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BB AR AL R AR C 85 O T & 4 (PELg-MPEG) A 5 & 40 1 A 10 Interleukin-
10, TL-10) 4R 5h 38 5 A% 35 A4 A 229 20 A (dorsal root ganglion cells, DRGs) 89 20%. A JA A& 52 84 k3t &
R PELg-MPEG 5 ] 4 4 6 3 0 42 & 3 6 B 0 3R 4 25 B & IL-10 2% 1 4 L4 & 34 5 DNA ( pDC316-
EGFP/IL-10) % s, 8441, vA RS St 4k (lipofectamine ) 5 A4k % Lipo/pDNA 4 3 B8, i@ it ;8 Z»2 1 (ethidium

bromide , EB) HE fr 52 24

VERNR LA B gk SR B K AR L W AR 69 M T R 424 B AL K B sk R PELg-MPEG/

PDNA # 542 R 3 BA T 2 &4 3t DRGs 69 A1k 45 3 i R A 11-10 6 B & ik th L. 25 R A0, PELg-
MPEG £ N/P(PEL-g-MPEG #4-#) §LR F#= i & DNA o 55 /3 F 8 B /R 1) A 5 7T %4 54 pDNA; % N/
P 43 X , PEL-g-MPEG/pDNA 544 4 4 (25 #1081, o A A28 19 K 5 2 N/P 4 15 B4R 46 B 46 et
R 1L-10 & Fih B SLAT , A 60T L2 K s ¥ — 55 . PEIL-g-MPEG/IL-10 3% B % i# % %t T4 22

A ZL VR 0 R B 08 9T R AR R R A

#4239 PEL-g-MPEG, DRGs, IL-10, 4% 5% 7 b 2 5

S B 05 7 42 AP % 9% 32 & JA (neuropathic
pain) (4 BF R P AR M Z B Sz 2w g mpe
2:-10(Interleukin-10, IL-10) & —# & 245 4 £
i B T, 3T % AF R B 5] AL 6 A 2 9% B E SR A
MG A AR B R RAT R R A A
URIE BN R R R RN PR RPN
%, B AT BT B R 89 7 A 3 A B Bk de IR A IR AR
FREREHIREFRRELARLELET G
B AR A2 H A A B AR 0 9 R S T RS
7 W G A A, Bl R A — % B4R %
W B KBWUAMEAN, AW E A &5 T A5
Hy— KR G AR A R B BARA B2 AT
T A LML D TRE AR E AT
S Eme) E R Y, L RRAEFRITGAR
AR, F b B T R (PED) Wy T B A 24549 i
TFHB R, RALFRFRRAT ZHES
FRAOMERELBIRZ " EX S mu P
4= NIH 3T3, Hela, HepG2, HUVEC, PC-12 #=
hADSC % 4t £ Il sh s 47 09 2 e 20 7Y 512 2
PEL #7k 89 3 B 4% e 2k 40 % 2] % % B ik %o

PEI A 054 #(Hl & BALELRRE > F4
PPN o NN 8 RS R A
seol, B PEL 5 F 26938 hm ,JEZ I R EB T
A E R T ek R A ke
ERTFTROMEZLEBTEFREAARLRIS
B2 (PEG) ,R[N-(2-@m L) FTHdbhk] ¥, —
7 & ] MeAR PEL 69 JE B F 1%, 57 — 77 & T,
“RoMm/ EARL oW hAETEARRRE P,
R FGEHMEER, AMESAEET LA
e a9 A e SF € K 3t iR A ER B 1. Tang
F P B % PEG 4546 PEL 2 45 49 4K 19 51 o 48
AP 22 A v el K B AR 1% 4 JLeT, £ 3L PEG-PEL/DNA
AAaMBHNERG, EABAL T RWARY
FIAYE PEL 4 R4y ol R34 3%, b —FAF R A, iE
JE 424k PEG 1546 PEL g6 48 5 &Mk AR E N, 3
WA MBRE, BERFH PEV/DNA Z 546 7T %
P e e Fe RO

ABER P 2B BHARAY 225 28 e (dorsal
root ganglion cells, DRGs) , ® 2 #jfa 3, 2 A & 2
GAF R — Tl IO R A 4 ]
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JE Ry ey MPEG 4% 09 PEL 22 522 4% 2L B 24k, AL
4L PEL-g-MPEG/1L-10 3k B 4% 3% £ %o 69 22 AL 38
B 3T R AR IE S DRGs 69 4R sh 4% 4 50 R, 39T 3k
AR A B RRIZ AT Z R Gt e 5
AT, Ay Ah g B R 6 IR R VG T A R
— R he BA, ERRRRIERANZERLE WL
¥, & PEl-g-MPEG /-84 1L-10 3k /£ 41 oL
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1.1 X5

$ 4L PEI(25KD) , ¥ & A& 8 2 = B2 AR 2 9
B F =8 (MPEG-OH,2KD) , N-# ¥ 3524 6 T
B (NHS) N, N'-—23r 2 2 5 — & i (DCC) & %
4 (MWCO =1 kDa #= 8 kDa) % g Sigma-
Aldrich 23] ; 4m feL 3 7% X, 7 W9 B Gibico 2 3] ; fig
Jii#k Lipofectamine2000 ( Lipo ) ¥ & Invitrogen 2
8] ; am it 3+ 4% ( Cell Counting Kit-8 (CCK-8) ) 3% #|
WA BARECRFERRI:; AZKERA
pDC316-EGFP/IL-10 &y A5 -80C 4 4;SD K &
WA FLRF RS TS,
1.2 DRGs #) 54X 2 i35 7

50 g £ A4 SD X RRB )G LA &1 T &
MERAMAF 2 S RO TR ET " R
e ] D-PBS &k ok, )5 mA 0.25%
& & B-EDTA J4 4k 20 min; & 3k 75 46 )5 v4 200
B 55 Mt iE; A DMEM 32 £ L 5 2 &, 1000 1/
min 5 10 min, & £ w4 10% fs 4 i

0
CHCly
HyC—~OCH,CH,3-OH + —
{CHOCHCH Iizo 70°C, 48 h
0

H;C—~OCH,CH, 37 OCH,CH,00CCH,CH,COOH + <N—0H

(FBS) A= 347,49 DMEM 3% 7% 2 & & 20 JoL, %) 3%, 52
om0 s 4w R RS R IR B A 5 x 10°/
mL, AP TR TR A A 09 24 JLFHRAR,
ET37C.5% CO, %I
1.3 PEI-g-MPEG # 4%

PEI-g-MPEG # & 8% 24w 8 1 Fi &, b 4 7
KB R =BT =8 8 (MPEG-SA) ¢ &%, 1L
A R R BT — 8 B (MPEG-NHS) #) 4 5%,
Fodf W RBR O BB IR O ERERY
(PEI-g-MPEG) #44-5% 3 36 o2k ™.

325 ¢ (2.5 mmol ) MPEG(M, =2 kDa) #eA
Z P ,80CELE TS h, ;wAn 20 mL FJ1E=
AW, s AEma 125 ¢ (5 mmol) T =
BREF,TOCHH @R R 48 h, M ER T =2 F
W, s A 20 mL R Ag K P, KB A &R
(MWCO =1 kDa) i 47 48 h, A% T 1243 & &4 K
JK = 4 MPEG-SA.

324.0 g (2.0 mmol) MPEG-SA Jm A % 2 &,
FAEFES b, EMA 1S mL TR R F i
P mAN 0.4 g (4.0 mmol) NHS #2 0.72 g (4.0
mmol) DCC, & B #HE 5 24 h, & B &84T,
IR F3 b TRk, IR R R R IEY IR IR T AR
LB, IR G A LR AT REE R 2k 1 R, TR
2 7 4 PEG-NHS.

AR g FACH TH 2 gz (hy-PEI M, =25
kDa) (0. 04 mmol) j& T 20 mL. pH =7.4 # PBS
d sk S A 0.32 g (0.16 mmol) MPEG-NHS, 5
BB R B 24 h, A &A% (MWCO =8 kDa) £ 7%

H,C—~ OCH,CH, 3 OCH,CH,00CCH,CH,CHOOH

MPEG-SA
0
DCC,DCM
241
0 0

H,C— OCHZCHﬁn—OCHZCHZOOCCHZCHZCOO—be

MPEG-NHS

Q ﬁ
H
H;C—OCH,CH, 3~ OCH,CH,00CCH,CH,CO0 — ij + NHz/f\/ N}EI/\EN/\/]TJZJHZ
o]

PBS (pH = 7.4)
RT, 24 h

Fig. 1

© NH,

NH,

H H
H,C—+ OCHZCHz-)n—OCHZCHZOOCCH2CH2CONH'f\/N]’\nl/\{-N/\%nTsz

PEIl-g-MPEG

Synthesis of PEI-g-MPEG
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YK P EAT 48 h FAA TR, 1T 5 @ & 2R T
# PEI-g-MPEG.
1.4 PEI-g-MPEG/pDNA £ 44 84 %) &

BJf #x pDNA 1 pg, 42 & B N/P ( PEl-g-
MPEG #5245 pDNA 9 882 35 JE /R b)) B AE i
4y PEI-g-MPEG, Jm X & F R £ 52 36 BT & 4R AR,
B4 )5 ¥ AR P 30 min, # & 10 min, B 13 2] R R
syt & PEL-g-MPEG/pDNA § &4 /5 % ; 48 2 &
Lipo/pDNA ¢4 5 &4k 2 5 B 3L $ #47 (R E
DNA 1 pg B, A5 fi4k Lipo 2 pl.).

1.5 EB 3 Jf 525 Foigh ik FL 3K W 5k

7 R F N/P 4 PEI-g-MPEG/pDNA % A4k %
PhA0.01%EBS5 pL #2484 ;84 % 96 L&
ARAR, A &K B AR AL (Infinite F200, TECAN) ] 2
% H 5% B, WA K K 518 nm, K gk K 605 nm. fB
P BILR Ay RIS, AT BILA Z AN
J.

AR F N/P # PEI-g-MPEG/pDNA #= Lipo/
pDNA &9 &7k 10 pL, 24 EB &9 1% 33 5
A 100 Vo ok 40 min, 59T T IR & ok 4
s
1.6 }54%2F0 zeta W {569 M| &

AR F N/P # PEI-g-MPEG/pDNA #= Lipo/
pDNA 69 F 60 2, AL B FABHEZ LS mL, A
BTS2 KA 2 ATAL(90 Plus/BI-MAS) i} &
K% zeta W A5, T HAE A 3 k] Z g T3 14
L7 mpesik(CCK-8 %)

F 96 3U3E I 4 P 42 4% DRGs 4m i, 8000 A~/
FU,37Cit 3 F; B ILH F A R )R JE 8
PEI-g-MPEG % K< F N/P {4 # PEI-g-MPEG/
pDNA 5 &4 5 i vA % Lipo/pDNA ¢ 8 &1k &,
¥ RILR A TR, = 8 LA R A dm e fe T
MR A;3TC 4R 4 h, B3 mA 10 pL
CCK-8 5% 4 h, £ ) B} ] & A 32 b B AR AU ]
450 nm "BK E, Abik K 620 nm.

1.8 AW#HFEE

JE 24 3L SR P 44 DRGs 20, 5.0 x 10*/
FU,37TCE R IEH, % w i 5E ik 3] T0% it (5L
Az eg £ K & 2 SLRE @R T0% £4&) RiR
B, B D-PBS Fakdg ok, ¥ R F N/P(0.1.5,
10.20.30) #§ PEI-g-MPEG/pDNA #= Lipo/pDNA
TR B AR R ) A B 35 A FL P, Ko R A
WA 4h, KR EIRR, MR AE T I7C,
5% CO, 3% F-47. £ 48 h uf 48] B 3 & B 4

(Axiovision ,Zeiss ) WLERIR L L F R A E & 5% 4
% & (EGFP) #5 & &2 ¥ 2L, B BF 0k 3K @ Je A
FACScan i X 20 Je AL 2 & 4] EGFP 84 45 3¢ 5%
1.9 ELISA #n)

4% R&D X 7] & 3L 9A 45 2t 47 ELISA A&, 4%
Bk FARRES ERBER A 1.0x10°, 5 x10%,
2.5 x 107, 1.25 x 10°, 0.625 x 10>, 0.3125 x
10, 0 pg/ml; i 3 R K T 5 B ArAn, 5
FUhn A AR TAEHR SO L, 1% F 30 min, 2%
3 R, AR 3 ming R G 3L, o H AR Fe R
B3R JE 69 A7 & 100 wL Am A48 5 304, B 48k 4%
FA4ER 3L, 37C it F 60 min, e 3 kA 5L
100 WL A Z ALtk Tk, #4EM 3L, 37C 5%
% 60 min, 2 3 K ;AFUAe 100 pL B4 A4 T
A% ,37C % F 30 min, shin 3 K ;37Ci# k2 &
10 min, # 2k R & 5 W K % E 15 OD (optical
density) .

1.10 3244442 (SEM)

Bl o B BT R el % ) R A &
I AR TR EFERTE2h, 4548 min, £
A9 R AR 42 4% 4% (Quanta 400 FEG) k3L
# e TG H
L11 gt s o7

FIHIBEAHH £ A7k £ (X £SD) £ 5,8
i SPSS11. 5 it 4k A7 2 AE AL 22, 4 1] Yo B R
J 8B & 5 £ 57 (One-way ANOVA). P <0. 05
Fow £ 5 BA G FE L.

2 ZR54#%
2.1 PEI-g-MPEG #)4-%

Tkt H 5% PEL A& H w4
e 3 Fo i 3% 049 tm B APE. Ahn 21 % 31 PEIL 4
F2 M 1.8 kD 3% £ 25 kD &, 5t 2937T 4 fif 44 45
Fe R R IG A0 3 A, 42 Ak 0 38 et tn BB R
M 80% % %] 40% . £ PEL £ & #t 47 4 4% PEG 15
MG T A AR AR, B A K R, R BB %
PEG & /= £ B m , LA KT 65 m
ROFE A 42 fik , AT A8 25 e R T, AR R 8
&SR T 411 Rikey MPEG 34 PEI %
M. 4o B 2 FF =, i i& Mercury-Plus300 #2 5 4% 7%
3Rk %A ("H-NMR) & 4£ & &% 49 PEI-g-MPEG,
BRBERTFHIEAFIEAS 5=3.4 F23.63 5 A2
#F MPEG 4% + CH,0—#=—OCH,CH,— & F #)
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feFats;6=2.4~2.8 sp 2 T PEl 4£ L —CH,- i MPEG 5 PEL 69 E /Ryt 4: 1.
CH,NH—E F & 644k 5 45 %5 o AR -0k @ AR 3t A
CDCl, b
a b b d Q
HSC*O\I)/\)’\’O/\C/O?.(\CHLOH a
¢ d
A PRy, VI |
1I0 é 8I 7 6 S 4 3 2 1
o
S
Fig. 2 "H-NMR spectra of carboxylic group-ended MPEG in CDCl; (A) and PEI-g-MPEG in D,0 (B)
2.2 EB HJF 5 5o e bt I PRI @ 5 120
4 % PEI-g-MPEG/pDNA H 4-4 N/P {4 ¢4 3% S 128:
K, fmiae R AREEZTHEAS(H3),NP 2 o}
=1 4= 2 W, A5 EB Sk 5% % 4 5 A (84 = B
1.22)% (47 +1.08)% , Z N/P =5 %] 30 8}, 48 ol T
. N pDNA 1 2 4 S 10 15 20 30
*E 2R B A A E (13 £0.83)% . (12 e
0.91)% , ) &, T 54k A o A F 17 80 42 5. B | . | -
Fig. 3 Relationship between relative fluorescence intensity

HFEHHARBE L, EB 3K EHTHEA
DNA 304k M 7l A2 36 5% 04 53R &, M b5

FAH 40 DNA R34 EB g, B R
AT EB 63 L3R 4. BB HEF 53 A W Am A
J 44 PEG-PEI )5 ,EB 8 % 3% & 4 B A%, KL
& N/P w3, 58 F 5% 6 AR T420%, 5 st
BRI R AN A B 3 LR A EIARS R
BENP4 ZS BERARLAEZAA

=R

42 DNA %t vk 52 3 P 42 A EB % Jebt, =T
W PEI-g-MPEG/pDNA &4 8 4 % % F I &

pDNA

of ethidium bromide (EB) and N/P ratio determined in EB

exclusion assay

N/P 63 K i& b 35 (B 4) , &% DNA B 5 #
PR B AT MEVA S A NERIR P SRk EB £ &, £ N/
P=5nte A& R E| A H e pDNA &35, 5
Lipo/pDNA 5 &4k % %9 30 45 R B 3734 EB 3 f
g 2E R — 5, 3L it pDNA B i 2T 2 5
47 PEI-g-MPEG # o, 4 pDNA 7 4 [ # &
L.

30 TipopDNA

Fig. 4 Determination of pDNA condensation by PEI-g-MPEG in gel retardation assay
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2.3 PEI-g-MPEG/pDNA § 4 -4 %542 %= zeta ¥,
A by )

PEI-g-MPEG/pDNA 5 &4 ¢4 #4512 F= zeta W,
1o R AR FENMICRE /) 09 F A5 A7 B
KAz AL Z, T 42 R B N/P 44 PEI-g-MPEG/
pDNA 5 & ¥ 12 % zeta w4z 2 R &9 (H S);
1% % PEI-g-MPEG/pDNA 5 44 N/P {4 &4 7 Wb 3%
2, RARER pDNA 69 R B2 #3125, A 464
89 KL 1R IZ BT D, o 5 @k pDNA AR F 45 30 54
89 25 RN ST A% 45 F 09 zeta Wi #7338 K N/P =
5 M Z M8 nm £ A&, MG ¥ K SH45 € & 130
nm £ #; 5 3 A8k Lipo/pDNA F A1k % 64 %5 4%

AR A 138 nm £ A5, # &6 zeta w548 B, FRK
25230 mV £ 4. R EF 8BRS R T B R
B Ao R AT R RN, 2R %
YT MR e R, R S A S YR
EHER RS, MR DGET
G Ak R A B, A T VA SRR A B B R A
SAmI, KR H R AR KT, R
SR BT AR ES TG, BT MEET
FMALE T, B, AF R AR B BARBT R F 6 — A
FTRES5R R EEREBARSELEAFGRT
RBMARK R o KT 69 i 5 T &0k, Bp
ST g R @ BT megaET .

400
[ Particle size

—{— zeta Potential

300 -

200 -

IOO-H
0

Particle size (nm)

Lipo/pDNA 1 2 4

40
430 _
>
120 B
q10 E
5
40 8
=¥
4-10 =
L
N
’—x—‘ __20
-30
5 10 15 20 30

N/P ratio

Fig. 5 Particle size and {-potential of PEI-g-MPEG/pDNA polyplexes determined by dynamic light scattering

2.4 wmpp A
CCK-8 b3k 2 7 32 5 A T ool 4 o Ak o

¥ 38 4 — A T 95 7 k. VAR ) 9% 49 PEL-g-MPEG
YR F DRGs tmfe, EH 37T ~10 R A4, ER
S B T 10 pg/ml AT B, 49 i AR A R AR
A5 95.2% TR B 4 5 5 B et R A4 PEL-
120

g-MPEG #§ %3k 5 <10 pg/mL. AR N/P ¢4
PEI-g-MPEG/pDNA 5 &4k 2 4E 1 T DRGs 2 i
48 h, T A2 N/P<I15 0, F &t sh i i A A 2
oy, e N/P > 15 Bf, e e At 2 43 K (B
6).

100 -
80 F
60
401

20
0

Viability (%)

C  Lipo/pDNA 1
L

10 15 20 30

N/P ratio

Fig. 6 In vitro cytotoxicity of PEI-g-MPEG/pDNA polyplexes in DRGs determined by CCK-8 assay

C represents control (i.e. cells incubated without adding polyplex) ; = P < 0.05

2.5 ARWEER

#= DRGs 2 g 4 4k 91 4% % 9 3 F , A Lipo/
pDNA % 3t 72 , 4 PEI-g-MPEG/pDNA £ & 45 ik
T R 89 55 F 1Kk Z 45 A T DRGs #m i, 48 h, 48] & 3%
b 244 T AL DRGs 4m i & ik 49 EGFP ¢4 3% 3¢

3%, O AR X e UE A EGFP a4 4% 3 2t
F. G KX TF T DRGs W 2 &4 2 7T fedb 2 i
J om J, 5 2 9m el , 4252 6 F L2 3] DRGs 4m fies o
EGFP #5 &k kK L3R fe4h 2 T m b v, i EL
ERE NP o EGFP ¢9 kX 2R AR (A T);
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WA N/P a4 3% b % 3% , 5 4 30 5 A0 B 38 %7 36 e,
A N/P = 15 o T LRAT R 56 2l £ 24.14%
MG # e 2k R Bof XA P Ak % & T Lipo/
pDNA 1K & 3K 1309 55 e 20 8 17.53% . ks t2 M) & 5%

IrsE R E LT R B A ey ki tR 2y 130 nm £

4 N/P =5 0F Z o egkate 2o i b 4
Wy R B AR R A R R T K, — AT ARG R B R
BRI EMET R SR EmL K, AR
He A AZ B AR R B F B A R AR K
s,

Fig. 7 Phase contrast microscopic images of cultured DRGs of different magnifications from 50 x to 400 x and fluorescence images of 100 x
at 48 h after tansfected with PEI-g-MPEG/pDNA polyplexes at N/P ratios of 5, 10, 15, respectively and Lipo/pDNA

2.6 famwEAR

4o B 8 P aw ,N/P =15 B, f2 050 b B i 49
PEL-g-MPEG/pDNA £ &-4 th K 45 f£ 32 4 & 41
TERADHGOHT, 58 M RAF, DT F WAL
W, A AT RAT AR B SRR PRI A
130 nm £ %, 5 3) &0 A9 teml 2 RA8 4 .

Fig. 8 Scanning electron microscopy (SEM) images of PEI-g-
MPEG/pDNA polyplexes at N/P 15
(a) and (b) represent magnifications of 15000 x and 120000 x ,

respectively

2.7 ELISA #n] IL-10 & & % &
7 PEI-g-MPEG/pDNA £ N/P 3t 0.1.5,
10.15.20.30 B ¥4 & Lipo/pDNA #& 3 DRG 2t
it R X e T A A il EGEFP ¢4 4 e 2 %
5 % A 0.69% . 0.98% . 2.57% . 14.19% .
24.14% . 21.25% . 7.16% #= 17.53%. f 5% /A
Lipo/pDNA % 3} #&, vA &< F N/P {4 ¢4 PEl-g-
MPEG/pDNA £ A4 4k 1 F DRGs #g i, 48 h, 5
A E 4n e b E Fefa g, JA ELISA 3% %] & (R&D
ANE ) Hem B e &G IL-10 ¢ A B (A 9). &
B2k B K O e Ak 45 3 48h B, Sk R ta i B F
IL-10 % A % % F DRGs @m fiu3z 7% L&, £ N/P
=15 B IL-10 69 & & R A LR 4F, F BA %6
%R E G R K AR — B, L R R P M
09 AAZ A ke F EGFP Ao IL-10 K B 46 4% R o
B £ N/P =20 #t o F PEI-g-MPEG/pDNA
S 45t DRGs 2 fin ey ML 90 B3 K, 5 2 %
Tl IL-10 Z G R A L3 2T AL H, T
4 % N/P # 3% , PEl-g-MPEG #= DNA 2 Ji] i% i#f
ik e U SAE N TR B T DNA £ 2m e i e fig & B
AL FE w2 R AL e, AN A A e A
FR T B, B 69K G 09 R E KT AL Z K.
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£ 307
251
& 20¢
o
EOISF
o
E o7 ’—‘
B N
“ 0
=
E Lipo/pDNA pDNA 1 3|0
N/P ratio
£ DO Supernates B Cytoplasm
2 6 |
~ #%
§ . ok ’
g
-
S
g 0
g mm |l
3 Lipo/pDNA pDNA 1 5 10 15 20
=i | |
N/P ratio
Fig. 9 IL-10 protein expression determined by ELISA (b) and EGFP transfection efficiency (a) in DRGs at 48
h after transfection with PEI-g-MPEG/pDNA polyplexes
#* P <0.05; = <0.01
. B ZEA, EMBE, GEWEL TEMIE. T
3 % o

B AN B JE BKES B R a4 T AR
TN e P ARAY B SRS
By 2R e (£ %% 2 R IR T 20 R Fe ) IR R
a0 ie) 4 b B K 2m J W 4w 1L-11L-6 ' TNF-a 4,
YR FHARAZH Fo BT AAYZ T, 5l AR
Fo P AR BRAL, S EAY R gR " 1110
A —FEZGR X MmO T, K w4
SRR B I AR AR T2 EAER AT %
Ak R B 5| AL 69 A 2 % B IR A TR A= g 7 AE
R . RO R Fe o F A4 TR G K, BB
FE AP 22 9 BLME AR L) 69 BF P R IR N, 3 R

BT WIS, RAAZZRAFRA T —ANEEY
R A KA R 22 R R S R R
MK 5F MPEG 38454k PEL, 5 4- 11-10 X B &
e RAROIRELRG A DNA Z 46, Aa%K

TR oM A REET S T Z MR
P AT A, R MR A R FE A%
(PEI-g-MPEG/IL-10) 22 3¢ — % 7| 32 AL b 48 5F %0,
132 5 B ECFP # 8 8 £ B 1L-10 £ @Tﬁﬁ
Fk. A FIEE T mA B AR R RS

ARAY 22 %m%ﬁ&%%ﬁ@%%&%éu¢
TR IR G 9T 5 P AR A0 SR ANE.

EBARLD TFHEE RS AKX B R F L) e it BT LRFAPHFRE VHELIT. BA LI
FR O SIS RS IR B TR
BB FARAY 2T af(DRGs) £ A 4v 2 2 %
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IN VITRO EVALUATION OF INTERLEUKIN-10 GENE DELIVERY INTO
DORSAL ROOT GANGLION CELLS MEDIATED BY PEI-g-MPEG

PEI Yuanyuan', WANG Weiwei'”*, LIU Xianguo’ , SHUAI Xintao'”
(" Biomedical Engineering Center, Zhongshan School of Medicine, Sun Yat-Sen University, Guangzhou 510080)
(* School of Chemistry & Chemical Engineering, Sun Yat-Sen University, Guangzhou 510275)
(* Pain Research Center, Zhongshan School of Medicine, Sun Yat-Sen University, Guangzhou 510080)

Abstract The use of non-viral carrier, polyethyleneimine-g-methoxypoly ( ethylene glycol) ( PEI-g-MPEG)
for interleukin-10 (IL-10) gene delivery into rat dorsal root ganglion cells (DRGs) was examined in wvitro.
Electrophoresis , ethidium bromide exclusion,SEM , size and zeta ({) potential measurements were performed to
characterize the nanocomplex , PEI-g-MPEG/pDNA. In addition, the cytotoxicity , transfection efficiency and IL-
10 protein expression level in comparison with lipofectamine as a delivery agent were determined. Results
showed that plasmid DNA was completely complexed by PEI-g-MPEG at a nitrogen-to-phosphor ( N/P) ratio of
5. The PEI-g-MPEG/pDNA complexes were well-distributed and spherical with smooth surface. As the
proportion of PEI-g-MPEG increased ,i. e. when N/P ratio increased from 1 to 30, the size of the PEI-g-MPEG/
DNA complexes decreased from 229 nm to 130 nm, while the surface charge increased from -19 mV to 32
mV ,which led to the increased cytotoxicity. Flow cytometry revealed that the highest transfection efficiency
(24% ) using PEI-g-MPEG as a delivery agent was obtained at N/P charge ratio of 15, which was higher than
that of lipofectamine (17% ) at the same N/P value. After transfection,rat IL-10 expression in DRGs primary
culture assessed using ELISA was observed to localize in the cytoplasm at 48 h in concordance with the result
obtained for EGFP expression. These results indicated that PEI-g-MPEG could be a potential candidate for
gene delivery during the therapy of neuropathic pain.

Keywords PEI-g-MPEG, DRGs, 1L.-10, Neuropathic pain





