f) Size distribution histograms obtained by (c) TEM at 4.48 min, (d) TEM at 8§9.6 min, (e)
PTA at 4.48 min and (f) PTA at 89.6 min.

Fig.4.8(a, b)IC/R L 72 X 91T, 89.6 min TIIMAMERERRD VR Y — & TH - 72D
IZXF L, 448 min TiZ VA Y —LHEEZ T TR, BEORERE SN 2 AHAI 7
BIROREE b BIE I N7z, T 51T, TEM i X YV, 448 min DY 4 X B LU
A X554 (FEHEJR#2) 13, 89.6 min @ 250.4+92.2nm X V) H KX \»297.1+179.7 nm T
Ho72. PTA b % 72, 4.48 min T 200.8 + 143.7 nm &, 89.6 min T 157.5+ 81.5nm £ V %
KE LR TR R TR T L., 2o OfERIT, PR TS TR wE
&, VRY =720 ThaIEY R Y — 2LIEEEERD O R D IEWH 4 XoTnd U
52 ERPGEMICR L T 3. i RRISTEGE TR 2 T 2 &, I & 7z E i
DFEEN T T L, fHE N T ARWELTRO AL TAWNTH PEREREE VR Y —
LHFERL X LB . Ethanol & /KDELFIEA N TIX, 74 AR TAIBZRIERELRIC X v g
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BEXAHANCIER &, BV R Y — 2UIEEEERSL Y R Y — L2 EDEIL W A4
ARHBERE N5, ERESTERTE TR 2B % &, BEEL VKR Y — L4103,
LE L T2 IR BN DSR2 T LR A e 2 UK S 5, #ilfEl & =@ o B 2 g
DAHATELEIND. 2D X5 RRELZREARIZ, BEROBAN K & VER
A TREIC L, XV A X 0H oV Ry — L2 BT EEZLNSE. 2R
LOMREAN=ZALICEONE X O, VEY — LB D5E TR, FfiZ Re £ D
MEAL, ¥M— )Ry — 2 %28, UNRK 7 v 22 G T 2720 OEE g
FRIAERCTH 5.

434 YV RY —LDY 4 XL FREPIREE O BRE:

URY — LI A XL RBIREORBZRZTR279, Ow/ Oron% 100, F2—7K
% 80cm & L, Orow & F 2 — 7THEEZL I ¥ TH L N7z Re DHEIZ 7. 7l 7n
Sttt B X OCHBARE R % 2 2 1L Table. 4 D#4-6 ~ #4-13 5 X X Fig.4.9 IC/R L 72. Fig.4.9
LV YVKRY =434 XiE, Re #2019 25 50.1 £ THNNF 51c2o4TC, 230 2> 5 160
nm DOHIPHCHWAMEAR %2R L 72, BiEIC ORI NZER A = X LIk 1T 13, Re
PENE E GUEPMENIZ L) |, NIRILBCRADE 72 0, 22 2 IR B A Bl 3% <2
27 %, —JFRe B EK 725 &, NRILHGRA D 72 0, ZZRRE LB A A1 78
52729, BEROKREREZAHL s, ZOME, VRV —223/N &L k5. ZDH
Bix, ~4 7afitk 7o X2 H072@EOSHATHHE SN TV 5[99, 104]. L2
L, KR CIRCOMEE I VKR T v R KL 2&Eo 2o, RN RBMUNG
7 A CTYRY =94 X2l Tr20ICERRARALE R EZOLND.
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Fig.4.9 Relationship between liposome size and Re numbers obtained by changing tube 1.D.
and total flow rate. [ |: Inner diameter change A\: Total flow rate change
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435 VRV —LDH A XL ) VIEEOBERYE

EERFZ2THEELY RY — 29 A4 X&) VIEEOBGR 2 T~ 7-. d:lR5ts
X ORI 7% Z %2 3 Table 5.0#4-14 ~ #4-17 5 X U Fig4.10 1<~ 3. RFEERIL 55 C
CCHERET->7-. COREFREFFHLZY VIBEOHIEREE @2 210ETH
%. DPPC % 25 °C, DSPC % 40 ‘CIC THEKER % 1T o 7223, B O rh CutBd 23
EEEMEICAERLGEE Y, ERLZBRDILBYEL S MNERBETH 7B TH 5.
Table 2.7~ L 72 X 9 ICHHEERS RS A3 DMPC 1% 24 °C, DPPC 1% 41 °C, DSPC (% 55 °C T
L. ZoZero, HEBRELS T TCHEHELZ EFRINIE) FY — 2284 L 7%«
WeEEZobA., RFEKETIE Figdl D X 1Y VIEHE 1T Ethanol IR E 5 2 & T
B L7 2%, IBEBEZIEK T 5 L E2 T3, L LEIBEIERE X 0 {KWEE
THEREIT) LY VIBEMEE 272 TH Y, [FEXE L wIchHS|cx Y
WIChBLeEZIONE. FOEVRY —LOERE TR VWEEZONS. HIEEE
EaREZ 5 ETY) VIBEICEFEERE N, TBE & L IcEHIATEE & 72 0 fg B
EHERTE, VRY —LD0EBPITONTZEEZOLNS.

Fig.4.10 127~k $ & 5 1 DMPC,DPPC,DSPC & V) VRE DR{L/KEHAEL B &
THFEBE AL TWR 2 bbb, ZNIEHEREEICKELTWwE L E2 5N,
FHERIRE & ERIBEOENRKEL A B LICE VIEE O ZMMER EA3 0 ) VIEY
TENFESL 22TV RY —L2E2ECICHBELIBEBEOR INEL L2729
THBLEF25N35. Lecithin ICBH L Tl Table 2.1C/8 L 72 X 9 I R{LKEFH DR & A3
162218 Db DRAEYWITH % 72% DPPC & DSPC DR T-HEZRLIZEEZ2Z LN S,
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Fig.4.10 Effect of phospholipid on particle size.
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Table 4. Conditions of lecithin liposome at 25 °C

Flow rate Mixer Tube
No. Ow/ Orotal LD. LD. Length Re
Qrion [mL h''] [mm] [mm] [cm] [-]
#4-1 0.10 6.6 1.3 0.75 25 2.07
#4-2 0.50 6.6 1.3 0.75 25 2.19
#4-3 2.0 6.6 1.3 0.75 25 2.37
#4-4 10.0 6.6 1.3 0.75 25 2.50
#4-5 32.0 6.6 1.3 0.75 25 2.53
#4-6 10.0 6.6 1.3 0.75 80 2.50
#4-7 10.0 6.6 2.3 1.59 80 1.18
#4-8 10.0 6.6 4.8 3.96 80 0.47
#4-9 10.0 6.6 10.4 9.53 80 0.19
#4-10 10.0 1.1 1.3 0.75 80 0.42
#4-11 10.0 33 1.3 0.75 80 1.25
#4-12 10.0 33 1.3 0.75 80 12.5
#4-13 10.0 132 1.3 0.75 80 50.1
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Table 5. Conditions of liposome formation

Flow rate Mixer Tube T
No. 0w/ Orow LD. LD.  Length Re (]
Oron_[mL h''] [mm] [mm] [em] [-]
#4-14  10.0 6.6 1.3 0.75 25 0.63 55
#4-15  10.0 6.6 1.3 0.75 25 0.63 55
#4-16 10.0 6.6 1.3 0.75 25 0.63 55
#4-17 10.0 6.6 1.3 0.75 25 0.63 55
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5.1 iA=L

BABEICBWT—ERETO Y KRY — LR T 0 ROMEZ TR o7z, —BEFIE
ICBWTREEDORIEME D S VB ERSTE 3 2 LRI N, L LARrs, V
RY — L% EFHT 2 BEEIEMP, VEY —L2CHETIRMLEOe 2% &k
E—BECIIIRER R Y R EE NG, Z D7D UNRESE v T B
TR 2 )Ry — DR ERAT-. ZOB—EKEHICBWTZeALY a /D
R Z1T 5 BEWRD 2720, ML LN EFHA L7z~ Y a VIEROD
et %2177 o 7-.

52  KEBBRF

521 38

AETIZ ) VIEHE & L T Eggyolk Lecithin(Lecithin, # 95.0 %L L)% L 7. i
1 & L T Oleic acid(OA, FiE 98.0 %Ll E)Z A L 7. i HOFEREL L LT
Ethanol(EtOH, #{if 99.5 %A )% fiff] L 7z. Ethanol, Lecithin, Oleic acid I3 &E 17 4
LA S AL 72,

522 PUNRBEZAAL-ZLY a v OB

“EEER O -0 —BEHDO T2 vy a VIEBUCE L T —ITRET L 72, BUNRES
ZRHAL-ZwLY 2 VORBEEOHIKX % Figs.l Cnd. UV VEEZ MHIC
0.5 wt% A& L7z, U VIBRBEEIR &K Y v ¥R v 7°1C-3100, Kenis L8 CibfG
L 7z. T-union, Cross-union % L C Swirl mixer Z &AL LCHEHAL 2o — 2 DR
MY, Ty a v EIBHRI R BRETHOREX, N, WE, o) VIEE
BEELZEHE L CNOBERTAR PRI LY a9 vV ~DIELR~5 2 2885 B
%L 72 EERSAF % Table 6.1/ L 7=.

» [ ‘ ! Th
“Lecithin
in oleic acid & » Product

» HED

water

Fig.5.1 Schematic diagram of emulsion formation using flow process

523 BUNRBEERIEALZY RY — LD
WUNREEERIH L 72V R Y — 2 0B OMIKX % Figs52 Knd. Vv iEE%
AT 0.5wt% WA L7z, A DO T & ) — VIKIETR DR X 3.0, 30.0 wt% T L
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2. U VIRERWR L KIZ> ) v P F Y F(1C-3100, Kenis 8 THAE L 72, T-union &
Swirl mixer Z & E LCHEAL, N 0.75mm TR & 30cm OREEZFIHL T o
DR ZFEMX g2, XH5ICHZFE 1.3 mm & 2.3 mm D T-union ZEEEEE L CEAHL,
NEE0.75 mm TR E 30 cm, N 159 mm TRI 30cm DEE#FIAL Tz & /) —n
KB B R ) Ry — L2 BRI ¥, V) VIEEBER T 96.0mLh!, 7Ki% 48.0mL
h! @%ﬁﬁﬂi&%ﬁw_ TR —NIKIETRIE 144.0 mL h! OFE B L. VRY —
LIEHGRD 2 F 9 — 1AL, 7T —FAA—@BDEFMHAL ZBOMELER L. *
DI BT OALE L Fig53 ICRT X 91T 3 N2 — v CHEEEIT - /2. FERZEM% Table
6.1~ L7z,

» H=T

| -

Lecithin
in oleic acid ® ® » Product
» |: -J ] |!'| ] D
- water

» H=

Ethanol solution

Fig.5.2 Schematic diagram of liposome formation using flow process
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Fig.5.3 Schematic of BT's position within T-union (a)center, (b)border, (c)edge

5.2.4 FHM5&E

B L7~y a v lOR) Ry — Lok FREITE D N7 KA % B EEL
{%(DLS: Partica SZ-100-Z, PRt 85 R ERT ) % v T 25 ‘CTHIlE LIRGE L 72.

% 72 A D AR BERERE D 72 0 N BEMER(MS-300, F1 H YE-8UERTEL) % F v CEisR
L 7.

AFEICHEOTIE WO vy a VOERBIELE L TOKDO Ty 2 v~Dinfl
K (Conversion rate) lZLA T D X H ITERE L 7~.

Htotal Hwater

Conversion rate = (2)
Htotal

Heoad FEH B DI S, Hysror KIHDEHETH 5.
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5.3 BRI EE

531 I<wnrvavDEROHER
Table 6.D#5-1~#5-3 1T 3 & 5 ICTHE A L H) LIV OMER Z 1T > 72. TE7ZIBK
IZ Fig54 DX 5o THY, ZDORFEICBIL TIX Figss ICHiRznRL%. ZC
BObd Lo, FEMSEVESIII e r b BON AR TRELRD, VA 35
CONTZLY a VHAERIN QOr=1440mLh! DFFICIZRETZ~v LY a v ThHhB L
EZ2oNS., ZOZERLEBEBICT S L CHHICKERVIATEF ) F—X—D
Iy a YRR AEETH 2 Lndnz. WENORERENELL RSt TI<

Ny aVDERPEI LR RSB EHRINT.
N B

Fig.5.4 Image of product changing total flow rate
(2)36.0 mL h'! (#5-1), (b) 72.0 mL h'! (#5-2), (c) 144.0 mL h! (#5-3)
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Fig. 5.5 Effect of total flow rate variation on particle size of emulsion
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532 IXV—0FHICIINNTEDL L VBLE~DHE

Table 6. D#5-4 ~#5-15 ISR X I ICKMFEZLH L EBRZIT 572, Fig5.6 1T I F ¥ —
EHEICE TR FREEBCEROBREZR L2, I¥3—1cBIL T, T-union TiZL 4
JNVZEB(Re) BHERT 22 LIk VR TERIED LRI MLZ. LaL
cross-union & Swirl mixer D&, KT7EIEH % Re i 2 % £ #J250nm T &
720, Wb Ix Re 2549 12 ORFICEHRKMEZ HL S X 5 7efd 7 % 7R L 7. T-union (T) Tl
B 2R A & & 2 720 “HASEGHT AL, Z ik & KO R A S 1l S, A
WKL D A F 1L AR5 I %t L, cross-union (C) & Swirl-mixer (S) 1%, Al 2> & 7KHH
ZHIML 2SOV AR 72 2720, Re BEFL CHRER—EL LB LE2
bz, IFxH—(CO) L)l Tix, (OPEMICEMELLANIHETHEDIC
L, (S)iX 60 EDOMELS hROFEKICHZTH L TCANSGEICAR S0, BAD
LT w. 2070k X2 TZ 2 Re DRFMEMELS b ERnBRINS.
2 RAEDIEMS DS I FH—(S)DIE 5 25(C) X Y Al Ic kAT VAT e <,
BEALRAEL o T % L RRE NS, RTREZEH S 4 HT 513 (D) & RIS
BYPERH B RN o7,
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Fig.5.6 Relationship between emulsion size and Re numbers obtained by changing mixer and flow

rate ratio.

533 PBAHORILHARDOEBICLINTFED X NEB{LER~DEE
Table 6. D#5-5, #5-16 ~ #5-19 IC/n$ & 5 ICE&FE# AT L LM% 1T - 72, Fig5.7 &
Fig58 ICRXZEHE L -BOBEHROET &R 7H X CILEOFE R %R L 7. Ocm
TIRBEROWMEOBHE L N TFErLD b2 L HIce sy a VBERINTHY
BWZLRbdrd ZOZlhbIFH—EToIvLYy a VBRIZEEZ THhan
TR B, T2 15cm 2> HIHE Y KT E X CEEEE 1T 25cm 25 Ciziz—
ELmoTnd.INHDI L LIRATKTICEWTIE 25cm 1C7 % ¥ TICHAHICK
23HL D A F 2, 80cm LA Fig.5.7(e. )2 H b5 % X 5 ICH Y AT e - 72 AKFHA b
WEH A XIGELWRE KL moTWwd LEZLNS.
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Fig.5.7 Image of product changing length
(2)0 cm (#5-16), (b)15 cm (#5-17), (c)25¢cm (#5-3),
(d)30 cm (#5-5), ()80 cm (#5-18), (f)110cm (#5-19)
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Fig.5.8 Effect of length on particle size distribution and conversion rate of emulsion

Table 6. D#5-5, #5-20, #5-21 13 X D ICHM 222 LER % 1T - 72. Fig.5.9 ICNEE
L 2B OEROME T 2R, NED 0.5 & 0.75mm DIRAT DA 1L FE R 15
23 3529nm & 410.4nm TH B DIIxt L, NS 1.59mm DFFIE 94.8nm & 1213 Ik
ICE =755 Y, Figsoe) b db v 5 X 5 ICH LK AHMHICE Y A Tw i
W, ZDZERD 531 THRLAEL D ICTRBREESEL b, T7habbH Re MK T T
b TcIeya VOERPTOLNRLSRY, AR TCORIGIC LY Lecithin @ I
CADARPTETCWSEEEZLND.
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Fig.5.9 Image of product changing I.D. - )
(a)0.50 mm (#5-20), (b)0.75 mm (#5-5), (c) 1.59 mm (#5-21)

534 VVIEEHREOEHICX3HE

IFH—(T) & (S)ICH T Table 6.D#5-5, #5-13, #5-22 ~ #5-25 ICnT X 51V Vg
BIREAEH LUEREIT - 7. Fig.5.10 IRA(T) CTOBRK DT & Fig.5.11 Ik ¥
BOFEREZR L 72, (TICE W TEIR 7813 3 ZFI2ITE L2 e\ n» s, fEHERZE S 7
bR FESAPEE LR e ITREoT L e Bbholz. TR, BE A
Lk ey a vVOREWSHEINLGE-PEESLVWI L) VIEEIREEZ S W
eI X DKM Y IAF T ho/z/zdeFE2 LS. 72 Fig5.10(c)2* ©
bbhdEIICKHE LT T REARKMHE LTy a VHAERIS IR
T2 L THRTFREOEHHomEPEECnwEZitohdRoTndeEILN
5. (SICEOCTEIR FRITRE ERIC X W KT 228, RrEBOMmPEE ERICE
WTIRIEEE DR e dbr o7z, TD(ME (S) DA LDE NI 5321 THH L 72 4L
TDOHEPEA N ZXLB(T)EO)ICEBNTERLESL I LICGERL TWws, EidTib~7% X
(T B W THRATIC B W THRME 2> 5 KHHE] H 35 72, Lecithin DS 238
ABZLTIEE LIz Vy a VOREERDHEMPEE 2. L LSBTl
FH—IC XA S OFIWIC X 2D IARDERES LR F 25 2 & THMHICHDY
AT ENTELZKOBEPEINT 5. 2070, KFESENLEZEEZLNS.

Fig.5.12 IR T X S IC PR FEDMEE L 72 & & AR F1E2° 1495.8 nm THE
RS 4498 nm TH Y FTHLE ML H 22 5br s, L LAadsigibRe
WO TR 2 & FHOIIC X 2 29K & A L7284, EERIZEE ORI X b
WYL Cnws, cocehro—HeifbtRIL b MEIE 5 & IFEEOZ(
TIZEEL W Z L 3bdo 7.

-\ e !

Fig.5.10 Image of product changing lecithin concentration (a)#5-5, (b)#5-22, (c)#5-23

45



800
B8(m) a®)

N

-

-
T

Particle size [nm]
(o =
- S
- O

0.5 1 3
CLec [Wt%]

Fig.5.11 Effect of Lecithin concentration on particle size of emulsion
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535 VRV —LDOBROWER
5351 —BEEBORE

Table 7.D#5-26, #5-27 1S3 & 9 IC ZEFSH OBRAEHONEZ 075 mm & L, —E
B H D mixer % & L EER% 1T - 72. Fig.5.13 ICIRR D BET-, Fig.5.14 i it ok 715 %
R LT Fig5.13 22 bbb 5 L H I FEO/KMHICHE Y 7 L 23MEZR T2 37, DLS I THIE
TR o CORL T DERCTE I o 72, 72 Figs.14 225 b » % X 5 it ok 7%
CRELRENE o7 L2l —BEHOK TRELERZLELLIRELRST
W3Zelhh, TEREHICEWTILIZT X —VKERPSHHICE Y AT T L
St EILLNS.

e —

Fig.5.13 Image of product changing mixerl (a)T-union (#5-26), (b)Swirl-mixer (#5-27)
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Fig.5.14 Effect of changing Mixer1 on particle size of oil phase
(T) st (#5-5), (T) 2nd (#5-26), (S) 1st (#5-13), (S) 2nd (#5-27)
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5352 ZBEBEOIXV-—0XH

Table 7.D#5-28, #5-29 IC/R 3 & 5 I B H DEAT DO WNIEZ 0.75 mm, Lecithin 2
% 3.0wt% & L, BB H D mixer I CTEFREEH LFERZ T > 72. Fig5.15 ICIEH D
B+, Figs. 16 ([CitH DR FFE %2R L7z, IREZ L 7228 DLS IS THIE 21772 - T
KA KL T- D3RR T & 722> o 72 Fig.5.16 (a8 0, JiikH o k7 715505 — BB H o hifk
EXDLRREL STV BE T EICHEVIFEL D572, LA L Figs.15(a)ic TH 2
“MicmoCTnwB Z b s, EEMMHE, FESWOW Ly a v, TER
KHETHZLEZOLNS. VRV —2% WO/W Ty a v BKHIKHEEL RS -
7o DX Fig.5.17 ISR X 9 ICRENTOZEH) & ARSI EERR Y, A7 7D X5
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W/O/W T~ aVyPERLIZZ ) =M X E2BEMEDITEAEREL kD57
720 it X ) &I R E L LS.
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Fig.5.15 Image of product changing main flow of mixer2
(a)Emulsion (#5-28), (b)Ethanol solution (#5-29)
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Fig.5.16 Effect of changing main flow of mixer2 on particle size of oil phase
Emulsion (#5-28), Ethanol solution (#5-29), 1st step (#5-25)
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assumption I I
. _________________________ _________ | C °

actual I I c

Fig.5.17 Image of inner flow and mechanism of making liposome

Table 7.D#5-30, #5-31 #5-32 10T & 5 I “EBEHORATOMNE% 1.59 mm & L,
AT —FAL—=%FIF L Fig53 WCRT X 5 ICfiE%EH L CEMEEZIT - 72, Fig.5.18
ICK A DHENR Z R L7z, X B IC#H5-30 DRI S X UOLEBMEE B % Fig.5.19 1T T
AT = F AL —DMEICED L FHE 0.75 mm & I3E R )RR M OIRFEIC 7 -
T3, 72 Figs5.18ce) bbb L5 D FERT — FAL—ONiER I 5+
—DFLD LEAEICED IO, RERWHO L HIChoTwb XIICHLNS.
T Fig520 13 L9 ICEENTORBBEREIEE L B ), KoHIC W/O/W
Iy a VRAERINTWLR, Ty a VELOREICH 2 KEH->TLE D
XORRREICR-TEY, IHICKRT—FRAL—DEIC X > THFEOAE XL D
DB OEEIA K E L o T3 EEZLNS. 2O e bAEMIBELTIEI F
P—HNETAS>TVERT = FAAL=BYFRY —LEAICEHL THWTW3 &Ex
bivd. THRAEICH D551 Figs5.19a@)D X 9 I T8 O3 13800 D FrE I L
D ZHHICHEET 5. O DEDEE I T 5 £ Cic 1 EBOFREZA L. 7
BEL 72 A2 NP ISR CHERR L 72 & 2 A LJEIX WIO/W =y aviioTesh,
TREICIZY RV — LDFEDHERTE /-,

Fig.5.18 Image of product changing BT position
(a)center (#5-30), (b, c)border (#5-31), (d, e)edge (#5-32)
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Fig.5.19 Image of prouct (#5-30) by microscope
(a)product, (b)W/O/W phase, (c)water phase

Image of the formation mechanism
@ ® s © L
[l [H] °
Assumption e = @
© | @go @ o o @ ©°
@ i _l (b) |_ 2 © Ll
°° @0 %o e )
Real Y &) @

Fig.5.20 Image of formation mechanism by using BT

5.3.5.3 Lecithin IBE 5 X ¥ Ethanol IBEDE R

Table 7.D#5-30, #5-33 ~ #5-37 I8 9" X 5 1T Lecithin ¥ &, mixer D Fifi#ZH L T
FEERZAT o 72, Fig.5.21 ICEBIER DT %~ L7z, Fig5.22 ISR L7-—Eo <1
a vl FEOIK: b3 X 5T, KHEICEBWT DLS I THID TR %%
HHlcxIblcoeryavH 4 RICIEFIGEVRTFRETH LI Rbholz. TOD
TEHO, #5384 DEMFICTHF ) A—F—D YKV — LDOWEBTHETH 5 2 &R
INT. FEECORNTREAM O %Z EHiA EtOH D&% Figs523 12, Eiidd
emulsion D&% Fig.5.24 1/~ L7z, EiiiA EtOH D41, Lecithin R MKW 5 E
C—FBYEY —LBERE VLTV b ol THITEE FRICK ) B
HIZ# AL 72K Z im0 R CH Y AT X 91272 DIRAR W/O/W ==Ly 3 v D
BB E DL ozl eE2bN A, BIHS332 CRLZEIIC, BLviAEhs
REED O FFREIREB CTHEEIX T 2032 OBRIIKERKE b ODERL»EETED
FDLS ICFHF VT H R T2l E T Bbh s, FiiA emulsion D5E T,
FEAME VG A I WO/W IZTERE T w2 23 USRS D L KE o T
WB, KBERTH LTy a VICH N 2D OIRE EAICK VKB HET
Ny a v LTV ATNAEIEICRE. 20720 1.0 wt%dD HIEE Tl Fig.5.21(e)
DEICTHERICHVAINTERKREIOWE 2d. BEXSLICEAL 3.0 wt%
752 LT Figs21(DD LSRRIV AEN BB E R 5B Z DRIV IAE LS
BC b KSR S ELY AT T 3 723, BtOH KIRWE & Befih 3 2 RIS 23 0.5 wt% D
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LV Z 2720 pREZ LT —BEOZ v vy a v ORRICE VR T2 28
TFEINZEEZONS. 1.0Wt%E 3,0wt% TR TR 2 DI 1.0 wt% TlE—HED AL
DIAFENTKITENT 3.0 wt% L RAIROFHIEE T3 &E X LN, KBEICIZY R
V—LDBFEIEE Lozt B3,

ig5.21 Image of product changing lecithin concentration and main flow
main flow: EtOH (2)0.5 wt% (#5-34), (b)1.0 wt% (#5-35), (¢)3.0 wt % (#5-30),
main flow: emulsion (d)0.5 wt% (#5-36), (€)1.0 wt% (#5-37), (£)3.0 wt% (#5-38)

30
—1st =——2nd

S| |
>~

Q

o=

=

on

2

& 10 F

O 1 J \I
1 10 100 1000 10000

Particle size [nm]
Fig.5.22 Comparison of particle size between one-step and two-step (1st: #5-13, 2nd: #5-33)
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—1.0 wt% main flow : EtOH
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Fig.5.23 Effect of changing lecithin concentration on particle size distribution

(main flow: EtOH)

2nd: 0.5 wt % (#5-33), 1.0 wt% (#5-34),

Ist: 0.5 wt % (#5-13), 1.0 wt% (#5-24),

100

80
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Fig.5.24 Effect of changing lecithin concentration on particle size distribution

(main flow: emulsion)

2nd: 0.5 wt % (#5-35), 1.0 wt% (#5-36),

Ist: 0.5 wt % (#5-13), 1.0 wt% (#5-24),

3.0 Wt% (#5-30)
3.0 wt% (#5-25)

—0.5 wt% main flow : emulsion

—1.0 wt% main flow : emulsion
3.0 wt% main flow : emulsion

—0.5 wt% 1st

—1.0 wt% 1st

3.0 wt% 1st

3.0 wt% (#5-37)
3.0 wt% (#5-25)
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Table 7. D#5-34, #5-36, #5-38, #5-39 IC/~" 3~ X 9 I Ethanol 2 &, mixer ® it 2 & H
L CERE%Z1T o 7. Fig.5.25 ICHEBIBIK DRT-, Fig.5.26 IR 7% R L 72, W IE
Fig.5.25 2> b5 X 512 EtOH IRE D 71T X b Fffic & - 7= E R R 239 2
WHHE WOW <y a vHEKHIZCAR>TWS, TRTED 3.0 wt%DRplx
Fig.5.26 IWRL72 X912 I 2P A XL FFICRE BRI A XBHEI N T WL TS
225,300 wt% Tl —BEHO Ly 3 vORFREFEFIGEVEFREEZRL TV
3. 2D &5, Ethanol IED FRICX VAL 4 vBBOMME A EEEINY KY — 4
DI TOINPe T ol EZOLNS.

=\
W

Fig.5.25 Image of product changing EtOH concentration and main flow
main flow: EtOH (a)3.0 wt% (#5-34), (b)30.0 wt% (#5-38)
main flow: emulsion (¢)3.0 wt% (#5-36), (d)30.0 wt% (#5-39)

100
9 |
80 F — Ist step
e 70 r ——3.0 wt % (EtOH)
60 | .
g" —3.0 wt% (emulsion)
5 50|
= —30.0 wt% (EtOH)
g 40
i 30 ——30.0 wt% (emulsion)
20 F
10 F
0 1 L 1
1 10 100 1000 10000

Particle size [nm]

Fig.5.26 Effect of changing EtOH concentration on particle size distribution
Ist step (#5-24), 3.0wt % (EtOH) (#5-34), 3.0wt % (emulsion) (#5-36),
30.0wt % (EtOH) (#5-38), 3.0wt % (emulsion) (#5-39)
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5.4 T
ARETIE, UTZHIBE LTI ZTT- 72

1. BUNRRZRA Lz~ ry a vEBLRYREY — LR 7 0t 2 DRER
2. BERT B~y a v R EELRICE 2 2 EDHE
3. BER T2 Y By — LI kic 5 2 2 B DR

Z DR E LT, UTORZRF.

1. UNRBZFA L ZRBEICX2zwArya vBLNYEY — LDERKHR
ARETH B T L HHERL 7.

2. MEBAHKNRY VIBEIREAH O T LIt EB~DRE LR L /2.

3. IFH—REBEAHICIY VR — LD ATRESF DRI R % 577,
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Table 6. Conditions of emulsion formation

Cru Flow rate Mixer Tube
O e Qo / Ow [rgLToﬁ-ll] [ﬁﬁ&] Type [ﬁﬁ&] L[ec’;gqih
#5-1 0.5 2 36.0 1.3 T 0.75 25
#5-2 0.5 2 72.0 1.3 T 0.75 25
#5-3 0.5 2 144.0 1.3 T 0.75 25
#5-4 0.5 1 144.0 1.3 T 0.75 30
#5-5 0.5 2 144.0 1.3 T 0.75 30
#5-6 0.5 3 144.0 1.3 T 0.75 30
#5-7 0.5 5 144.0 1.3 T 0.75 30
#5-8 0.5 1 144.0 1.3 C 0.75 30
#5-9 0.5 2 144.0 1.3 C 0.75 30
#5-10 0.5 3 144.0 1.3 C 0.75 30
#5-11 0.5 5 144.0 1.3 C 0.75 30
#5-12 0.5 1 144.0 0.5 S 0.75 30
#5-13 0.5 2 144.0 0.5 S 0.75 30
#5-14 0.5 3 144.0 0.5 S 0.75 30
#5-15 0.5 5 144.0 0.5 S 0.75 30
#5-16 0.5 2 144.0 1.3 T 0.75 0
#5-17 0.5 2 144.0 1.3 T 0.75 15
#5-18 0.5 2 144.0 1.3 T 0.75 80
#5-19 0.5 2 144.0 1.3 T 0.75 110
#5-20 0.5 2 144.0 1.3 T 0.50 30
#5-21 0.5 2 144.0 2.3 T 1.59 30
#5-22 1.0 2 144.0 1.3 T 0.75 30
#5-23 3.0 2 144.0 1.3 T 0.75 30
#5-24 1.0 2 144.0 0.5 S 0.75 30
#5-25 3.0 2 144.0 0.5 S 0.75 30



Table 7. Conditions of liposome formation

Mixerl Mixer2 Tube2

No. Cle  Cron 1D. Type ID. Length

Lweve] - [wtxe] Type [mm] (rnail)l}pﬂow) BT [mm] [cngl]
4526 05 3.0 T 13 (EmuTlsion) X 075 30
4527 05 3.0 S 13 (EmuTlsion) X 075 30
4528 30 3.0 S 13 (EmuTlsion) X 075 30
4529 30 3.0 S 13 (EtgH) X 075 30
4530 3.0 3.0 S 23 (EtgH) a 159 30
4531 30 3.0 S 23 (EtgH) b 159 30
4532 30 3.0 S 23 (EtgH) ¢ 159 30
4533 05 3.0 S 23 (EtgH) a 159 30
4534 10 3.0 S 23 (EtgH) a 159 30
#4535 05 3.0 S 23 (EmuTlsion) a 159 30
4536 1.0 3.0 S 23 (EmuTlsion) a 159 30
4537 30 3.0 S 23 (EmuTlsion) a 159 30
4538 1.0 300 S 23 (EmuTlsion) a 159 30
4539 1.0 300 S 23 (EtgH) a 159 30



FoE BERLBMUNMNIBEZMNALZY XY —LDOEK

6.1 i ASE:D)

1 BEROE 2 BmTihR7 X5, {EROEHE ITERBE 2 KEICHW 2729,
EHAIEOHIRD L RREBEER200% AT 2 46ENH 5. 2 2 TAIFETIZ,
R R LR FAFA L CERBEOFHE KL, MUhNREkEFHT2 LT

LEMR 2 E XS, KT EHIHEOERS L B WRYISIERL Y R Y — L% B
THEEHNE L. 72, RFEZFHLPEGILY KV — 2 OfFEIC H HLY fHA
7Z.

6.2 KERIRIE

6.2.1 HE

ARECIITEIA & L C Ethanol(EtOH, A 99.5% A F)A A L. UV viEE & L
T Egg yolk Lecithin(Lecithin, #f B 950 % LA ), 1,2-distearoyl-sn-glycero-3-
phosphocholine(DSPC, #fifE 95.0 %)% M L 7z. PEG fEE & L T 1,2-distearoyl-sn-
glycero-3-phosphoethanolamine-N-[amine(polyethylene glycol)-2K] (DSPE-PEG, “F-¥43 ¥
B 200002 L 72, VKR Y —2IcNET 2 HKMESEY) & L T Timolol Maleate(TM, il
£ 98.0 %LA )2 L 72. WEKDHEIE % 1T 9 72 ® 1T, Methanol(MeOH, #1i/E 99.8 %
DL BTN Acetic Acid(ffiE 99.9 %LA E)% i L 7. Ethanol, Lecithin, Timolol maleate,
Methanol, Acetic Acid I3 & 17 4 v LHPEHISRME A St 2 5 A L 72, DSPC 133 1L
R LERK S HHEA L 7-.

622 VRV — LD
scCO» ZFIFH L 72V R Y — L O EEE O I % Fig.6.1 1, VKRV — LDEKD
WX % Fig.6.2 IC/~" 9. Lecithin % Ethnaol I 0.3 wt% A72> L, Timolol maleate % 7KIC
0.5 wt% 72> L7z. CO, & Lecithin iAW IZZ £ L HPLC K v 7 (P)) (PU-4386, H
Koy E&H) & HPLC K v 7 (Py) (PU-4180, HAD KK &) CHERE L 7.
5244 (BK 30 Constant Temperature Water Bath, Yamato Science Co, Ltd., 7%/ #fE: 40 C)
WO T FREAHRCTCINS OB ERAL, M—HEEK S 27, CO, DR,
FRA (Vo) LB (GF1010, ¥ —z A9 4 v 2EReth) 2#HWT, KESET
1000 mL min! & 72 2 X S CHIfH L 7=, 1, TS (26-1700 Series, 7 A 2 L
BRI SH) &2 F T 10.0 MPa IZ#ilf#l L 7. Lecithin / Ethanol / scCO, i&#% & Timolol
maleate 7KVA#R % HPLC K v 7 (P;) (PU-4180, HAD kA St #H VTG L &
BORA L. BAEIZ, 427827 =1 39— (4-1/16YSM-0.8-0.5-S, #Z1LIFI Sk
Rt Z#FHVTITV, W/scCO, =y 3 v &R X L JERK L 72. HPLC K v 7 (P,)
(PU-2000, HAS YRR St CRZMFEL, TERABTW / scCO, =Ly a v
ZIKICIRA EE72. W/scCO, T~y aveKiz, £ 20m, W 500pum O~ A4
70 F ¥ AN (Cs) NTRT ZHEEA L, W/scCOy T~ a v DKiHMhdKiH
ICHEINTYRY — L2 T BB TES. [ 70 F ¥ 2 %@L 72/KH

57



X, Sl VI X T, 30 MRIERS, ST (Vs) EERALT (Vo) RBHE, Y
RY — LR Z R L 7=,

Thermostat water bath

View cell
©
PL in EtOH Vs
TM solution \Z

\'Z Vi V
—D<PK—> o,
— ) G Cs Product

4,
M m— Separation cell Vs Ve

% Back pressure regulator g Fuse
@ Cooler O Check valve
® Swirl-mixer qu Metering valve

Fig.6.1 Schematic diagram of experimental equipment for liposome formation using scCO»

Fig.6.2 Scheme of liposome production using supercritical microfluidic method
(a) Phospholipid in scCOz, (b) Water in scCO2 emulsion,
(c)Phase transfer formation of liposome, (d) Liposome
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ARFEEECTIE 1. Lecithin AR DU E D 722, 2. Timolol maleate AW D it & DFE, 3.
H0 DFEFZECER X 1.0m, 500 um D3 4 v (Cy) DIBHNIC X 358 4. a4 1
BN D Lecithin IS DOIREDHE, 5. VRV —LERBRTHZ2EEX 20 m, HE
500pum <4270 F v L (Cs) DEIDEHEZ{To72. TNOLEERODHELRLED
FERSA % Table 8-12.1C7R L 7=.

X L ITHEE % Lecithin 2> & DSPC ICEFH L CEERZ 1T o 72. % DFRIL Table 13. 1T/~
T X RRE, iR, BEOLETiTo .

623 PEGALY XY —LDERK

DSPC % Ethnaol I 0.15~0.27 wt% A 7* L, Timolol maleate % 7KIZ 0.5 wt% A2 L
72. COy & DSPC &L NZF L HPLC K v 7 (P)) (PU-4386, HA A SH) &
HPLC K v 7' (P,) (PU-4180, HAR etk ath) <fbfa L 72, [EiEE (BK 30 Constant
Temperature Water Bath, Yamato Science Co, Ltd., X/ E#E: 40 °C) ND T FRIEAS
TINLZODRWERAEL, M—HEEXSE-.CoODFtEIZ, TEA (V1) LR
&it (GF1010, ¥ —xz 3 4 = v 2 ath) 2w T, K5UHE T 1000 mLmin! & 7
% X 5 IcHlfHl L, DSPC/EtOH AW Dt 1E 0.10 mL min ICFHEE L 7. B0, &R
#ER (26-1700 Series, 7 A 2 L BRI A1) % T 10.0 MPa I Hllf#l L 7z. DSPC /
Ethanol / scCO, AR & Timolol maleate /KA % HPLC & ¥ 7 (P;) (PU-4180, HA %
Stk &t) ZH VT 0.01 mL min! OFiECHB L AR LREAE L 2. BEE, ~4 7
g RA7 =) I F Y —(4-1/16YSM-0.8-0.5-S, ZIIFFHKASH) ZHTIiTw, £X 1.0
m, NEE500pum 2 4L (Cy) ICEAL W/scCO, Ty a VEKISIEHL 7.
HPLC & v 7' (Ps) (PU-2000, HA kA&t Tk 246G L, T 2R AT W/ scCOs
Iy a Vv EKICGEAZEZ. W/scCO, =Ly a vkt EX 20m, Wi
500um D~A4 Z7aF ¥ p (Cs) NTRZ ZEE L, W/scCO, TvyavydD
KD KMICEHE SN TY RY =22 T LI NBTEL. ~4 78 F v H L
B L 72 kA X, B I E Tz, 30 MRTERR, ST (Vs) ETEEALT
(Vo) ZBHZE, VERY —LBEEEREINL 72. 2o O#E{EIX, DSPE-PEG # &£ 72\ Y
R — L BRI 572D DIEHER 755 TH D, Pre-tube & Post-tube &\>9H 2 @D
D 7715 TG & 172 . DSPE-PEG % DSPC/EtOH iR A IC 0.03 wt%iAfi# L T Pre-tube F
v AT MRS L, DSPE-PEG 1Z W/scCO2 T= L3 3 v &RAT 3 KHHIC 0.03 ~0.09
wt.% A L C Post-tube > A 7 LG L 72, K EER DS 1 Table 14, 151278 L 7=,

624 FEEAMEICE S PEGILY XY — L DK

LEER B D 72 O FHEOKFNEIC X 2 VR Y — L DK Z TR - 7-.

50 mL @34 ¥ iC DSPC % 20 g ® Ethanol IZAf# & & DSPC/Ethanol AR %
L7, 2O®EME 60 CDIKIAT 24 FF[E 500 rpm THIEAL 72228 & R L, BRI % 785
T ZORT VT2 —C—MpFEEETERICRELZ. CTRITXD, AT
L DEEMICY VHIEE DEE AR L 72. 0.5 wt%?D Timolol maleate /KA % 10 g AL,
24 FEfERfE T 2 2L TE D UK Y — LB EK L 7. b D#fEIX, DSPE-PEG
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EHRMULE VY EY — 2% BKT 2720 OB 5TH Y, Pre-mix & Post-
insertion @ 2 Y D JiETIT - 72. DSPE-PEG % DSPC/Ethanol /KIEWICHII L 72 D
%3 Pre-mix C, DSPE-PEG % TM /KGR IC NI L 72 D 23 Post-insertion TH 5. EH 5D
FNE<¢ %, DSPC & DSPE-PEG D HEE |, DSPC/Ethanol iSO EE &R L7k %
X 9 ICFH# L 7-. DSPC & DSPE-PEG D EE L 0.025 g & L 7z. EEESF T Table 16.
ICFE & D7,

6.2.5 FHEiITE
L7z Ky — LR 7 e CEBMIZAE LN 72 KIEWR % B HCEL 2 (DLS:
Partica SZ-100-Z, PR L35 EEATEL) 2 HvC 25 CTHIE LIRIE L 7-.
%72V K Y — LD Timolol maleate NTLH (7 7 & VLA, Encapsulation Efficiency:
EE) I TO X5 ICERL 7=,
EE = VVinside
Wtotal

(3)

Winside 12V 7R ¥V — LN @D Timolol maleate D &, Wion I% Timolol maleate D iRfitiGE CTH
%. YKV —LHND Timolol maleate DEZ B HI 3% 7291, Fig6.3 DX HICY FY —
LKW % 1T R Float-A-Lyzer G2 (G235073, Spectrum Laboratories, Inc. #)% FvC
118 WpfELENT L, @Erie 0 /MR % mndifk 7 v = + 777 7 (High Performance Liquid
Chromatography: HPLC)IC X © T Timolol maleate #2/£ % HI%E L 7z. 0.2 wt% Acetic Acid
KB & Methanol Z EHEI 73 CRAELBEHMHE LML #7468 LT
Unifinepak C18(03100-3M, H£E 3.0 mm, £ & 100 mm, HAZ KRR S8 % (/i
L, 273 nm D% T Timolol maleate DR %17 > 7. FHENCHEER] L 728845 1%, WAFR
v 7 (PU-4580, HADHHRRAHE) |, +—7 v (CO-4060, HAS MK 4R,
UV-vis iR (UV-4570, HAEHRASE) ©H 3.

— Dialysis

membrane

Liposome solution  Quter

Fig.6.3 Schematic diagram of dialysis
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VRY — L ofE L, Z&iEAEE 1 BEMEE (transmission electron microscope: TEM, H-
7650 Zero. A, RREHHZANA 727 7 0¥ — X8 2w, 24T 4 7Yz v
Bigg L 7.

YRV —LD¥—XENH SR L 7 K [ E 7K HH (fixed aqueous layer thickness :
FALT)Z H\»C, UK Y — 2D PEGILIKEE Z 5 L 7. ¥ — X EAL  1X Gouy-Chapman
HER4ATIIC L VLT X ) ICEEEINT W3 ¢

In{ = A — KL 3)
ZZT, A I3ZEE, K T Debye-Huckel X7 A —% (K=C%/03, C ¥ NaCl ® {&
BEMRE mol L), L IZVAY —LKEILRY vy 7HETORITHS. L 135k
fIRfFZE[148]1CHE D & FALT & A 72 L7z, NaCl #EE % 12.5 ~ 50.0 mmol L' D[E]c&Afk
XA H,DLS ZHWTY RY — 20X — 2B EZHEIE L % DfE%ICIC FALT 25
H L7z,

6.3 BRLEE

6.3.1 Lecithin V XY — L DR TFE KR H 7 LFh=E
6.3.1.1  Lecithin &9 X U Timolol maleate A D i E D&

Lecithin AR DO REEFIC X 2R 71 L H 7o LR ~DEE % Figod. KO
Table 8.1C7/R8 L 7. Lecithin {8 DIREA KR E {725 Z LR FRIZIEMT 2 2 L 23bh
S TNIEFREENCE Y T2y 3 vy OEKOBEIEIC I\ T Timolol maleate /A TE
DI L TR 2 72068 —BRE eI kb0 tE2oN5. 2t
Timolol maleate VAR DB A DFE D 6 & 475> 5. Timolol maleate AR D it & 2"
I X DRFRRE A TR~ D E % Fig6.4 KU Table 9. 17K L 7z, Timolol
maleate AT DIMENIEZ 2 Z L ICX o TR FRIZ/NE AR5 L 23DH 5. Timolol
maleate A% K B & Ty ayDEKDOBRICE O CHREO <
ROE—PREOIOLWDEEZLNS. L L7Z&aD 5 Timolol maleate VAN D it & %
e T R L R 3P REL R 720R ROV ERIIEL roTWn3,

H T MMURICBEI L CTiE, EBLIBWTHMBICLZFERIR LR W, Th
BELLOMBICEAL T LY a VERICBWTOTE R TOAE DRI
CTIICDBREET L7720, W T MR EILEEH L CwirneEEZILNS.
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Fig.6.4 Effect of Lecithin/EtOH flow rate on particle size and EE of lecithin liposome
@: Particle size, l: EE
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Fig.6.5 Effect of TM/H20 flow rate on particle size and EE of lecithin liposome
@: Particle size, l: EE
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63.1.2 H,0 DMBOEERVFa A VEBMD X 558

RIZ H0 DIREIC X BB a4 VBN X 28O 0w Tih< % Fig6.7 KT
Table 10.1278 3 X 9 12 H,0 FiE DHEMNIC X Y R FE2 1303 5.

Fig.6.6 ICT Xolcz~virya VERKDIA VICEX 1.0m, AE500um O =24 L
(Fig.6.1 ® Co)%BINF 5. EERFFAEULEMf e L ZFIH L =~y a v ER L T
52 RMERLTCOLEREZITR> Tz, Zor[gfbericiih o T 74
VORIICHRHO EDATT A VIdEH» 572, Fig66 IR L72X 910, lem &L
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Fig.6.6 Images before and after adding the coil

63



2000

g
£ 1600
Q1200
g7
2 800
.2
5400
¥

0

0.060 0.080 0.100
On,0 [mL min"']

Fig.6.7 Comparison of the effect of H>O flow rate with or without the coil on particle size of
lecithin liposome [E: Without coil, l: With coil

64



63.13 I A NVBMED Lecithin B OB DEE

2 4 VBN D Lecithin AR DI EATIC X 2R & EE ~DF 2% Fig.6.8 KU
Table 11.1C/R L 72, 6.3.1.1 TOHER & [FRICTRBEIENNIC X 3R F OB A5 & T
2. JFEYFEEICITALYa VDA —ICXZ3DbDTHELEZLNDD, 7wl
R 70 % & a 4 VEAFTCHEEEICER L, MEICL2E020%F 3z o
TW3, ZNFIANEBEARCIEZIALY a VEROLRENRIFL o TWnWiI L%
ARLTWS, BRI~y a VOERKRDBTERL ZAHICY FY — 4% T 7
720 Hh TR MENERTE L, RFREIEIC 7L 24 L Cniz, lERARKIE 6.3.1.2 T
QiR X HICaf VBRI EHZRTETI RV LD, T a VT A XZDHD
CEa A VB L LT, ERDTETOA~NDFELEZLND.

2500 100
El Q
= 2000 | gl %
PN ] ."l.' =
N 1500 SR * 1 60 &
© 1000 | 0) { 20 @
2 o
5 500 | 1 20
a¥ 3

O ’ ] ] 0

0.000 0.100 0.200 0.300 0.400
]
OLipia [mL min}

Fig.6.8 Effect of Lecithin / EtOH flow rate on particle size and EE of lecithin liposome
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Fig.6.10 TEM images of DSPC liij;bsome at DSPC concentration of 0.27 wt%(#3-1)
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| Fig.6.11 Image of DSPC liposome solution and image of state in view cell
(a) DSPC liposome solution, (b-d) State of view cell (#6-33, #6-34, #6-36)
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Abb.

Fig.6.12 The optical images of product solutions fabricated from (a) Pre-tube and
(b) Post-tube conditions in the weight ratio of DSPC: DSPE-PEG 9:1.
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Fig.6.13 (a) The DLS results and (b) EE of liposome fabricated from Pre-mix (#6-48),

Post-insertion (#6-49) and Post-tube (#6-40) conditions in the weight ratio of DSPC: DSPE-
PEG 9:1.
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Fig.6.14 Effect of (a) the weight ratios of DSPC: DSPE-PEG and (b) DSPE-PEG
concentration on the mean size of liposome.
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Fig.6.15 The TEM images of liposomes fabricated from Post-tube conditions at DSPE-PEG
concentration of (a) 0.0 wt% (#6-43) and (b) 0.050 wt% (#6-46) and at Cpspc = 0.15 wt%.
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Fig.6.16 Effect of (a) the weight ratios of DSPC: DSPE-PEG and (b) DSPE-PEG
concentration on the EE of liposome.
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Fig.6.17 I, DSPC/DSPE-PEG D E &2 10:0,9:1,8:2 @ LipTube 7 Bt A (Post-
tube) CTIEBLL 72V KV — L D+ — X E. %7/~ 3. DSPC/DSPE-PEG % 10:0 2> & 9:1 i

Elxegdl, ¥—XEMIEI~AFZALETTRIICE{L, 51T 9:1 225 82 ITE
fbxwsb, ¥—2EIF7 7RI EFR L. DSPC VKRV —2DFRMAIT—MHICAL
W LT3 0 [149], DSPE-PEG % 272 PEG L IC X » CTEEEMM A A 2 b 1IFIC&2 L+
27:THBH[150]. 2D LHbdH PEG LY RV —LDBEBfTONT VWS Z LA
NIN5.

40
30 F
20

[E—
o O

-10

Zeta potential [mV]

10:0 9:1 8:2
Weight ratio

Fig.6.17 Effect of the weight ratios of DSPC: DSPE-PEG on the zeta potential of

liposome.
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Fig.6.17 (a) The relationship between In { and Debye-Huckel parameters Kand (b)
the FALT for the liposome solution fabricated from Post-tube conditions where the
weight ratios of DSPC: DSPE-PEG were 10:0 (#6-37), 9:1 (#6-40) and 8:2 (#6-41).
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Table 8. Conditions and results of effect lecithin solution flow rate

No. Qlipid Orm QH20 Cl omn  Particlesize  EE

[mL min"']  [mL min"] [mL min?] [wt%] v [%]
#6-1 0.100 0.020 0.100 0.3 108.3+2.2 358
#6-2 0.140 0.020 0.100 0.3 154.0£28.7  44.5
#6-3 0.160 0.020 0.100 0.3 302.3+20.5  25.8
#6-4 0.180 0.020 0.100 0.3 406.6+58.2  34.7
#6-5 0.200 0.020 0.100 0.3 479.5¢45.1 252
#6-6 0.220 0.020 0.100 0.3 825.6+20.1 222
#6-7 0.230 0.020 0.100 0.3 965.9+60.2  38.6
#6-8 0.240 0.020 0.100 0.3 1381.8£11.41 7.1
#6-9 0.250 0.020 0.100 0.3 953.6+72.3  28.2

#6-10 0.260 0.020 0.100 0.3 2193.6+305.8 414



Table 9. Conditions and results of effect TM solution flow rate

No. Qlipid Oru QH20 Cl i Particle size  EE
[mL min'] [mLmin'] [mLmin!] [Wt%] [nm] [%]

#6-11 0.260 0.040 0.100 0.3 944.5+98.0 559
#6-12 0.260 0.030 0.100 0.3 1125.4£75.4 594
#6-13 0.260 0.020 0.100 0.3 1273.5£197.7 62.2
#6-14 0.260 0.015 0.100 0.3 1355.84232.7 76.2
#6-15 0.260 0.010 0.100 0.3 1502.3+182.7 57.1

#6-16 0.260 0.005 0.100 0.3 1830.6£173.8 66.7



Table 10. Conditions and results of effect H,O flow rate with or without the coil

No. Diipia Ory QHZO Clecinin ~ Particle size Coil
[mL min'] [mL min!] [mL min!'] [Wt%] [nm]

#6-17 0.260 0.040 0.060 0.3 1179.5£85.1  None
#6-18 0.260 0.040 0.080 0.3 1306.9£147.6  None
#6-19 0.260 0.040 0.100 0.3 944.5+98.0  None
#6-20 0.260 0.040 0.060 0.3 998.0£94.6  Exist
#6-21 0.260 0.040 0.080 0.3 1007.6+248.0  Exist
#6-22 0.260 0.040 0.100 0.3 809.9+56.4  Exist
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Table 11. Conditions and results of effect lecithin solution flow rate

No. Qlipid Orm QHzo C .inin  Particle size  EE
[mL min'] [mLmin'] [mLmin!] [Wt%] [nm] [%]

#6-23 0.100 0.040 0.100 0.3 127.6£0.6  68.3
#6-24 0.200 0.040 0.100 0.3 785.8€117.9 47.8
#6-25 0.260 0.040 0.100 0.3 961.1£93.8  66.8
#6-26 0.320 0.040 0.100 0.3 1402.1£226.3 74.1

#6-27 0.360 0.040 0.100 0.3  2238.1+149.8 74.2



Table 12. Conditions and results of effect the coil len%th
EE

No. Qlipid G QH20 Cl cinin  Coil length  Particle size

[mL min'] [mLmin'] [mLmin!] [Wt%] [m] [nm] [%]
#6-28 0.320 0.040 0.100 0.3 2.00 1347.94227.5 77.9
#6-29 0.320 0.040 0.100 0.3 3.00 1388.2+112.2 65.5

#6-30 0.320 0.040 0.100 0.3 4.00 1433.1£229.6 44.3




Table 13. Conditions and results for DSPC ligosome fabrication

No Qlipid Oy QH20 Cospe  Particle size EE OT

"~ [mLmin'] [mLmin"] [mLmin!] [wt%] [nm] [%] [C]
#6-31 0.100 0.010 0.100 0.27 145.4+18.2 43.2 40
#6-32 0.100 0.040 0.100 0.3 420.0£92.4  40.34 40
#6-33 0.100 0.040 0.100 0.27 280.3+67.7  59.95 40
#6-34 0.100 0.040 0.100 0.20 241.1£71.0 32.1 40
#6-35 0.100 0.040 0.100 0.15 301.0+£22.3 90.2 40
#6-36 0.100 0.040 0.100 0.15 361.7£139.5 96.8 50
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Table 14. Conditions for the liposome fabrication by Liptube process.

Supplying line of Cpspc CpspE-PEG .
No. Method DSPE-PEG [Wi%] [Wi%] Cpspc: CpspE-PEG
#6-37 No PEG — 0.27 0.00 10:0
#6-38 DSPC/EtOH 0.27 0.03 9:1
Pre-tube .

#6-39 solution line 0.24 0.06 8:2

#6-40 _ 0.27 0.03 9:1

#6-41 Post-tube Water line 0.24 0.06 8:2

after emulsification
#6-42 0.21 0.09 7:3



Table 15. Conditions for the lieosome fabrication bz Lietube process at Cpspc = 0.15 wt%.

Supplying line of Cbspc CDSPE-PEG
. Meth
No cthod DSPE-PEG [Wt%] [Wt%]
#6-43 0.000
#6-44 Water line 0.008
#6-45 Post-tube after emulsification 0.15 0.026
#6-46 0.050
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Table 16. Conditions for the liposome fabrication by thin layer method.

Dissolved solution of Wospc WbspE-PEG
. Meth : .
No ethod DSPE-PEG [me] [me] Wpspc: WpspE-PEG
#6-47 No PEG — 25.0 0.0 10:0
#6-48 Pre-mix DSPC/EtOH solution 22.5 2.5 9:1
#6-49 Post-insertion ~ TM aqueous solution 22.5 2.5 9:1
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W) 7o 20BHOLEEEZRL, HEAEY LIZEBELAERILERZ &
TR L7z,

A FHEDOEHPL X — X B FALT OeHll7Z &5 PEG LV KV — L DI 23]
HETHEZLZRL, EHICEDFHIEHOAEEMED /R L 7=,

INHXVE 3 B TEEEOMRAR YY) vIEEDRREDHM R 282 2 LT
X, ZTOMNE D LICH 4 BICTHUNREE ZFIH L 72— B 7' v v R ORI L
72, ZZTILICEYNCUFED LH LINREDH 5 7' vk X%k T 5 I THUM
TEEZ R L 72 ZBFE 7 v e ROREEZITV, VR Y — LD OMER £ TiEmR L 7-.
56 ETI, AMAHOMHAERIRNE EYNUED LRZHEL 70 v ROWE 1T
W, BRI CRERIEIOTCE 3 )Ry — LK T e R DRI L 7.

7.2 FEREE

AWFFEIC B WTHUNREE Z AT 2 C & CIBMULEE L & %2 3 L TR 7o
— R YR — LD BTEETH 5 2 b d o 7. FICEEER —BLRFE2FH L
ToUNRESIC X > TR FREDIEL 22 22, BB HHERRATE 27210 T
K, MBEHEDATOREHRIEEEL OEIRR Y RV — L ERBRETH 5 2
xRNz, L Lad ol R bR FAFHET 2 FEEARRICTY VIEEE
HOMBRERB LT Wh il rozmD X Hic, DL DOEHEFEIC X o TRISEES
KELZEDbo>TLE Y 720, HIGEWET 272010 70 & ZDEERLSEM DL HLR &b

84



WML, THT2ETICEH DKL I X M2 oTLES. IHIC
HEFET VKRV —L8FIR Y Ky — L %2FH L 2L T & D 235 ﬂjdkﬂl
FickvEEIN TS, ZhiET A Y A REMESREEF(Food and Drug Administration:
FDA)IC X 2 R A]DETH 5. FDA ORUEICTY K Y — L 0BLEICB L TITBITERR

AN T BT H 5 HBUKRIESN T D A pE T 'i%b&ﬁ%ﬁﬁfj
5. Bl B2 LHIMEND 2 C LB THE T L AT — AT v I X 3B Ol

BRI REVRDL. ZNLDI LY ERY — A@%mﬁukwf,%%u%m
ELTHVWOLN TV FELITFEET, HL T THEBOT EIChoTn3,
ZITELZLDOYYVOREZLZ0ERD L. FilHOBEESLY 7 F i LB
TR BRI E D b DPEERFICHEIC R o 72, 23S DRIFICHE 23205 - 72 B
ELTIDH 28 bmnEWnd HlH o 7-08% b 2 AR S o8 Lici
DT KRB BETHDE EWIHTH L. Z iiﬁi@%@fu%}d‘%ﬁ& e
Fif 23002 2 CTH D, Z D72 DFFRKED b O3 dLEICFEIC KEICEN 2 R
HBH.ZDHEICEWTSHEBS Wbﬁﬁnbfb)%ﬁlj\{mﬂﬁul%)ﬂT/—A@iﬁ‘th‘
IDDIEFyFLTWD, UNRETH 2 ARIRICEEAEELSTTRETH b, HilEME
DHY EENERDDOPMENE L ZHIEBEL COIFIFwn., ZOAKRIFEICHENTH
T o = UNRES % I L 72— BB A L 77 v & 2 3 il = 2 2 — Ao B FHIC
X2 4EHEN, SOICRAREFICL YD R =17 vy 7oA D RE 72, & 5 I HilfE
TREBARWTRIC LY B EREDLD Y, SHRMWME ORI oMAZED 5L TX
— 7y b RB YR —LBREVREFMEZRETNVIENSE L OICRD. 2D
DICWFIKREDAZ ) —= v TEEDPMEICTR 20, SHEIFEL T3 X 9 RlidE %]
L7280 E 3IEESH 0, fHICE2 B8 TE, SRV RY —LZDL D04
ﬁ%?%#OLL HEBZLDTEBHETHD. TNICTK YA RS CRiHE2D
CAERDARETH ) T — X DINEICITFE L T 3,

é6 X, TEBEAERTECBOCTIIREORM S V) TliH 2 HBBLRAE 2 L <
BEOXER S FVHFHELRWIUNGKZFIH L 72F /A —F—DZ <L avyD
IR L, 2DV RV — 2L ECTHRTE 2., ZOFEBELRINEOR VDD
b T, “ReEroREDEWFILEL LCHHREE b E2 LN,
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