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2 HE ¢ 4 nEAe iAoz Agdnh
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BAE 2 AEFOIY A (mucus)Fo) F2 °]
451 Hut H 24 (mucoadhesion) 2 A EEH #
o) F7(buccal), = (ophtha.mic), Z(nasal), &
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2. M9 HYY

2.1 Hot HA4de| el

et AFA Ajte] dele oA BEIR &
2Rt o] A A FAGE o] & oFE AEAA
9] olsfE 93t HIAHE dovle e 3ty
Ag3| olg 3= Aol st YREY dFAe=
I8A F3A AR 2Rz AX) I B
£l 2H& B3 ok BH) A3 FEe YA
3o dAE ted Al JHE v F Ao RA
= 18R A5 RET WHo R YARAF HE
o] o]RARE Ao, ERe L&A A& HAY
(mucin) Al&eTte] 2] o)Fox 1, A= 2
9 Al 4% 318E Agdolnh AA WA
& f3l LEA A5e 2L ol T Ue
287](-OH, -COOH) & 3 lojo} 3l &2 &
AFH AlEe] 1z fdA A "HHF 5 9
' EE A"Ee ggae k! A7 544 g
siataolL} Bl AL AT

2.2 Ha9t EHEMef olE

HEA Y FUES] A oo HY FAAA=
AL o tge] gAl 714 oj2oz gokd
F Ao

2.2.1 Electronic Theory

AR g8 AR FRE Ze ZER AB YA
ZA7re] JEog Q] HE=o] s o]&
ojth.

2.2.2 Adsorption Theory

R 2} AT B oS 231 DA
7191318 714 ARk o] otk

2.2.3 Wetting Theory

Age] Edo]l AX FH A + Ye ¥
& 243 9 o]£9ttf Goods} Girrfalco= &
2 A3 AT 23 Alolo AW FEE Al
Q,” Helfand$} Tagamis o] ARAE L y/%(=
EA-n2A 45dg 92 FYATHE o]
A7F e g ZAETE LR TR fFAM O]
3 &= b

2.2.4 Diffusion Theory

Y 1994 Ee uke} Zo] HAY HAY nER
Aeet Y @A Akl B3 JFe} H¥d @
dE o] &0t LEA Alzo] HHZ AFH A
=7t 2&55 A Axe 18 a8R A}
&9 84 £%+ chemical potential gradient$}

>

IZAED i A 11 A4 5 200003 8¢

pa

(a) (b (<)

8] 1. Schematic representation of diffusion theory
of adhesion. (a) Top layer and bottom layer before
contact ; (b) top layer and bottom layer right after
contact ; (c) top layer and bottom layer after contact
for a period of time.

At Al o) E ¥

2.2.5 Fracture Theory

T Edo] HA ¥ Hold o o F & o8
o] &o]c}.

2.3 Ht HHS ol A2 M

Ao JAE L FES GAE e Heo) o
T AHZ AZE F7IAITH wEkd kg A A
FHE F7A HE 4o dER AHE B 5 o
o FEE AF FAqde HAYEE doEth
T3 ke FAAY FINA FA4E £ 9
Z7o e Fo2 F79E FES APHoz ¥y
o2 FEHY) WEd A3t 7|RdX e &
T e Gl tractM e B4 R3S 9
th x5S FAl i ARGE @
vt opEe] Hupgapde] Wi, ol ofF
Ea F87E dolude T AE Bolx Yot
of Feje] Z7IE olF A FHot doie AR 1E
2 g7t GAE e B I A=) o
E}.IS

2.4 2| BF

2.4.1 9+Z(Buccal)

& Ausd vs e ARe] gt ¥

o FEFe] won 4o IR we FHPL A
Y oy Ee] F3pgo] thE Hute Hlg W
oh14P 8 mREa olE Jela 19 REo2 Uy
o & UEFo] 3B FHY L Foul 3o &3
doz 3ol 4A vl AE, AFY, FUE

c - lo,
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T2 AgET ope}l vl A ofEe A &3
-

Nagait'® sjo|=EAZ2d 4 &2 9~ (HPC) %}
carbopol 934P(CP)E& &%} tablet 8|S dF
3t HPCw g&go] ofstn A 3= CP
= FFREo] A3y BEEHAUS W VR gt &
Aol Aok wapy o]& HFe v|E&E EFsA
tablet& THe A9 ¢%e HAHI FA4E& A
Al €} Satoh=' HPC9} CPe) £¢u|E a3}
o FaAHe AP EY Y 3:2(HPC:CP)
A 71 e ke 7HE. oj= HPCe CP7} 4
g9} ZAA EAY ERANE AR W&
olt}. Gupta:'® mEA B e A Ao A
Fdd Xz 4TS 2AEH. CPe Eeu)dy
2 E(PVP), HPCS} 73 A{g o[ X7t 2F
FIEAEAEZ 9 A(NaCMC) &= oF3t Adre
PAsldoh. a2 EFAe 4L AR
A ZFEp olfejzom pHIyt /1SS RolAle
ZAge BYtd. Anlar=!® 712 o) (carbomer) 9} 3}
ojeEAzedAAEZ A(HPMC)E 3%
tabletd] morphine sulfateE EA)gq +7 Ha&
23} o}8 wis. Awnertt. Anders$} Merkleo™
HPC, slo|=2Ar]oEdE2 9 ~(HEC), PVP, &
g dYF(PVAYS patch Hei2 AR
Ishida=? HPC-CP powder &%&8& ZAAZS}
o lidocaineg HAAIZN & 5o R $L-3
Atk Guot? CP, Eglolo|aRd i (PIB), &dl
olol A=A (PIP)E E¥3lY two roll milling
method2 patchE #A|Z3lgt}. Watanabexs? 3t
2% (xanthan gum)$} F+FF 1% (locust bean
gum) & E3lY F3AE FH 8. e}
FFEIAFE R E SIS A 4AY,
FAq A Ejtle, 90 T Bl &alg & YA
718 F3Ae FPse §A4E Ava Uk o
Agngel olFe] Ay FR FERFUF &
2 BEA Algo] 3x9e] I8 FRE 72| 9ol
t}. Ch'ng&? o}z Y4t} vielz@Abe tlolu|dF
glo]E, 2,5-tue-1,5-dAql, clejujdwial =
o2 JtaAA FEAE e 18X A85gE 43
Aok clolnjduidio g 7tmAll wlelagate o
2 A3 <8 HFAYo] Astee 5F4& EYrh
Park® Robinson&® Hut HaAJoa 712A7]9]
&g olsislr) Y otz dAle oz Holujo| =9
Ay FEIAA[P(AA-co-AM)1E A3t pH,
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7taAY] %, J&AE, gAY dxd uE
BHY L 238490} Leng® Robinsong? o}ad
A3 ded etz E4HP(AA-co-MMA) ]9 35§
AE A3t A FANA ol&4dd] dFe
A rgitl. Boddes? Ezif-doladdoclEst &
gjotzdide) EREFH FFHE 39 nEAY
Tz Y JudE AHHEYYT ol FI
A AAEE @7 A3 28RS AQd e &
Re #AHY FAHE 7HAHo 1, LER} Ao
BEEF, B3AFY ¢ AE #59E& AYel &
o1 2E2%. Shojaeidt Lie? oladts) &2
qEdIge)]E ExdedH=revEadE
[P(AA-co-PEG)]el 3F3AE FAsld Hafjo
e AR v J3HE A= Choie®
olzd4s EldEdIgolE EAsAN FHF
3t EgotzdAae] ARF S F/MIL S8l
g @334 st

2.4.2 3 (Nasal)

e WEd Ao = HGe A ¥g, T
M4, BlojgiaA AY, 9% 59 F23U A8
of @] o]&51 St} 2 HuE T YEY F
ol mar) giEd AN 2FE B §4F &9
A7 B3] AgPFolct. x| 2 Hute o4E
Frhgo] g o} okge] AA0)8-Eo 1-10%
A= v =HA g gde] Ut ojMH A ol
£80] B2 of= 4B IFN, EXFY 1Y,
EaE, J9 oA o] 2 HERA Y=
B4 g Eo)trY o2 BAS I8 8 F
71e] AT Wigo] MPFeoltt. AN Y F
}4E FRANF) A AWEPA, FFE (bile
salts), AlelE2dAEH, x|, X|Lite] Hrlol
3308 25 = gut Qo) FE AME FIMA
7171 % Aut A3y ngx A8E AHEshe A
otk Huk HAAP L o]§F ATFHS T
Ed= 3

2.4.2.1 Liquid Bioadhesive Delivery System

Pennington&* HPMCo]| 93l Amr}t 2718
Aoz Ha AdMe oFE AIHE FIMAE
4 otz R1uEYrh Critchley=Y vl 2m Al
o] 2% CP Ao} @A oz B3] o]&E°] 15%
NN 77% 2 F71EI0SS ».13H . Hussain
£33 CP Ao} PEG400S H7isle] Usicidel Wz
Asg Amugtry. PEG400¢] FE2& E8A Y
o w2 gsEE XS gol LA UES A
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th. Morimoto=% viazlAle] 3 Huhe £3 o
B o] JolA 3| LA Age AHBYT. 3
UL AJnERZ G A &, A
=7t 31 AL AFAAE B H3Eo] 10,000 dyn/
cm? Aol wMAZHA SN UEAE H7L
gtozx A o]&Eo] F Hi o] S8

2.4.2.2 Self-Gelling  Bioadhesive  Delivery
System

Zhou$} Donovan&*® Zg]&Alo|dala} Za]L 4]
zzgde B 3FHoln 2= 734l de
EF24 Fl127& AMR3idth E72 F127& 4
2o FolAut AW Ag A =&FHA
% W&o &¥sl 9ot Rydens}t Edman2* o
dilol=SAdE A82 2 A(EHEC)d o)&4 7
HEAAE Hlsld 2= 284 AL 4 ol&
A& H&d $L34.

2.4.2.3 Bioadhesive Powder System

Nagaiz*? HPC, CP¢} Q&dg Esied 52
Az% g9 g I FYE % FE P2 &4
St STk AEE9 A, Sol=SAAY Lt
Z(HES), 92E3, 7184, HE, 4714 5ol F
2 dFEoRn Uk HAede gAarst F8
Aot =5 Ao (3542 Anse =4 &
lefof gt

2.4.2.4 Bioadhesive Microsphere System

713 ®ol AMgH = AL Spherexz ¢ajd Y&
A4 AR WPk o) gy Ezad=doe
7t} A oz YU 42 WE
oj&H= UA A= BEE Ao 45 mm F:
ojtt. & WAl dyEg3=dog tuAzl
qreEPos  AEWE  Sephadex, DEAE-
Sephadexo]t}. 10-300 wme] Y=} =AVIE 71XV
%E WEEo2E 180 mme] =7|E AHE3iTh 7}
ARE FEFATE 9 BAE Zeo. AR
YAEY vPA A }Ee] FXe FEAE B4
& 33 o]FAR. wYAte] A= WYL spray-
drying™ emulsification % 7}A7} Qb 23 2
+ E8ol=¥At v|YAE inverse oA FHo2
Azshs A& Jepach®

2.4.3 = (Ophthalmic)

e R oFF Ad WYL A B 5849
3710t o2 & BAE A% Ae] F71 =Heidh

GE B84 L A PP HE2OA #
EAl, PVA, 7189 §& o438 A= Z74 ¥

IEXmET 7)s A 11 @4 5 20003 8¢

Ly o E
A o
IRRARS- ;?“&'\f"g*&
W \A.:‘{&“k ;'éﬁ"{'“’l? -
T A e ”’%*wg
@ IY 4L
b, .
3%&\";{; Wy @’&i‘:{}
P 1 <]
[Z;‘;h (5;.’,? -~ 4

(1) droplets of monomers
(2) micelles of emulsifiers containing monomer molecules
(3) oil soluble initiator (4) oligomer radicals
(6) polymerized particles
a8l 2. Mechanism of the inverse

polymerization (oil-soluble initiator) .

(5) primary latex particles

emulsion

%} in-situ A B, 4% AT FTAA o4, X
Fo] AME 5ol Aedl olHT BHE oA AL
goll Aolx oFE F&A o] PHdln EHRE AlY
I BHE 7 FH 543 A4 A EA
Aol v}, AR 1EA ASE o439 & He
& 5% 4E AL 38T AFY de v 2
o,
A FHEAEAFZ 9 A(AFY ¢ Lacril) Ao
timolol9] ¢} =], S5 Eelu|dYI(FEF:
Liquifiln) A4 timolol®] ¢} @=], Alx Zelol=
YA (AEY © Lacrigel, Lubrithal, Gel-Larm)#
o] betaxolol®] @], s &L= AH(HEY : Hy-
Drop) A4 methyl-prednisone B3], tJiix) 4=
2ex oAEZZHOEA (pH 44948 Holut
pH 7.49A Ao] xo] oHE H&e] Mol AId
th),” A5 ojg AF2 00l FlHEo] F¥AA
(25 C# pH 49 A= Fol} 37 €2} pH 7.4904
Aol so} & Wze FAI7 Aoh) X AZH E
EAlul] Egjola e BA=Alg|E A9 &
o] Ao A Ao] HE ZFAtul] HFut A o]
P T LEA] Elolmdde] =l & ¢
dlxel HZAzte] AR}

2.4.4 Zl{vaginal)

oy} BUxE Bt ol HA7) olFe o
428 TEE A87t AT FYo|ut FA o7
oz go| ofgyoxm X%, H Hug F
3 oFE AZe olF nHHEA e ARon.?
A HA%E 5% ofs Age F4d 5 -
Y F A9 2 FA9 A/5EY ol Ry
Ayl 23 A8 E 48 FE A2 Axgn 9
. d Hes 538 42 FEL topical, local,
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systemic Al 7IA &2 g 4 2t} Topical2 HH|
gold #A4E, 934 F4E, F FY9Y A=moln
local& g8 A4ge] A&, HY, BY A&7} ol &
12 A Yo B F4vt wan g gaE
A8 4 Axn AEFHA FE P&l Mt B
AF7t AP Folrt. 279 A Hg T3 FE A
=& zero-order release deviced] e FHA o]
o1, 1 o2 iR At dE, FH
9] 7154, 8Hol, ZAA, B3l sl AT
Atk Eeotadss tonjdE el E R 7tuARl
Za71R80 AEZOA S22 o)8rsA o)
BaEoR 3 Qo o Hute| vja) of7x
7} v F& AAojrh.

2.4.5 &&(Rectal)

TES dzy) ge 33 F4E o]&¥ F g
Ao Xgme} Aot AW X8, §F5 l= ¥
¥ S0z Fz ofHETY ofAsix ek WA
TEAE o] &5 4E Y2 A7 BA

2.4.6 Z(G! Tract)

gld k2o GI tractdf| A9 5480 wi¢ W
o} Huk Al ¥ =23)] Aol 33 a4y 54
o3 Eai7} o]FoA]y] wjoltt. Ae] Fd
(lumen)2 we|glo} o] W] Wi Fihe] &
S o9 2o Helh webd Hup JFAY 1R
2 Az Pt Hgd FES GA st HEst
HE AE7} oA Ytk H HAAPY i
2} v Pzhs Ae] A 237 43 ZLE 3o o
g Azto] A GE & 884 F
3 4 9uch®® Chickering 2% £olg] gislol=
gol=(FA)9} Hul2l <dslol=gto]l=(SA)e] ¥
Z3HA n @A A xete] Fa=o] Hojy
P(FA:SA)(80:20)8 wEA= 17417 FdA=
54% ARE Folddtin Busdich. ZHHEN
(PLA)o|Y} E21gtd3e]|Z H(PLGA) 7 22 A%
A R ujFEA GA] =g AT dide] Hu
Ak AN F 2ol A 2& o Hed e
WA AJZre] F, MAIZE FzololA AR AHH
0% g2 49 wexE 247} =3 Ak

2.5 Surgical Tissue Adhesive

Surgical tissue adhesives ¥-3H4], <& A2
A, A 282 E(scaffold) o] &2 AHRET
HHd tfEldAr) 71 dF3FoE AMEHL Yo
o oA FERY A BBpe, A AE7A o
g9 24 HAYPY, 54, A8 F8A HA
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72 fegxnn 1y Aol gk Ajololizo}
AP o) EE 5% FAYdE B3 Al254
7} -84 wgod FAE 2A Ay, 2
EAE, TEGUsol=] E¥A Fee TE&Y
slo|=g Hristed Aztdel AAYe FrMZL,
HE A5 SEAEe] FAAY B T &=
2 3329t} Mussel adhesive proteing T A
FAolu FAF e o] dolx ZelSelaxeto]
co|thf? Bz Y A9 B elAe] fFdolyt
71419] $&& F= Aoz, 4B AAE 2Y A
£ bioactive agentE R 3313 @R sh= 7]5-& &
oh ol UAslel oI FeA] oFr] Haia
vy ads 7|d 4 Aok Surgical tissue
adhesive= 4 919 Af-& WA s xZe
AL =ofot 3 AAs= BHE d7] A A
B S 2 Aol Fou tiiREo] floA dF8
e BF 23 A 9o

2.6 £ HEd

2.6.1 Tablet

a3 304 B nie} o] Fa gk o]F F9
P E Zerh 935S gEo olFS Hu AF
A nER Azt 4 Feoloh A=
triamcinolone acetonide?] ¢}&& HPC$9} s}Ho
o] @A§ Aftach@ o] Al@sn Uoh™

2.6.2 Gel

Sz nips] AL HudA HEE AE A
A717] 2o kg AANAFLE FVHRE ¢
t}. Eeoladstn ZeiveladdolE Fol A &
3 B o]gE.

2.6.3 Patch

% 494 B uke} 2] backing layer, ¢F&

& HAsn B £E8 248 ¢ At ¥e 9

o

—

o
AR

Pale yellow-red
support loyer

White adhesive loyer
1containing active
ingredient) l

\///////7/// )4-0.7 mm

—— |J4=0.4mm
4+~ 7 mm =

a7l 3. Adhesive tablet.
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@ ! Backing

membrane

Rate limiting

membrane Mucoodhesive

T ———

%] 4. Proposed design of a unidirectional patch.

Aot H3g 122 J8E AEF Feolnh.® 77
£ 1-15cm?*7x] teksts =377} a8 Hals
¢H3tt. Patche oFEo] Huto 2l @&d 4
& backing layer& 27| & fEe] &4
g A1 LE AE AR 5 AUk
2.6.4 Ointment
Tad ARE AN FEH FY HAH{Y LEA
AR ol T& 4 dxn Fglolth HEAol ni¢-
W) g 2oe oE FHE e

2.6.5 Microsphere

st ol el & Arz FA4E 20 nm-2000
e A7|E e e vjgxloit)

2.7 oA & AIE2| Mot Haty TEX}

ofzE AL o] 71A] 4 nEA FAAME HA}
o] Fdte] He YA 1A AE2Y o8}
27t oL =k E 12 o3 JIx] Ak HEA3H 1
B2 A5 HA™E g e vmsied depd Aol
ot $8 Y= BT oladde fEld
o] £x7} &1 B g¥ &=} wol AAE F
3 okE Wge] Mg xoly] YN E Restdo}
T Hol g fede] LxIt =& A Iy
HEA a7HE 40l ol &8 =rt =&
BE B A Ba=] A&HA }F W9
BFHE AF7) ol¥th oy olmyste] dHE
Baatr] A 2 A7 e olmYAe PEG,
poloxamer, chitosan, silk sericin®] Z&z] 3}oA]
olzdAite] F3Z3%H(template polymerization) &
539 FAEE F7M711 Bl B SEE B
e =388 A& Zeetadie FYEg
Ssted PEGSF EejuduEelEn L& AEH
A B B 77 gl Ad. FEFZHFS A

e 32 K¢

o Sy

IEXTE D 7| A) 11 W43 20003 8Y

® 1. Classification of Mucoadhesive Polymers Related
to Pectin as 100%

Mean Qualitative
Test polymer adhesive Star.1d§rd mucoadhesive
deviation
force(%) property
Polycarbopol >200
Sodiumcarboxymethyl | 1924 12.0
cellulose 185.0 10.3
Poly(acrylic acid) 1544 75
Tragacanth 147.7 9.0 excellent
Poly(methyl vinylether
-co-maleic anhydride) | 128.6 40
Poly(ethylene oxide) 128 24
Methylcellulose
Sodium alginate 126.2 12.0
Hydroxypropylmethyl 125.2 167 satisfactory
cellulose
Karaya gum 125.2 48
Methylethylcellulose 1174 42
Soluble starch 117.2 31 fair
Gelatin 1158 5.6
Pectin 100.0 2.4
Poly(vinyl pyrrolidone) 97.6 3.9
Poly(ethylene glycol) | 960 | 7.6 poor
| Poly(vinyl alcohol) 948 | 44

22} (template) 8] EAsllA] TER Algo] &
el et PAA/PEG 18 B3 9
PHe Zlolmdlle] s2EA47]9 PEGY o
27] Alole] FaAdtd] os) oFojAt}. FHAA
A template9] &R E-xte] g AA #F
HAd) 93e nAt}. IR E Eola Pl
B tig &=E 5] A F=2 JluAE
AHg-Et o) o] "ojx|= el Qlo] B A
TAL FEEFLS 5T aEAT HA 4L Al
=34t EelopadAtn} templateste] FAAFS
FTIR oJ3] &1 5= At a7 5914 B&Eo]
FTIRoA Eglolzdate] 7lRd(C=0) W=g
1722 cm™ ol A YehR 2t PEG9}e] F47A g <
& AFFFZo 2 olFAT? dwrEel Zelota
e A F34ES Yehx K FEEFL
DEAZ BFA M AveEEe] e
At A8l 62 PEGe x5 ulE Zglola
gite]l feldo] &2 & HoFu Qth. PAA/
PEG 18z 2d=9] A9 Zeloladitel oA
o] 2% 106 Colxvt &2} B3ke] B9 A
85 C7tA] wolAh® ® 2= PAA/poloxamer i

fz o
0
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1730

—8— PAA/PEG complex
—a&— PAA/PEG blend

1725
[

1720

1715 A

1710 A

Wavenumber (cm'1)

1705 A

1700 4 T Y T u
0 2000 4000 600C 8000 10000 12000

Molecular Weight of PEG

2| 5. Effect of complex formation between PAA
and methoxy PEG and molecular weight of PEG on
wave number of the carbonyl peak of PAA in the PAA/
PEG polymer complex.

¥ 2. Adhesive Force of The PAA/Poloxamer
Interpolymer Complexes and Their Blends with Plastic
Plate against Weight Ratio of PAA/Poloxamer {(n=10)

Adhesive force(Kgf)
Weight ratio of PAA/poloxamer | PAA/poloxamer
PAA/poloxamer interpolymer blends

complexes(Av. == SD) (Av.£S8D)

/1 1.63£0.19 0.36+0.02

4/1 1.98+0.09 152+0.17

8/1 2.19+0.25 1.86+0.08

16/1 2.58+0.35 2.05+0.13

Carbopol 971P NF 1.27+0.04

217t B3 el Faeg AdEsle Carbopoldt H]
ssto] ehich Carbopole Feolagirg ok

A7) BEoR Hog 5 B W ¥l
2453 . PAA/poloxamer IR H3HA)
o] ZA$ CarbopolEt}h Hu) 2uf o]ie] HaAHS
Bk J8l 7 PAA/sericin L&A B3|
9} Carbopol®] F&ielrel LHHEE v
A} o)t} Carbopole] % 427kl FeElE o)
el i PAA/sericin TEA B3Ae A$-
Ar7|7h A ENS B AT Tz YL BHEF
9ot 12 8¢ PAA/chitosan ILEAIZF E&H
LEo EIIAEE MEUEE EAA 4E
wE A5e AHE 740113} 3.1% <] chitosang &

8 BEAAS 4B WEE 24T AdsE
e &+ AU

2.8 MM HM&d DEX
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120

o 100 1

=

g

s

2 80 -
—e— PAA/PEG complex
—=— PAA/PEG blend

60 T T

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 1000012000
Molecular Weight of PEG
2] 6. Effect of complex formation between PAA
and methoxy PEG and molecular weight of PEG on the

glass transition temperature of PAA in the PAA/PEG
polymer complex.

Carbopol 971P NF

PAA/sericin polymer complex

%l 7. Photographic comparison of dissolution rate of
PAA/sericin{1: 10) polymer complex with that of
Carbopol 971P NF in aqueous solution.

100 3 /V
. 80 ff/l/
> 7
'
3
[
o
2 404
5
3
£
3
O 204
0 T T L T T T 1

0 2 4 ] I'B 1‘0 1‘2 1‘4 1‘6 1‘8 20 2 24 %
Time(h)

%l 8. In vitro triamcinolone acetonide release profiles

from PAA/chitosan polymer complexes against molar
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