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Research Progress of Mucoadhesive Buccal Films

WANG Shuangging', ZUO Along?", GUO Jianpeng'?*(1.College of Pharmacy, Yanbian University, Yanji 133002, China;
2.Yanbian Medical and Health Industry Test Base, Yanji 133002, China)

ABSTRACT: In recent years, many studies have proved that mucoadhesive buccal films(MBFs) exhibit high bioavailability and
high compliance in systemic or local drug delivery, and have the advantage of low preparation difficulty and have the ability to
terminate drug delivery at any time. MBFs have become the most industrialized buccal mucosal drug delivery system. Drugs are
dissolved or dispersed in film-former to prepare MBFs by various preparation processes. The mechanical properties of MBFs
directly affect their application, but there is no standard characterization method at present. Therefore, this article reviews the
MBFs that have been marketed and under research in recent years from the three aspects of prescription screening, preparation
process and quality evaluation, and summarizes the existing problems at this stage, aiming to promote their development and the

process of industrialization.

KEYWORDS: film; oral mucosal administration; adhesion; permeability; pharmacokinetic
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S o) 50 P A AR A o L v S A R EL AT S s P v
B M RIAPREI A2 2R TSR
R, BHET, #xHIT R AYIE R A G
Zh IR LB A% (mucoadhesive buccal films, MBFs).
v . BRI GIKFLIE % . MBFs BB 7E hE 4
BB E RO, el AR A R R, 4R
N, JFRERERT b 252, RIS MEREAR, AR
S B AR ET S R 4G 2 R g 2012 4,
DRUHZ4 8 7.4 RRAENSSH iR T MBFs, & MBFs
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FALZERE, LR ZmALFRFA KB B 40~50
SRR TR AR A, JREBEZSh 500~800 pm, iH
RS B IR 4~4 000 £5), ZEIEH & R I A Ak,
M E A 2.4 mL-min'-cm 2, 254 25 h FEH K 5%
HEARIEIR, R FImdBfie Gt A IRE T
T, R oA PR A A BRI A0 O PR B MV pHL Ry
MBFs $e4t 1 G538 i th P53 B A M R
1.1 mL, 43M5E B 1~2 mL-min~', J2& & BBk
(53 K43 7 000~8 000 mL)AY 0.12%~0.14%o!,
T 2 T AN [A) 1 SR m il PR A i 2R, sy
K MBFs LREFFEKR, 55—, FRzE
WO AL ), S AL S R A R
AL, AR R PEXT e MBFs 195 HIPE
FEXRFEE, N7 BE (chitosan, CS)5H5 7 HL A 1Y
FREEF L ZS A R BRI TSR A0 (sodium
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alginate, SA)A T /K57 HEE AR ME
UTAERE, WRSEEZ B H ARG MBFs IHFSY

H ¥, ARl Sz B 45 2577 hif R4 |
miR, W 1, WA R itk MBFs fif

K, ACN MBFs RUSRIESE . il 8 T2 MG
PO 3 ASD5 i AT E T AR, R i
PRV Okt T 2RIk, DIy MBFs BB A 12
SR

R1 WO LTHMES &

Tab. 1 Some of the adhesive film products that have been
marketed
il 4 HEEZY AH [ 5]
Onsolis MRS K2 Meda T L
Bunavail LR T N EME/EL iR BioDelivery Sciences  ZE[H
2
Suboxone LR T N EME/£L R Indivior UK Limited E |
b
Belbuca AR T DI HE H AR 7 1 24k X HA
it
Dentipatch MzEH Noven Pharmaceuticals 2[5
Inc
Zilactin FEEH Zila E
RIEHIZG T it SRR/ H A HARKRIE 24 H A
¥ M i

1 MBFs &5 5%

MBFs H JF R 25 | 3535 42 i3 7| (penetration
enhancer, PE). UM B, B930S40, AR
HARIN JCHE, oI, N TR R, fE
i R N E TR AL, PRIFEC I BB 2h . %)
THEEZY), PE FBUEM B E £ 2 MBFs i &
PSS i
1.1 & FJF & MBFs 579 H AR5

W XTE T AIENF MBFs 2459 B9 B AL 4

w2 BLEFHAFRERAHEMEL

#7507, #RFE MBFs ik 259 BRALREE, DL
%22, N\ FH#l F, MBFs fBF & LL/INGrF24
Yol 3, HetEREF (polar surface area, PSA)HH
TIEM B E e 0w AL =485, PSA>
140 A? F) 501183 A B A g 22| g1 24
Yy PSA #F 23~150, ubBAMEEZGH N e e BA &
WEMBEE. —Jrm, Haka R8N T
1.3~3.3, ff B, Wk 1007 iynl sk
PEFIAT I CPED), 253 5 T, MBFs 197F &
FEAEN TR PUE  RRBE . RS . BT MBFs
AIRM R, ZoRERZSAHEEM R, HlE—
M <25mg, FARPEFEIRE, FanR S5-I ARk
MBFs AJ fif i £8 35 Jo ik A A R, SN
WEAE2 W) MBF's F]3E S0 2RI 0 4 1 IRAS R s
N7, BT R 5 19 MBFs ] sk G0 4 55 3500 R A S i,
BRI Z AN, 20 i e A5 2k 20z P Sl A 25 238 &
MBFs il 7F & ik 2§ 2 —
1.2 PE

REL s 12 2575 16 PE UM T BSR6E
Ikl H LR PE ML 3. PE WA FEIERT
AMER . PE M 5HBSEIHA X, WATIH
Ui () g BHES s st . WG ZF PE,
SEIAE BAREE SR o SR RN TN B A (o FH I,
MR AR RIR B sl , s B Rl I,
1.3 B R

WAL BHE MBFs HE R 25144k, e
TSR AL RE . HAT, R s AL ) b B
PERY IS A RS . YRS . WS |
MRS . BOKEISSED, 55 1 REMTR A, g
e A, ERIE Tl S Bk .

Tab. 2 Basic information of APIs on the market or under development

JEEZ TR PSA/AY UKAMECREC MEEEEC CEEA OIREWRIHEE/% A N3
AR A 165.19 52.32 2.03 2.51 - 20 SR BRI EAESLTE N
F T s 171.15 30.20 0.62 2.57 8 80 DR 5| g Jak e 8 W18 L
B3 55 22521  119.05 -1.90 9.35 25 10~20 RIS R R JRERAE . E R
EANF 234.34 32.34 2.66 8.01 1.5~2.0 35 JRFRRRER, PrOARE 8 W18 L
TR 236.27 46.30 245 13.90 12~17 75~85 B LA A R L
AN 318.00 31.80 5.20 9.30 18 - BRI SN
/S5 325.80 - 2.50 5.50 1.5~2.5 40~50 B, PR RSN
¥R 336.47 23.60 4.07 8.99 7 54 B EN7BEN A
24 i TR 341.40 70.00 1.46 8.10 - 5 B J5 32 AR5 T S 03
APChHEIE 41349 148.18 273 9.50 25 15 R SO I I AR AR
A VALl 425.16 78.82 3.29 7.90 7~8 14 H e s GIRUNAES
T EE 467.60 62.20 4.98 8.31 3~5 10~20 BRI, BRI 8 W18 L

o E AR 22 2022 4F 1 A4S 39 45 1 )
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R3 FRLERANME
Tab.3 Types of common penetration enhancer
e ARROF T )
FEIEVER] AT/ BEEnEnE(358.01) . + e 5L RiAR £9(288.38) .
AR L (281.48), JHIt£E(408.60)

BB R
TIRAnMmIE b, IR RARG T R R B W UR

=2 N E(76.09) . Hi11(92.09) T4t i 8] B o ) HES BN, SRR T
fig 1y 1 HHERR(200.32) ., 7R (282.47) A0 40 At 1) g 5 1) O st v FlerE, K RS R B A
JiEE=N AR IR 5(537.68) 2R B AR §1(521.69) . HAUIE IR0 25 0V FH L 28 1A K i g A AR AR VELT

FR41(487.6) . ML EIHFRHH(414.55)
REw RAA L7 (25 000~1 200 000), K ILFLHE(L 310) HEHI 2G4 (B 2 T3

wr IR, DAARSEIE SR M T 3000, iR
WREEA, NIRRTl . 26 2 AAREY), W
HRBHER . HERBEHHEESY, did "2k
— e VEFIRGIN T 40M R, SR AR RE

IR A B WL R 4. FR HT I 27 4E K B
(carboxymethylcellulose sodium, CMC-Na), % .
RN TR TR 7 R AW h T b R 1 AR
Pk, CHUOME IR 2 MBFs 2k, REWR
FAE M R B WU pH R AR TR, SRR
HISEMEsE S S . CS FHB T REVWEA LY
FRAE, AEY MR R AR AR,
R—FRATH R AW . CS 25k 5 el v e
B Dl PR 235 ) =2 [B) A 8 T AH AR ] . CS i
PEWE YR ARE SR, FRl e e C-2 AL, IR
T 2% b A 27 55 R BUEL AT BRI 20 RE A4 87 1L 3R 5
Yy, CS JNTTHGE 25 W) 4 55 B e i, O 5
B DL A E MR (R SR, B B E
R HRRER , R IBE5E B n] W PR,
fle FE B AR

Zi LTk, S MBFs #(4m # HA #ESRE
P, SERZIE R S, R AR Ak
BERFIEICT, S8k, ZREGYERG I, BEREA AL

®"a EILREA R KRR

YRAMA RIS, PR PERE. 41 PVP X PVA HIMA
CS, AILIRHETIF MR RS, Wos i m My
Y1515 200 CS F1 PVP il £ A BRI ELA 1 KL AL
WPEREFBLFHENT; CMC-Na 23 T HPC il SA
) ) 285 B b [T 1205 55 PR el ) 2 (%) BB SRI A L
CMC e #3 ] & B IR A AR 2 R0, WLBE B
PRI,
1.4 H¥F|

TE LRI B v AR MBFs B (b 5448 1R
(glass transition temperature, 7g)40~75 °C, 7E¥81k
AR OE R, TR EWN Y, BN
BWEEZ R A R ARER, eI, SeEPLK
PERENY, ] PEG 400 fERG¥8%)], MBFs A R
U (MR B s, W TR T 16 £51S), L
BOYARIAE T B . TN . FPEERR =2 lS . ARE
“HR.ZHE. PEG 400, 5% /K AT LA A1
AR, T EE<20%. HYYET R KM RN T 2 R
M R0 P R TR . B IORIA K . BRI YA
W NIZLE A MBFs BB RE, #ilJrik. 259
B EE N B, KM R R AW W &I m
BRI PEG . A BE. TN =), SEAKPERARHY
SRR B AW H R BERR AR P R — R,

Tab. 4 Types and characteristics of common film-forming materials

% FHEH B HLE

RN/ RNBIR . RGN

4 %4 HPC . HPMC . CMC .
CMC-Na, HEC

fie 159

eSS JNH RS . R A2 N PR P A i

HoAh RAM-FILMRILRY) .

PVP. PVA. PEG. CS. SA  Bli#E K4

FRIES B SRR e A

BLBRARE M
MR AR, BB R Fo#, T
L

CMC-Na G454 ; A8 TR CMC-Na BERHE SRR ; BERIVETE pH 4~10 YEEIANEE 2 W5 AH %
A FRNFRMEA, FHEIE

FE, il R, kR, AR e S

MR, AR, WKHEE T, FiMAE pH RETTE
2~10 TR H AR

CS S i B 7= A AUkt , SA MU PESS s PVP BiFPESS ; PVA IBIKIEMBLMIE  Jod,

t, HULBRSRIE R ; CS BiMHETDSE, SA BhHEMR

T HPC-ERNEELF 4R ; HPMC-BR LRI 43, HECHR LILTER s PVP-RZIGNLIELeM]; PVA-R L0, PEG-RL _HE.,
Note: HPC—hydroxypropyl cellulose; HPMC—hydroxypropyl methyl cellulose; HEC—hydroxyethyl cellulose; PVP—polyvinyl pyrrolidone; PVA—polyvinyl

alcohol; PEG—polyethylene glycol.
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H Y5 S v Ry LA T SR 1 43 ) R A R R 1Y
ST, BEYIRUR BEDT); Kollidon® VA 64
8¢ Soluplus™if i FEAIA ML, ¥R T HhIB i i
B 23S Y R TR

1.5 HAdATE

MBFs H LA Al ARk 512 2 283 A o g 44
PR 19 25 0 A PR B IR R el R kb, FH i —
WEH 3%~6%. H FHIBTERFIA I . SR
BUHT AT . SRS, T AR KRR,
FeoE R, FRE 5 Gl R 500 £%), Bzl
o 5350, A PR 3 4 A i 1l 1 25 0 i 2
HE AT R Z G 25 B R WA R
CHARZR | RNGIRRABEIRAT 4R 5
2 MBFs %1%

H AT, MBFs WLl s BR324 5 %l
FPAIB RIS . FE4 R MR A s f AR T
FIA RN RN CS. HPC, HPMC, CMC-Na), %%
SRR, IR REERILE 1, R ER Ay
i, HHAAE S B, SO0 2 T HLRS A=
ALY, IR A B s 513 2% R LA AU o
XA, F34h, TR EER, FEXPEm
A EA T I R T, SRR ACR, FOImA—

FEFATHLE A o 2028 1 D s R, B MBI 3
TFIE, REDEHE, FPMEL, &G A: =1,
XTI SIS H(Tg AT 50~180 °C), Mz,
WABPE R A BN SR E AL 20 . CMC . 22 201G
Ethocel®10P %), AR AHAIBHIMGL, HrikE S
T Tg 20~40 °C, X EIWE 1, ZIELTHT
Rl AL, G KA, G A R

AR, B 3D ATE). Wl g2z . Mm%
S HARAE RN 2547 N T, £ TR 2 DI RE
MBFs BUH T RE. 3D #TEIW H7FE MBFs H, #JiH
BARICZGY) o X FPE AR TR 2,
M H LI T2 i 2R, 3E N T A )
& s, Fr s 22 Ll g e )y SO R i 5
Fehrfd, Az i HA AL BRI L2 1 R AT
FEERE AT GOKR AR L), FE S5 S i L 27 220 R
ORI §7i 51 W L P2 L 7/ A E g SRS s N
KN TRARIIR , $e8 T 4RG3,
3 MBFs RE1FMN

FRAHRY) MBFs R HA RERERE . SpEF
Ry #Roett, He i 2 a6
FISMAE . BEBEVE . B BaEYE . 2B
Ho B H AT I W3 5.

BHIR
1 MBFs #l& X & T EHE
AL ;. B—HAYA I
Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of MBFs preparation equipment
A—film casting method; B-hot-melt extrusion method.
=5 BEAEALMNTE
Tab.5 Routine testing items of film
i H Ik Frife EEPUN
A B =TT ¢ Sk AR T ) SEHROET . ES) . TR [21]
JEL it FH T4 RO S AR TRV (4 A R pun) SRR, BOE 31 50~200 pm, 5 > 2 18] B R AL <5% [22]
Yr&i ) —&B 0 e & W 24T S A B £ 300 I [23]
R EE VI (%) = %%Jﬁ%**ﬂiﬁ)ﬁi %100% WRKEE T, BRHHEAR, 2W RO R R [24]
YIME R &
Tk EE g imro, _ DIBRITTEE B 5 ) 3%~8% [25]
H7J<E(AJ)_—WSBE§ x100%
W pH {5 1 pH 524X bl AL [26]
W Eéﬁ%%ﬁ{é%(%):miefjéﬁﬁrgxloo% >10% [27]
P Ao g "y AR 2 >2 N-mm™ [28]
PN Y 0) = o o T oo 1 Y (]
WRAROD = G«
. N N ey
B N e T
T [ PO 225 2022 4F 1 45 39 #4511 Chin J Mod Appl Pharm, 2022 January, Vol.39 No.1 - 137




3.0 Bk
FhHEICER MBFs SR L S5 S,

F2 43Ry 5 R s 100 R B 8

3.1 ZhBFEFE] 5 MBFs M ZHIER S Fr T (O
[B) R ZHR TR . F ] 3 FROr R E MBFs B
B, PRIMESEN MBFs SEEEAE &, it Ptk
R 2508, ELE) MBFs 3B s o 8 ik, W
Bl 2A. ZJTIERR, ANMERESAL, HTus
WISE o B AR LAl PG USP ¥ iR, 22
E T RS, F4 150 rmin', LK 2B, KN
/& MBFs ZhB TR AR R B A R AR 2, %)
BRFESFTR] N AT 4~10 h, DLIE 2C,

3.1.2 BRI R R B MBFs i
FIEcR T, B MBFs 5ZEBERBRE. BRI
TG —IE HZE, H WARBFE I . BoA (S |
o R e IR RN . ARE 7EFAT MBFs 1Y
D7 e 4E ., FRIARRRE MBS 4 T 14 ¥ 2R R 286 Bt
B ke R, BRSO . MBFs 55ty
AR bR FT AR , N REARN B 2 [ FF, TS Y
MBFs 5ZEfE#Efl 5 min, AJZHFFLL 1 mm-min™' 3
JE ERBY, Oy AR SR, SRR R R
WK . ARk . AT HEW . PBS). H&E, #Hfi
BFE], HREFEEESFR R A K, TWE s —% K
5, AABEEREAERE,

o R B, R LR ik L OBUE ROk
MW bt 2 MBFs 540111 F
i [ 5 , S22 2 min 5 BP0 55U,
WK 3A . BTG RIS 1T R B, X
B R EH MBFs [EETE—MVE 0, 228
& % T RME R A5 4, MBFs 54480k, 55—
MFERE LB nekey, HE MBFs gifif, R
Pirkr PR R, W 3B, ik AR
O WE SRR RE B R B o PR T v R ] R
BERAE”, o SIS I FOKARE K RiEeS . 38
A MK B 258, RIS it AR
R e, DL 3C, ik MERA M LBV Pkt —
LB,

32 HHE

Vs 0 B R PEAG 25 W B AT R RN 0 e A G
B, W WS YOt (Franz B | Flow-through #Y)
FERP H0b(Ussing % . Sweetana-Grass #1)5321,
AN 0.9% NaCl &3 . pH 6.8 PBS, A T M
W EZEIE K . Speer £ IF 5T e idi & 1 I I 1Y
W, [ 4 FORRIE I L, B K
L ATALRE R . Tk, KB 4 B
MR Bk, (OR% R/, MEETE
PIXE LA AE R I 25 s SR8 25 B v ELE BV
W, HEEEAFZ, 5O0EHEAEART; T4

Q/—» AR
]
> BEEAR
~ > MBF
~ > PBS
———> BT

B2 FEM e AT EE

A-RSMNE; B-BIRAISUE; CHARNL,

Fig. 2 Schematic diagram of adhesion time measurement
A—in vitro method; B—ex vivo tissue method; C—in vivo method.

A | B

> Pt

BEEEAR
e m— MBE < et
— ———> MBF

£ 2211 AR
B3 FWANETREH

AT BV Rk C-INAREE TR .
Fig. 3 Schematic diagram of adhesion measurement

eF AR

MBF /

BEpr
HA

A-rallymeter method; B-double-arm balance method; C—internal roller skating method.
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A3 U5 8 T R A S ELRE F SO, (IR
SR AR A A A R, RS R s il
VL BE I AP ARSI T SRR, RIS PERI R BLE
EASCE A2 2 ELRRIG o 3% Hh R i o7 7 PR AR 42
SLORTESER b, dRsraie Rl . WERfL . BRE
PRI T AR
3.3 B2idtk

PEPE A 1E R IME BRI et . W ULl
YIRS L, LK 6.

®6 HILIMBEE

Tab. 6 Common animal buccal mucosa

P e B BRE B /um iyl
A ML 500~800 KAtk
K INBY R 115.3+11.5 £ ik
PN FLE 12620 KA Ak
R M P 24 600 A iAL
* FEEIL B S 670 il
Ui iEIeS 770 A ik

B 7R S, SR TS R A A A 25 5
SR EINELS, AR A, f#iH Permeapad JF
BEXS SEFTIR IR A TR B IENITE , SIRAN . BRI
NG RAHLE, BB R AH SR,
3.4 2y
282 FF IR TEAY MBFs i 1 B 2484

WA I T IR 7,
RT FRHHF RN %
Tab.7 Common pharmacokinetic testing methods

o7k S S
feEid: K MBFs JE L & T 25 BER, AR5 R

T2 L S, HA I Ty 2 B 254

Rt DEMINE MBFs 25 & I T8 B AR, 25 B IRt
ik PRl Acit, TR BRI ZS )

3G
APHAGN RIS R AR B iR A PR A B 2, (U
* JW, W0, . MBFs JF & W19 B Befti

L AR
BOMPERR EERCR PEPRIC YR REBUE S, 16 T 259040
ik 1237 F YL & WA TR T B,
JRAS

AR B AR TN, B R ER T
A2 RACEREEBUN, AR, HA M
R AR S AR A3, 2 Fhal b i 20 B B 1 i A
WRIAEIE A2 | Bt RS2 & Ty 1 5 A
Pal, JFEMBRGR, e R U],

A H R AL ZUBERY | 20 AR 45 A B A
RITUN 259038 1% o R A Franz 9 #0123, L
4, (R SIZH0 I O LA AR 2 21 A B T e
P, HAEZEFEREGEREIMNZE . i,
FEH T Transwells® R 4t LUK SN 2P B 45
TR146 ZiiE 2 BA7 5 A 0 Ak e ry 43 2 B 3%
GEF, T LB . TR A KRS TEAR L. ik
PeEfaien . EEIMEL, (BRAR R, A0MREFRA A
K, HEFREE . MRS i, URERE
N AR, TFE T 5 B A DL in s 6 i) &
P BREERCR R G HEIREL IR S-100 7E R
R T2 il % Permeapad BEfE . %7k TAERR/N, HE

PAE «—
MBF <

T <«

T <—
B 4 Franz ¥ #or =2 E

Fig.4 Schematic diagram of Franz diffusion cell

o E AR 22 2022 4F 1 A4S 39 45 1 )

4 REERE

VENAE A B4 2511 MBFs, 7EXG A=A
FHEE | BEARAS RO L 980/ FH 2080358 S 4 v M
PESEJy R B T M, SR MBFs b Ti ™ S A
XA TR Z — R RS X R = BRI,
BT AR T IR | A BRI T R DA AR
#, IXTE MBFs #iZi Rt frh 2 CE 2,

MBFs fEAEL5YIB B AR, it 0 285 B ]
B, RSN EZEE MR AR, — 7, N
TR RAER) MBFs, 7 ZE80VHT A SRR AR AN
BMERIBLE, seIREEREEER AR 5 — i,
LI B, FFRAINE R B ) A4 S Ty
B, BESOBE BRI, TR RSN ARG,
ISR A YA SRR SE , BT S LR A B PN A
., s MBFs W & Fr= b AL A
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