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Purpose: This study conducted the following experiment to e:amine transdermal permeation effects of 500 xm
ultrasound with lidocaine HCL Methods: First, to experimert skin permeation enhancement effects of 500k
ultrasound frequency, it produced apparatus and transducer of 500 & ultrasound and Pranz diffusion cell for
skim permenation experiment suitable to purposes of the e»periment. Transdermal permeation experiment
applied Lidocaine HCL gel to skin of hairless mouse depending on ultrasound frequency and duty cycle and
analyzed permeation ratio with HPLC. Results: As a result ¢f fixing lidocaine HCl gel at the same intensity
with pulsed mode and continuous mode and comparing transdermal permeation ratio by frequency,
transdermal permeation ratio was increased at 500 ¥ ulira:ound and remarkably increased at continuous
ultrasound. It was found that 1 wx and 500 x& ultrasound in transdermal permeation experiment enhanced
transdermal permeation of lidocaine HCL. In particular, transd ermal permeation of 500 ¥ using - lidocaine HCI
gel was highest. Conclusion: However, researches considerin;; various frequencies, intensities and application
hours in low frequency areas including 500 sk ultrasound are needed to increase deep permeation of drugs.

( Kor Soc Phys Ther 2006;18(1);75-82)

Key Words : Transdermal permeation, 500 k& ultrasound, Lidc saine HCl
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0

1 9oH(Bronaugh®} Maibach, 1989; Petelenz 5,

23149 20059 12€ 109

+395Y: 20054 129 199 Kos:, 2004). 221} 3188 A Z o] g3lo] a2
AU 20069 14 189 ! e = = = o .
AR A, A U4 e F 252, FAGE waRAde gelrn 2 82 EEY FE F A= WYL AT

3} e~mail: ptcep@hanmail.net

-75-



A 9] 591 : 500m 22HE o]83¥ Lidocaine HCI Gel®] A% F3 &3}

o] EAL AN AY g8 E3-E YA 37T
5 doj=drk: 93E 72 vt 83 3%
¥ 0 2 electroporatione 1A AH&-el 231 PRt
0] Q131, o] R EQHE A& A3 7 kDa ©13H]
Bx3715 zh= g3 o] 23} Holls FEAn Z%
go] Apgo] 7hgsiths do] Ack(Iwata, 1993;
Turner, 1997).

2213 A5 A 5 2298 o] &8k &3t

AL o}E9 o] 23l upE AHE AlTo] g, AFF
H7} 7Fstn, X EAZt0) i 3 s Fade] A3
o] 43} b= FAE 72 Aok (Franklin &,
1995; Tyle®} Agrawala, 1989). ©] Sl % Exlol Al <t
237+e 3o, 2279 43 ¢ v|d3 a#4F o] &3t
o] 259, electroporation, A} (injection) 5 & k&
otz Walsto] A5 a3 (synergy effec) & 95
2= 9lth{Machet$} Boucaud, 2002; Montorsi 5, 2000;
Prausnitz, 1999).

ARtA o 7 QlatelA A3} o] 3l 1 Me~3 ME A
259,09 S99 E5S 9 oA TSR oA ]
A& Zol7} vo} indomethacin, hydrocortison,
ibuprofen 53 < AEAF o2 AuFEHE 2
A2 = X 9H(Asano 5, 1997; Brucks 5, 1989; Medan
<, 1998), fluocinolone—acetonide, benzydamin,
nicotinate, salicylate & L2A4F] FHE7F R k7
of didt A F3e Astgol Ark(Benson F, 1991;
Ciccone %, 1991; McElnay %, 1985). o]l H]|3}o
20~200 Keth 9] AF3 2= o oA gl &
1 oA} e] BE Zo)7} o] vasopressin, glucose §
Eaxst G2 oFE O FHFH5L stsstv

- (Tachibana, 1992; Zhang <, 1996). &3] & ¥A=F
o] 6 KDa%! insulin, 48 kDag! 3&¥E3, 17 kDadl
interferon—y 5 ¥AZo] w9 & FEo oiF BT
% ZAFAE BaHT Qo] AFH 25795 o83

A9 53 g AdabE Lol digk A7t s I F o)

th(Mitragotri &, 1995; Naik &, 2000). Z2&]1t 455

289 B oUR| WEe 2% A3 FEEAE

TtSojo] 2Rl A} Ei= 4 FUAD 5 3lo]

HEAE7t mW/arth 2 v Rotol @t (Bommannan

%,1992). Insuling 2% 3= AL )€ nvivo 2

oA Q0% o)A} 20 kkth 2&3-E A galjof FFo] ¥z}

7} verdti i B 183 o (Boucaud, 2000).

289 FO5 AEE HEY FYUFEAREE FAS
= ¢ 523 291 Fo shield, 239E o] &%
&3} AN Fapd] B FE AEL W TR
alch(Williams, 1990). @A) 4414 S335 =
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AHEEE 1 ME~3 Me 2299 A XN8ZE BYE
1~2 W/et (Williams, 1990) 2 22312 & Fr}ol| 23]
ZALEE 7 4F¢S F HF T8 A
Zo] k29l AWERE A= WS Fst
a2 gFved 2590 JEesH B4 A AR
o] Z7lol W2 ok2 o] AuEH gl AT Aol
AR ob2o] A\ 5HE Sutol] 917 wEol (Moussatov &,
1998) & o} ¥& FurE o] 43 AW T gig A
T-o FaAo) o 78tk A 20 ke~200 Keoh AF3}
&0 A95a 9 JAddTIt Yol IAYHT e
o, g AT AFelA A aFsdef vls) AT
7} 7F58 2o WUt HolX 1w AV RHE FUsh=
Aoz Jeist oy A& A o] W2 FER
A g ok 3tE g o} A & wE okEo| Fu| Tt §ATL
Qon |E @ FHgAzke] Q7= AT S 7R
Qi

webA 200 ki o138t W& AFugrel] 291 oF
29| A Eato] thgk Aol ot 33 EE A &3}
BT 2RSS H43 AF £ 9E A Fad
27431 A9 EH ol g A7 2o, &
8] A gFaetlel 717ty 2ok 17359 A 8o 7ked
500 Kk~800 khth AFadle] &3 Fo T3} Gl
&k A7t P g g AA o}

I AE % P

Al S
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Hairless mouse (%43, 25£5g, Charles River Lab.,,
USA)25vt] & 2 23 5uhely) et & Fokstod A
g9} 22 AHEA HAFBIES sk dFUR A3
2 F ARGt ARG A Y 25 2551, 5 55
2% #A R om, P 1243 F71= 83tk 1
HAlg o B2 AH-EA EE ok

2. Atk A 7|7

1) AJef

Lidocaine HCI(Z# 1), triethanolamine< Sigma (St.
Louis, MO, USA) AE-& AH8-315 2™, Carbopol 940
® Transcutol®s Gattefoss® (France) 2] A&,
Dimethylisosorbide (DMI) @ 71g} A|oF2 Alg 55 A]
okS AME-3F3IT
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CHy o
Q—m—ﬁ—cnﬁ(cwcﬂa)z - HCl
CH3

8 1. Lidocaine—HCI| 2XZ.

2) 3953 AY7)7]

ZA 9 %3 A¥)E= High Performance Liquid
Chromatography system (LC-10AT, Shimadzy,
Japan), skin permeation tester (FCDV—15, Lab Fine,
Korea), homogenizer MS—CB 404 and MS—3030,
Hanwoul engineering Co., Korea) 5-& AH4-3}31th.

3) 253 HAAA

B AL 9t 500 ke AFo 29 AR
(USTD-K, Daeyang Medical Co., Korea) & A&
ot 289 AR = AAFF (power supply),
programming board, RF amplifier 9] 3|2%, &£3%
(output), 500 Kk &5} wrAlo] 7}58 29 wghy

2 (transducer) 2 T =0 AH(TH 2).

259 AR 71ed AAFE FIkr7t 500 Kk,
WE7| 740 200 ms, £EF7] 20%, FA-AA M FHo]
600 1V, 27 =& 0~5 Watto]th. 285 |g7]e] AL
28 &A= Ceramic 500 K (Digital Echo Co.,
Korea) & AHEatglon Wsly] W3 6.908 crolth.
2% 29 F4E 9389 Ultrasound Watt
Meter (UW—4, Biotech Co., USA) & A3}t

1 M 283 HAFAE F3571 1 M, BE713E0
200 ms, =357] 20%, 38— 2Zo] 600 W, 2¥
5= 0~5 Wattel™, &3} HE7] A3o] 6.908 crf
Q1 USTD-M (Daeyang Medical Co., Korea) & A4}
itk

Programming board ! Timer
L || Mode/Duty -
Power supply seloctor RF Amplifier
Frequency pulse/Function | | _|
generator Qutput 500Kt Transducer
% 2. USTD-KS 24 5.
3. Ao Mz Y ZuFa A 2) Ao Az

1) Lidocaine2} HPLC #4]

HPLC ¥4 A] 1A3AY0 2% 4—Bond— apak C18
(3.9%x300 mn) &, ©)FAC. 2+ glacial acetic acid :
water @ acetonitrile (40:744:16) 2 £€4& 0.1M
NaOH= pH 3,42 3l 500 2 slgch A& o4
254 m, #4-2 1 mé/min, =+ 001 AUFseI3 &
ojzl yje] AF o2 HE FEE At
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Lidocaine HCI9] go] 1 w/w%7} H =8 #2313
t}. WA homomixerel] & 13.7 mLE B3 AsAY
carbomer 940 1.0 g& Yo} #& g3sigion g &
& H2ZA Transcutol® 10.0 mL 2 propylene glycol
20.0 mLeY lidocaine %% lidocaine HCl 1.0 g& &3l
% A9 pH7} 6.5-7.57F H%% triethanolamines ¥
owx wykale] 3R AL A ZIGTHE 1).



Ajql 9 59 : 500/ &S 0] 4% Lidocaine HCI Geld) A Ea &3}

Table 1. Lidocaine HCIA HM|x{e| 314,

Preparation 0.1% 0.3 % 05%
Lidocaine HC1 0.1 0.3 0.5
Carbomer 940 1.0 1.0 1.0
Propylene glycol 20.0 20.0 20.0
Transcutol® 10.0 10.0 10.0
Water 68.9 68.7 68.5
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
3) B3 Ag =& Ttk
AZHE lidocaine HC1Y A FH2E A 9 DKC
3t franz modified diffusion cell (area : 1.77 cn, Js =£— (z—?)ss ==
effective vol. : 11.5 mL)& ©]$-3}31 1, hairless mouse i
= 2RE AsEn e 2 2 g8e 2429 b=%1

A AAT T AL APRL pH 7.4 ¢354
(10% propylene glycol) -2 AH&38}51th. Franz modified
diffusion cell®ll hairless mouse H¥& AFasta Az
3 AL 05 g X3 F AFHA I} 100 LA A
At M2 NPAL 53 BFaAGIch APAE 37
* 02TE FASES 32y cell WY wRtEEE
600 rpmo.2 A3

A&z FEE 1 Watt/eroll 233k 5%
¥ 2587 FAVNE Mo, dExdve B
1 Watt/arrell 2783t £85718 1142 233 43
Z37HA 5A1ZE Bt FA7) glo] A&l AL
%2592 #4314 &1 lidocaine HCX 34t =¥ 81 of
%7, lidocaine HCl &+ A& H3t1 1 Mz 229-E
2% 1 Mk 239 A8, lidocaine HCI 3+
H3k2 500 Kk 22398 83 500 Wk 253 A8+
o2 F& A3 A& S WEFERSTE Yol
Fopo e A FEHE B8

48
=1
a2

o 3
= %

4) )% AR A
okzol ok WAL Aol FA F FHl A
e 99 3RS ASH 02 fAske 2ol Be
st 99l BAY ToY B FHFAFS At
theto} A2l (lotting) & F NS ek ¥99
71271288 HYPAANY fuxE A Lag
time(TL)& 4o x&& Foshe AgozRE 73
At 1A R SRR 2249 Tk FFAENA
9 550w B FHAF 5L Tk Yoz AU
Hl 5 A4Sk,

S50} Tl AP Fohe ok G A G
P42 ek ¥ T ol 42 o)g sl ot ekl
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Is: H¥ AeeM o] £3 £5 (ug/eni/hr),

A F37 dolu= B R9 A (o),

(dQY/dt)ss : B8 AdefellA 2] & A7 355 53
sk b2 9 % (ug/hn),

C: AAF &2 55 (g/mL),

K: oF29 EulAlSF (357714,

h: 359 54 (em),

D: ¥RE 53 FES A4t Al (crthr),

TL : lag time (hr).

v. 23
1. Lidocaine HC!I Z12| M| =

Lidocaine HCI2 ¢84 oFEolE2R &nzA=
propylene glycol & &# 57} $-5=% Transcutol®2 A}
g3lgion TE2AZA Carbomer 9408 AT
A2 olghg Fggt Al 24 12801190 mPa - s8] A
52 ztw 9o, pHE 6.5-7.5% fX5kich Aujd
oA ekZ 2] L3815 93t HtE Labrafi®2) vl&o]
442 A9 Yyl Yol uet 10%=E 1743t
gttt A %A = propylene glycol 20%%} Transcutol®
10%°] lidocaine HCl 1.0%7} A &8sk A2 44
T A8 A3 & ¢ Ak AlzE S 50Tl 671
7 g e ot Azke A9 Wste YEehd

2. 20} Fat40| MZ lidocaine HCIS! A &2}



e Rstslz] A18d A1E 200649 2¥

1) A&235A 75534 3 AgFo 229 A8 5A T FAFE 1096+
Lidocaine HC1¢] 338 253 31%% A 7ol 2.96 pg/cri$} 19.65£2.8 pg/ci® 500 Mk 25395 A&
A gakA] ok Uizl vlst 4933 %en, 39 & AP T T3] A3 FRHIH 3.
1 Me 2838 A8 AELH 500 ke z‘ﬁ—%J}—— =g

25

n
o

-
«\n

Amount penetrated (ug/cm*

[4] 50 100 150 200 250 300 350
Time (min)

123 3. X|&x20o|M Fot40f| I Lidocaine—HCI2| An| F2t &3}
@ Lidocaine—HCIZZZ WM 1M 2SI HE A 500k 23Tt HE

2) WE23o}ollAl 733]—.—4 g AYF 259 AL 5A F FAFLE 7431080
Lidocaine HCI®) #3132 2595 A48 AP0 pg/eii®} 23.83+£3.97 pg/erE 500 ke 2338 A4S
2 g5kA] B2 2Tl Bltf}@l 453 %2, 53 AT Fapdo] A 3] gUTHIAE 4).
1 Mg 2538 283 49T 500 ke 2598 A8

Amount penetrated (ug/cm*
(-]

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350
Time (min)

O3 4. WESEZWO|M FItof EE}E Lidocaine—HCIS| Z 1| £} &3
@ Lidocaine—HCIZEZZ W1 My =20 M8 A 500k XS0t

<
R

z %M ge] o] 2slo] w2 okZo] AMg 7} AlFo] A
2, AREI el A BAZ] e T 75
or2 o) AT ST 28 o8] AHEY 2e k= oler AT Slge] A48 Aok AWS /T Yo} e
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A9l 9 591 : 5008 2SS 0|83t Lidocaine HCI Gel®] 2% %3} &3}

A7t AdE 1 ot Mitragotri 5, 1995). T 25
-2 o] 83t Ao didt A7+ FE 4EY 9
31ekd B4l o8] Ao Rt ol FEEE 2
2 o]RoAH, 53] 2572 YA EEF EAf u}
€ AYE g dig a7 #dE E1 A
(Rawlings &, 1994). & 9E | &3 B9 5o 713
e T 2YF AdSFE 259 Fool] WiE
o) (Lenart$} Auslander, 1980), th3t Fap=t]] 2
S35 AN = TAZAE NEste] A o] 83t
I Utk AZ7pA] o]Fo] A AFE F YK+ AEs
Hol 9l 259 B4R 9 ¥V E AMEEIglET,
20t =53 2AFA 1 VCX400(Sonics$+ Materials,
USA) & ©] 838} inulin? mannitol®] ¥ %3} AH =}
A Tl Faetl9] Sonicator W385 (Heat Systems,
USA)E ©] 823 vassopressin, insulin 52} 7553} 4
#o] lth(Zhang %, 1996). 18]yt A1 3} Holgle =
=3 SAFA & ) AT ATEAY A5t
v g A= FulE 377 ol Hoke 24
A ool Mitragotri 5 (1995)& n2A1F2] k22
YE3E d3sl7] 8 20k 229 SAFAE A
sF3itt.

mhebr 20KE~200kk Ate]9] &3t 2A &Y 52
TAZ ] FE ZEMgt Ago] 7H5317] W
Zh= obZ 9] AN S X a5 dAIAE NS Y3t
W o g A& Yol oM vlwA 5 & A5
£ A48 7 U3, A YN AN E2FHE AHRH
3 A& 800Kk ©]4e] 2ol vjste] AFa 259
7t 2 FIARE 71UE § Qe FH5TE 500k
g AAste] 239 SR U 230 WU E Azt
sk e Yutz oz A3t @ 239 X FU)e F
prof] upe} 253 §igy] 2 Ao =27 YEo] 25
g} A8z e] At A £ o], 500k} M 25
I} Hg7|9 A FYsA 2H57] Yt &9
75 &3} Z3 ¢ I Q¥ Franz diffusion cell2 Smith 5
(2003) 2] 48 g A&k A2 € 500k =
£ 5} 2A2kA] 9 Franz diffusion cellE o) &-3ted vl
2 A9 F7} olg]E k=2 deiA 9dod, EEAE
FobllA 7HF AF AREHolA = &E Foll it
lidocaine HC12) 73353 a3& Lolrr] 98 in vitro
oA AT AE-& A

B JFo AHEE lidocaine HCI W84 ekBolE g
A3}1A|Q Carbomer 940 713te] B3} E¢tslm, &3
B 2ZA|9 propylene glycol, transcutol®, propylene, &
74411 Labrafil, ¥ 242291 lidocaine 1% @¥FsHo]
AL Az Axd AL LT APl AF &
sE 0o, 3 AeA AZst AAe] Ws= o

-R80-

EltA] gkol ANAAE AR AR F S AR F
¥k}, Fak7b lidocaine HCl A ¥ F3te] ulxl=
4 vlwsly] st &gy 1 Wers 23S
1 Mk, 500 k& F 714 S8 A 831 5413 ¢
ERee 239 AdolN F 32 B 2298 AHE
A AL gz ol viste &5 FLEY Fol
R 34 Jebton, Fudd o2 vlmoAE 1 Me
B} 500 kel FHFe] o #A ekt lidocaine
HC19] 512 3 E3}3o] 500 kol A= 19.65+2.8 pg/
crt/min, 1 Mol A= 10.96£2.96 pg/er/min, thZTollA]
= 1.85+0.22 pg/ert/min 500 kb7t th2TE Hrh= ok
108, 1 Mg Boh= oF 28 A& Fapgdo] gokrt. =§
Fappo] b A FeES vl as]Ed 500Kk
Fo} ok2o] Fateo] Fule] Hhal|she Zo 2 el
@t} Tezel $(2002) & 2859 Faprs 259 3
71 %, A2 golol FEE v|X|7] gl ¥ F3
79 25 §2 TS 230 visty FFad
2 o] Zo) ¥ Al7|E Ao 2 Rk Jeds} 2
A (2002)& triamcinolone acetonide A& o] &3 7
=53 AgolA Mol vl&l doiF o @ Fukeel
M7t AFERE S g Husdtglon,
Median 5(1998) & hydrocortisone ] 7 3 53 A&
A M7t M Boh AASA AHFAZFES T/
2o g 13t Wy x-guteN FuFERE 1 Wt
of A&t 2A% lidocaine HCI2 T3-S 500kk7}
23.83%3.97pg/crt/min, 1IME7} 7.43+0.80ug/cr/min 2.
2 el 1Mk} oF 3ul 2] xjo| 7t o n, 277} v i
s 119 A= 2 AT ZolE Yeluigltt. Behrens
5(1996)2 2299 71AA A AFa, 2&¢A
oA st ot 85l 2m, Mitragotri 3 (2000)& 20
e 253 HE & 53] T3] F718111, 24]
< W A& E3243F mannitol 6.214.3 nmol®l
A] 211+105 nmolE B¢ 354 F713 S T3l =
Sato) 93 FFEHA T LSt As3tgo] AT
g A%ty B st S99 5ol 2% Aul T
o AL F= wfAE Qo g & Fur 7
T, 35717k gleH, ol s vzl Aol o
A, u|-4d3 2 3ot a9 E 3 FE Hu5FG
5 A A= A o® H A (Asano &, 1997).
ojAte]l AutZ AeshH Lidocane HCIY A3 F3=
Tt & A gt X F7lshs AL ® YR
500kt F3htie] 25up7t 3T ve] 2S5t
Hj3lo] A EAE o FHA)7)E S & F Al o
2k &5 gors kZ-g g2 § 500k F3krt
Z259e] a5 a7l dfgt A& H APo] Qs

o, o] Yolr} A F7HA] F2 100Kk )8} W& AFg}

A O
Fer



S 2ol ABE AUAE 0| §8 AATH AT
o4 Molrt F o thepe Fotsojel g 477} e
g Aoz Azart,

VI.Z &

B AFA lidocaine HCIS iAo 2 5001k A5
v 235l &8 B FH R aIE goln 7] 4514
500 Kt &9 SN 9 253 HsUIE Adstn
franz diffusion cells& 253} W87} D=5 A &3t o}
& Zt FEg AR Az FYFEHRE dstd
hairless mouse?] 2% 0]43}4 in vitro AP AA|
stof b2t 2 A& Aol

Lidocaine HCl A& #5253 79} &2 308 o] &
3t FY Axo) 1Qsty Fukgeo e Ay Sk
£ 83 A3 AF2gue} A&2SelA 2T 500
e 2o 3tellA Ao Fado] FrHAG. £
lidocaine HCl A& #F2&uel N &2-398 o] &3}
o FY AEel A3 FHpol| g AF2Sute)
A& zgne] T3S v n s daelr BF A &2S
37t €53] =%t

olde] AFE Aot AT PN lidocaine
HClol 283 1Mke} 500Kk 2851 25 A9 532 &
AAANE Ao Yehtoy, E3] 500k 233= A
$3t5E W AAFH7T AFA S A wepA
S9d% Wl o 2 500Kk 2S99 EHE ofF Uukz}
3to] BjAatr] ol Al @A o171 SHAI R @A /el Al
74 gro] AFR3ka Q= Mk 2-&ute] vjgle] £ o] &
HAY Aoz PZtHA, FF 5006k 2L7E o] &3
invivo ¥ 43 3o] A&H 07 o]Fojxjol & Ao

2k,

32

T3
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