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Abstract

Background: The highly reactive aldehyde acrolein is a very potent endogenous toxin with a long half-life.
Acrolein is produced within cells after insult, and is a central player in slow and progressive “secondary injury”
cascades. Indeed, acrolein-biomolecule complexes formed by cross-linking with proteins and DNA are associated
with a number of pathologies, especially central nervous system (CNS) trauma and neurodegenerative diseases.
Hydralazine is capable of inhibiting or reducing acrolein-induced damage. However, since hydralazine’s principle
activity is to reduce blood pressure as a common anti-hypertension drug, the possible problems encountered
when applied to hypotensive trauma victims have led us to explore alternative approaches. This study aims to
evaluate such an alternative - a chitosan nanoparticle-based therapeutic system.

Results: Hydralazine-loaded chitosan nanoparticles were prepared using different types of polyanions and
characterized for particle size, morphology, zeta potential value, and the efficiency of hydralazine entrapment and
release. Hydralazine-loaded chitosan nanoparticles ranged in size from 300 nm to 350 nm in diameter, and with a
tunable, or adjustable, surface charge.

Conclusions: We evaluated the utility of chitosan nanoparticles with an in-vitro model of acrolein-mediated cell
injury using PC -12 cells. The particles effectively, and statistically, reduced damage to membrane integrity,
secondary oxidative stress, and lipid peroxidation. This study suggests that a chitosan nanoparticle-based therapy
to interfere with “secondary” injury may be possible.

Background
Substantial cellular injury caused by acute mechanical,
chemical, or biological insult is initially associated with
an instantaneous loss of plasma membrane integrity.
This facilitates the unregulated exchange of intracellu-
lar/extracellular ion species, and subsequently leads to
cell death [1,2]. The failure of this functional barrier
further induces incomplete oxygen metabolism within
the cell, and accelerates the production of highly reac-
tive oxygen species (so-called “free radicals”) such as
superoxide anions, hydrogen peroxide, and hydroxyl
radicals. The biochemical reactivity of such reactive oxy-
gen species (ROS) triggers the deterioration of lipids
within the inner domain of the cell membrane (lipid

peroxidation or LPO) producing endogenous toxins
composed of mainly aldehydes - especially acrolein
[3-7]. Unfortunately, the continuing production of toxic
aldehydes feed back to attack mitochondria, yet
untouched healthy membrane, and pass through intact
cell membranes to attack even nearby healthy cells. As a
consequence, the initial loss of membrane integrity in
response to the “primary injury” is the crucial step initi-
ating a “secondary injury” process in the nervous system.
Unchecked, these self - reinforcing processes influence
further collapse of mitochondria and oxidative metabo-
lism, continued deterioration of the cell membrane, the
further production of endogenous toxins, and ultimately,
cell death. In the past decade, significant neuroprotec-
tion was achieved by the topical, intravenous, or even
subcutaneous application of water-soluble polymers,
such as poloxamer 188, 1100, or polyethylene glycol
(PEG), as a rescue strategy to alleviate cell and tissue
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damage following traumatic insults [8-16]. Such versatile
polymers have demonstrated their capability to induce
functional recovery at the cell level by initiating sponta-
neous molecular rearrangement of the lipid bilayers
through membrane fusion and integration [13].
This membrane-based recovery is initially seen as an

erasure of defects in the axolemma whose integrity is
the basis for action potential conduction. Measurement
of a rapid (minutes) recovery of compound action
potentials traversing crushed or cut guinea pig spinal
cord in organ culture [14,17] and an equally rapid
recovery of somatosensory evoked potentials traversing
the spinal cord lesion in “whole animal” guinea pig
injury models reveals the initial consequences of acute
neuroprotection/neurorepair by direct application - or
intravenous injection - of these polymers [6]. The longer
term, and stable, repair of critical anatomy has been
documented by intracellular tracing in severely injured
guinea pig spinal cord and adult rat brain [18,19]. This
in turn is responsible for significant behavioral recovery
of spinal cord and brain - mediated animal behavior
[12,20,21]. PEG and its derivatives have preferable mole-
cular weights and concentration ranges enabling them
to carry out this neuroprotection, which significantly
narrows the therapeutic window, and possibly their effi-
cacy without side effects in clinical trials [22]. For exam-
ple, higher concentration of PEG dissolved in sterile
saline produce viscosity problems for injectable solutions
whereas low molecular weight PEGs (< ~1000 kD) may
produce ethylene glycol poisoning [23,24]. Additionally,
it has been observed that bulky chains of poly (ethylene
oxide) tend to inhibit the efficient entry of such syn-
thetic polymers into cells where continued beneficial
activity is desired. According to a previous study, PEG
was accumulated only on the outside of cells for hours
instead of internalizing, where it can produce other ben-
eficial effects by acting on damaged mitochondria [25].
Nanoparticle-based drug delivery in which an acrolein-

trapping agent (hydralazine) is loaded within the con-
struction would be one of the ways to resolve these pro-
blems. We have observed anatomical and functional
recovery of axonal damage in guinea pig spinal cord after
intravenous injections of a simple solution of chitosan in
sterile saline. Indeed chitosan possess “sealing” qualities
similar to PEG and the Poloxamers (unpublished data to
appear elsewhere). Since it is now well-established that
the inactivation of acrolein can be achieved by the forma-
tion of hydrazone adjuncts on the basis of interaction
between acrolein and its trapping agent, hydralazine (Fig-
ure 1), we investigated the potential dual benefit by con-
structing a chitosan nanoparticle acting as 1., a
membrane fusogen, and 2., a hydralazine delivery vehicle
to ameliorate the damaging effects of acrolein exposure.

Results
Synthesis and characterization of hydralazine-loaded
chitosan nanoparticles
The molecular structures of chitosan, TPP, and DS are
shown in (Figure 2). The preparation of chitosan nano-
particles was conducted by adopting well-established
protocols [26-28]. The electrostatic interaction of posi-
tively charged amine moieties in hydralazine and chemi-
cally available functional groups of polyanions, such as
phosphoric acid in TPP and the sulfate group in DS, is
critical to facilitate the encapsulation of hydralazine
inside chitosan nanoparticles. The morphological or
physical phenomena of hydralazine encapsulation within
nanoparticles were characterized by TEM and zeta
potential/particle size analyzer as described above. In
contrast to solid particles, the chitosan particles are not
clearly identified once inside the cell due to some parti-
cle-formed aggregates which appeared as large agglom-
erates. We plan to work next with flow cytometry that
could perhaps offer a better opportunity to observe the
internalization of fluorescent-conjugated chitosan
nanoparticles.
In all experiments, chitosan nanoparticles were formed

at an equivalent mass ratio of chitosan to polyanion due
to the fact that high or low concentrations of chitosan
compared to polyanions tends to decrease the encapsu-
lation efficiency and/or promote aggregation of particles
[29]. Unloaded chitosan nanoparticles were measured to
have diameters in the range of ~250 nm ~300 nm (Fig-
ure 3C). The incorporation of hydralazine caused a
slight increase in the mean diameter of chitosan nano-
particles, resulting in an approximately 300 nm ~350
nm range in diameter. The surface charge of unloaded
chitosan nanoparticles ranged from 10.78 ± 1.54 mV to
-7.16 ± 3.69 mV for Chi-TPP and Chi-DS, respectively.
The number of negatively charged groups of the polya-
nions, TPP and DS, was responsible for this difference,
where DS (MW 9,000 ~ 20,000 Da) would possess the
predominant amount of sulfate groups per mole com-
pared to the amounts of phosphoric acid of TPP (MW
368 Da) at experimental conditions (pH 3~4). Positively
charged hydralazine loading did slightly increase these
values, corresponding to 14.51 ± 2.58 mV and -4.84 ±
1.38 mV for Chi-TPP/Hy and Chi-DS/Hy, respectively.
Analysis of particle morphology revealed that Chi-TPP
nanoparticles exhibited a well-defined spherical shape
with a solid and consistent structure (Figure 3A). On
the contrary, Chi-DS nanoparticles showed a clustered
spherical structure (Figure 3B). The opposite charge of
hydralazine and polyanions significantly contributes to
concomitant increase in the efficiency of encapsulation,
resulting in 15.8% and 23.5% for Chi-TPP/Hy and Chi-
DS/Hy, respectively. It is worthy to note that
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hydralazine entrapment was increased by approximately
35% due to the association with DS compared to TPP.
This is possibly attributed to the presence of sufficient
negative charge densities in DS, which facilitated the
encapsulation of appreciable quantities of hydralazine
through the complexation process with chitosan.
In vitro release of hydralazine
The release profile of hydralazine from Chi-TPP and
Chi-DS nanoparticles was observed in Krebs’ solution
over 5 days duration. Apparently, both types of particles
showed burst release of 15 ~ 30% of the total deter-
mined concentration at 5 hr, which declined to a con-
stant, but slow, release rate over several days, as shown
in (Figure 4). It was likely that the rapid release was
caused by desorption of hydralazine loosely attached to
the surface of chitosan nanoparticles. The relative small
size of the hydralazine molecule would not be interfered

by the diffusion/dissociation process stemming from the
core or the pores of nanoparticles. In addition, the high
affinity and hydrophilic nature of chitosan with Kreb’s
medium provides space for penetration inside the parti-
cles to be able to dissolve the entrapped drug. It should
be noted that the molecular size of drug and ionic inter-
action with polyanions would be a major consideration
in deciding the rate of drug release.
The effect of hydralazine-loaded chitosan nanoparticles
on acrolein-mediated cell injury
Initially, functional tests (MTT and LDH exclusion
tests) were used to evaluate the response to different
chitosan formulations in PC 12 cells suffering from
acrolein exposure. We compared the effectiveness of
these formulations using entire cell populations in six
different groups: 1) a control group, 2) a 100 μM acro-
lein-exposed group, 3) a 100 μM acrolein-exposed and

Figure 1 The schematic illustration of nucleophile drug hydralazine and acrolein to form hydrazone which mediates acrolein toxicity
formed during lipid peroxidation. As a highly reactive a, b-unsaturated aldehyde, acrolein readily attacks nucleophilic centers of cell proteins
and DNA by Michael addition chemistry. Such intracellular toxicity induced by acrolein causes progressive destructive secondary reactions,
disrupting molecular and cellular systems. Scavenging of hydralazine inhibits acrolein-mediated toxicity and deactivates reactive carbonyl adducts
via the formation of hydrazone.

Figure 2 Chemical structures of (A) chitosan (Chi), (B) sodium tripolyphosphate (TPP), and (C) dextran sulfate (DS). (D) The schematic
illustration shows hydralazine incorporation into Chi-TPP and Chi-DS nanoparticles. The chitosan nanoparticles were formed spontaneously by
mixing an equivalent concentration of Chi and polyanions, TPP or DS. To achieve the incorporation of hydralazine into nanoparticles, hydralazine
was added in the prepared solution at a concentration of 1 mg/mL.
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Chi-DS nanoparticle - treated group, 4) a 100 μM acro-
lein-exposed and Chi-DS/Hy nanoparticle - treated
group, 5) a 100 μM acrolein-exposed and Chi-TPP
nanoparticle - treated group, and 6) a 100 μM acrolein-
exposed and Chi-TPP/Hy nanoparticle - treated group.
First, we tested whether chitosan nanoparticles were
capable of sufficiently reducing acrolein cytotoxicity
using the MTT assay (Figure 5). In all experiments, the
various types of nanoparticles were added to the cell
medium after 15 min following the exposure to acrolein.
Acrolein-induced cytotoxicity was expressed as a

percentage of MTT activity, which is, as explained
above, an indicator of aberrant mitochondria function-
ing. Thus, MTT activity subsequent to 100 μM acrolein
exposure was decreased to 3.5 ± 2.9% of controls values.
In contrast, the treatment of poisoned cells with Chi-
TPP or Chi-DS increased survival to 44.5 ± 12.6%, and
37.8 ± 9.6% of controls after 5 hr, respectively (P <
0.05). Even more significant increase was observed after
application of hydralazine-entrapped chitosan nanoparti-
cles. Treatment with Chi-DS/Hy or Chi-TPP/Hy showed
very significant increase in cell viability, corresponding

Figure 3 The characterization of chitosan particles. TEM images of (A) chitosan nanoparticles incorporating TPP and hydralazine (Chi-TPP/Hy)
and (B) chitosan nanoparticles incorporating DS and hydralazine (Chi-DS/Hy). (C) provides data on the particle size, encapsulation efficacy, and
zeta potential for chitosan nanoparticle formulations. The encapsulation efficiencies showed a range from 15% to 23%, depending on the types
of polyanions. Mean diameter and surface charge of particles were slightly increased upon the incorporation of hydralazine due to the presence
of positively charged moieties.

Figure 4 The in vitro release profile of hydralazine from chi-TPP and chi-DS in Krebs’ solution. In both types of particles, initial burst
release occurred, yet subsequently fell to a constant and slow release observed over 5 days.
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to 120.5 ± 26.6% and 108.6 ± 17.1% of control values,
respectively (P < 0.001). Hydralazine-loaded chitosan
nanoparticles improved cellular oxidative metabolism to
the greatest extent - and even better than control value.
As a complementary test, we observed the release of

LDH from PC 12 cells following acrolein attack. LDH
results were essentially consistent with the values
obtained from MTT assays. The cells exposed to 100
μM acrolein caused significant LDH increase, reaching
178 ± 25.4% of control values (Figure 6). Conversely,
LDH release was reduced to 117 ± 18% and 115 ± 10%
of control values by post-treatment with Chi-DS or Chi-
TPP, respectively (P < 0.01). Remarkably, hydralazine-
loaded chitosan nanoparticles, Chi-DS/Hy and Chi-TPP/
Hy, caused even more reduction in LDH release to a
level close to - or even below that of controls (untreated
cells; 100 ± 2% of control values), corresponding to 105
± 18% and 96 ± 19% of control values, respectively (P <
0.001). Additionally, we examined cell mortality using
the live-dead cell assay. Consistent with all results
described above, control cells in culture (with a charac-
teristic 90 ± 7% survival) dramatically fell to 29.8 ± 4%
at 5 hr when exposed to acrolein. Treatment of these
poisoned cultures with different types of chitosan nano-
particles improved survival to 60 ~ 70% (Figure 7).
The inhibition of plasma membrane peroxidation by the
application of hydralazine-loaded chitosan nanoparticle
The addition of hydralazine-loaded chitosan nanoparti-
cles to acrolein poisoned cultures was able to inhibit or
interfere with the generation of ROS and the associated
process of membrane LPO. The levels of ROS increased

approximately four-fold after exposure of cells to 100
μM acrolein, corresponding to 120 ± 14% of control
values (37 ± 19% (Figure 8A). Remarkably, the addition
of chitosan nanoparticles reduced the level of ROS up
to 39 ± 14% of control values - indeed close to that of
control groups (38 ± 21%, P < 0.01). Consistent with
this striking result, the level of LPO was also signifi-
cantly increased to 305 ± 22% of control values after
acrolein-induced injury (Figure 8B). Also consistent with
previous results, the LPO level corresponded to 91 ± 5%
(P < 0.001) of control values upon treatment with Chi-
DS/Hy, which was even lower than that of the control
group.

Discussion
Chitosan as a membrane “fusogen”
Chitosan, a biocompatible and biodegradable polymer,
has been widely tested in a variety of fields for the pur-
pose of developing treatments as diverse as wound heal-
ing, lung surfactant additives, and tissue engineering
[30-32]. Additionally, substantial efforts have been
devoted for the development and application of chitosan
nanoparticles as vehicles for drug delivery [26,33-35]. In
this regard, therapeutic efficacy based on chitosan nano-
particle systems confers several advantages: i) nano-
spheres composed of highly concentrated chitosan
molecules could serve as a “fusogen”. Previous studies
have demonstrated the effect of chitosan derivatives on
the fusion of small dipalmitoyl phosphatidylcholine
(DPPC) bilayers by inducing the formation of large
phospholipid aggregates [36-38], ii) in contrast to better

Figure 5 Cell viability test by MTT assay to demonstrate the recovery of mitochondria functionality. After 15 min of acrolein-mediated
attack, cells were exposed to Chi-TPP and Chi-DS incorporated with or without hydralazine. Direct localization of hydralazine released from
chitosan particles was observed, resulting in significantly enhanced viability. Results are expressed as percent control values ± SD (n = 5). *P <
0.05, ***P < 0.001.
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known fusogens including PEG and Poloxamers, chito-
san nanoparticles of small size and hydrophilic character
are also able to cross the cell membrane to deliver
drugs or other molecules to the cytosol while avoiding
the rapid uptake by the reticuloendothelial system
(RES), as shown in (Figure 9) [39]. It is particularly
important that drugs carried inside nanoparticles would
be protected from denaturing, enzymatic degradation, or
the general biochemical environment, and iii) the encap-
sulation and release of drugs would be controllable by
manipulating several characteristics of the particles such
as size, surface functionalization, and loading

concentration. Moreover, the preference of the chitosan
moiety to target compromised membranes as discussed
above further shows the feasibility for the selective loca-
lization of a large amount of the drug at a specific and
desired site.
Recently, we have learned that chitosan, as a compo-

nent of an injectable solution, can serve as a novel ther-
apeutic agent after severe compression injury of guinea
pig spinal cord (unpublished observations). In such inju-
ries, progressive destruction of cells and tissues occurs
after mechanical trauma, however critical anatomy and
function was restored by the injection of chitosan.

Figure 6 Membrane permeability test by LDH assay to demonstrate the effects of acrolein and chitosan nanoparticles post-treatment.
LDH release was measured 3 hr after exposure to 100 μM acrolein followed by post-treatment with various chitosan nanoparticles. Chitosan
nanoparticles were demonstrated to be capable of restoring plasma membrane integrity, regardless of the presence of hydralazine. Results are
expressed as percent control values ± SD (n = 5). One-way paired ANOVA and Post Hoc Newman Keul’s test were used for statistical analysis. **P
< 0.01, ***P < 0.001.

Figure 7 Live/dead cell staining and the quantification of cell survival. (A) Representative fluorescent images of PC 12 cells, approximately
15 minutes after acrolein challenge (100 μM). Cells were exposed to Chi-TPP/Hy and Chi-DS/Hy, respectively. (B) PC 12 cells survival rate was
assessed as a ratio of live cells to total cells. Consistent with previous assays, survival was significantly increased as a result of the application of
both types of chitosan nanoparticles. Results are expressed as percent control values ± SD (n = 5).
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Chitosan accumulation typically occurs around the
defect area in cells and tissues by hydrophobic interac-
tions. Conversely, at intact membranes, high surface
densities of lipid moieties inhibit the penetration of chit-
osan [36-38]. The mechanism underlying chitosan-
mediated membrane sealing and specific targeting of
injured membranes is still being investigated; however a
clear demonstration of the latter observation is

significantly persuasive that this approach holds unex-
pected merit in dealing with cell and tissue trauma.
The evidence presented in this report suggests the

potential usefulness of chitosan - as a nanoparticle base
likely due to its two-pronged attack on cell damage. We
emphasize that chitosan nanoparticles themselves are
capable of restoring cell viability by first mediating the
sealing of damaged membrane. We additionally showed

Figure 8 ROS and LPO upon the exposure to acrolein, and inhibition by various types of chitosan nanoparticles. (A) Quantification of
oxidized HE fluorescence intensity of control, acrolein-induced injury, and acrolein followed by chitosan nanoparticle treatment of PC 12 cell
groups (n = 5, **P < 0.01). (B) Measurements in control, acrolein-induced injured, and acrolein followed by chitosan nanoparticles treated PC 12
cell groups (n = 5, * P < 0.05, **P < 0.01, ***P < 0.001). The addition of chitosan nanoparticles following the exposure of acrolein showed
markedly decreased rate of oxidation of membrane lipids as well as lipid peroxidation.

Figure 9 Electron photomicrographs of (A) chi-DS and (B) chi-TPP cellular uptake by PC 12 neuronal cells. The arrows indicate the
presence of chitosan particles in PC 12 cells after incubation for 2 hours.
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the application of chitosan achieved neuroprotection by
interfering with the generation of ROS and LPO. This is
also due to its membrane reconstruction properties
rather than an ability to directly scavenge these toxins.
However upon conjugation with hydralazine, its poten-
tial therapeutic effects are dramatically enhanced. Chito-
san treatment alone did not provide neuroprotection
after exposure to acrolein - even in high concentrations
(unpublished observations). This fact suggested the
inclusion of hydralazine in the chitosan nanoparticle to
directly provide this function.
Acrolein-induced progressive neuronal degeneration and
rescue by hydralazine
It is widely accepted that traumatic injuries often dete-
riorate cell membrane integrity through multiple
mechanisms involving several biological processes and
biochemistries. Steady and progressive membrane rup-
ture and concomitant loss of intracellular contents
initially causes serious derangement of ionic species.
Especially, the unregulated influx of Ca2+ into cyto-
plasm plays a key role in destabilizing and collapsing
the cytoarchitecture as well as membrane integrity by
activating numerous catabolic physiological and bio-
chemical processes such as ROS mediated LPO. There
is little evidence that free radicals (with half lives less
than seconds - even fractions of a second) are directly
toxic to cells. It is the downstream end product of
ROS stimulated LPO that produces actual toxins such
as a variety of aldehydes - acrolein being the most
potent. Compared to free radicals, acrolein has a half-
life many orders of magnitude longer [40]. Indeed,
highly reactive acrolein actively forms biomolecule
conjugates with proteins, DNA, and glutathione, which
further stimulates the generation of ROS and LPO.
The cytotoxicity of acrolein is known to be concentra-
tion-dependent. After exposure to 75 - 100 μM acro-
leoin, a majority of the PC 12 cell population was dead
within 4 hr [41]. In previous reports, we have shown
that the toxicity of acrolein can be significantly dimin-
ished after application of an acrolein-trapping agent
such as hydralazine. Hydralazine, a well-known nucleo-
phile drug, is able to immediately inhibit acrolein cyto-
toxicity by forming “hydrazones” through a scavenging
reaction (Figure 1) [42-44].
Notes on the fabrication, characterization, and use of
hydralazine-loaded chitosan nanoparticles in CNS trauma
and neurodegenerative diseases
There are many studies to take advantage of colloidal
particles as drug carriers. The use of colloidal drug car-
riers can facilitate not only site-specific drug delivery in
a designated region but also facilitate drug bioavailability
and therapeutic efficacy. On the basis of these consid-
erations, a variety of biocompatible and biodegradable
materials such as synthetic or natural polymers, lipids,

or solid (metal, semiconductor, magnetic, or insulator)
components have been intensively investigated [45,46].
First, liposome-based colloidal carriers have already

commercialized. Despite these advances, liposomes still
have some technical weakness with regard to the limita-
tions in reproducibility, stability, and low drug encapsu-
lation efficacy [47,48]. Solid particles such as silica
particles have been proposed as alternative drug carriers
that could potentially overcome such conventional pro-
blems. Silica particles with well-established synthesis
methods are easily incorporated with other substances
through surface modification, bioconjugation, and
entrapment [49].
On the other hand, the use of biodegradable poly-

meric drug carriers, either synthetic or natural, shows
great potential in controlled drug release by tuning their
biodegradability. Of these, chitosan is the one of the
most extensively studied - in particular, since it is com-
posed of reactive hydroxyl and amine groups, it tends to
adhere well to negatively charged surfaces, thus increas-
ing cellular transport [50].
Because it is an antihypertensive drug, the systemic

exposure of hydralazine will provoke problems related
to blood pressure management in hypotensive trauma
patients [51,52]. The use of our particulated system is
capable of significantly reducing systemic exposure of
drug since it is delivered to the intended site of action.
In spite of its potent therapeutic effects reported here in
vitro, our major challenge is to first, enhance the entrap-
ment efficacy of hydralazine in the chitosan nanoparti-
cle, and second, move the improved system to animal
models of spinal cord and brain injury [12,19].
The first issue arises due to the existence of charge

repulsion between cationic chitosan polymer (pKa = 6.5)
and positively charged hydralazine (pKa = 7.1). In an
attempt to enhance hydralazine encapsulation, two dif-
ferent kinds of polyanions were employed. Interestingly,
the encapsulation of hydralazine was particularly depen-
dent on the ionic interaction formed between chitosan
and polyanions, where the amount of negatively charged
groups of TPP and DS existed per mole was critical for
hydralazine association. As a consequence, Chi-TPP for-
mulation showed entrapment efficiency of 15.8% with
slightly increased positively charged surface property,
whereas Chi-DS exhibited an entrapment ratio of 23.5%
with negative surface, characteristics as shown in (Figure
3c). In both cases, after entrapment of hydralazine, the
nanoparticle formula showed some increase in diameter
and zeta potential value, indicating the presence of drug
through inter and intramolecular cross-linking. Both
particles, Chi-TPP and Chi-DS, displayed similar trends
in release behavior, where an initial burst release could
likely be a result of the desorption of hydralazine (which
is mostly attached on the surface of particles) and later
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progressive degradation of chitosan. Such a reduced
release could be attributed to an increased viscosity
resulting from the concentration ratio of chitosan and
the polyanion, where a dense layer of chitosan might
cause a greater density of crosslinking and consequently
interfere with a swelling effect.
In summary, moving forward with this line of investiga-

tion requires exploring the stability of drug-loaded chito-
san nanoparticles on the basis of pH or chemical
crosslinking for a variety of compounds of interest to us.
Various molecular weight chitosan samples or water-
soluble chitosan molecules will be employed in this
ongoing research. The second challenge requires a diver-
sion towards toxicology studies to decipher any potential
side effects or unforeseen problems associated with the
chitosan particles or their cargo of hydralazine. Subse-
quently, we have much experience in the development of
behavioral, physiological, and anatomical models of SCI
and TBI, as well as access to veterinary clinical models of
neurotrauma to move these notions forward.

Materials and methods
Preparation of chitosan nanoparticles: Chi-DS and Chi-TPP
Chitosan with 85% deacetylation degree and of medium
weight (Chi, M.W. 200,000 Da), dextran sulfate (DS, M.
W. 9,000 ~ 20,000 Da), and sodium tripolyphosphate
(TPP, M.W. 367.8 Da) were purchased from Fluka/
Sigma-Aldrich. Two kinds of chitosan particles were
synthesized: Chi-DS and Chi-TPP. Briefly, Chi-DS was
prepared by complexation of Chi and DS as described
previously, where chitosan was dissolved at 0.10% (w/v)
with a 1% aqueous acetic acid solution while DS was
prepared in deionized water at the concentration of 0.5
mg/ml [26,28]. Equivalent volumes of chitosan and the
DS solution were mixed by magnetic stirring at room
temperature. Once the nanoparticle suspension started
to form, the mixture was stirred for another 20 min.
The formation of Chi-TPP nanoparticles was initiated
by ionic gelation mechanism based on the interaction of
cations and anions [27,33]. Chi-TPP nanoparticles were
formed spontaneously when equal volume of Chi (1.75
mg/ml) and TPP (2 mg/ml) solution were prepared and
stirred at room temperature. Hydralazine-loaded chito-
san nanoparticles were then immediately prepared by
incorporating equivalent volume of a Chi acidic solution
(1.75 mg/ml) and an aqueous TPP solution (2 mg/ml)
or aqueous DS solution (0.5 mg/ml) containing hydra-
lazing (1 mg/ml) while stirring with a magnetic bar.
Characterization of chitosan nanoparticles
Particle size and zeta potential measurements were car-
ried out with a zeta-potential/particle size analyzer
(Zetasizer). To begin, samples were diluted in deionized
water and measured in an automatic mode. All mea-
surements were performed in three ~ five repetitions.

The morphology of chitosan nanoparticles was observed
by transmission electron microscopy (JEOL 2000FX).
Encapsulation and release of hydralazine from particles
The amount of hydralazine encapsulated in the chitosan
nanoparticles was measured by UV spectrometry follow-
ing centrifugation of the samples at 15000 rpm for 30
min. The difference between the total amount of hydra-
lazine used for the formation of chitosan nanoparticle
loaded with hydralazine and untrapped hydralazine in
the supernatant solution was calculated to assess the
efficiency of encapsulation.

Hydralazine encapsulation efficiency
total hydralazine fre  ee hydralazine

total hydralazine

To observe the release behavior of hydralazine from
chitosan nanoparticles, a modified Krebs’ solution (pH
7.2) that contained 124 mM NaCl, 2 mM KCl, 1.2 mM
KH2PO4, 1.3 mM MgSO4, 2 mM CaCl2, 26 mM
NaHCO3 was used. The release of hydralazine sus-
pended in this Krebs’ solution was observed as a func-
tion of the concentration of incorporated hydralazine.
The released hydralazine was extracted at a different
time-interval and centrifuged to permit measurement by
UV spectroscopy. The concentration was then calculated
by linear equation to determine the hydralazine release
curve.
Cell cultures
PC 12 cells with a density of 1 × 106 cells/mL were
grown in Dulbecco’s modified eagle’s medium (DMEM;
Invitrogen) supplemented with 12.5% horse serum, 2.5%
fetal bovine serum, 50 U/ml penicillin, and 5 mg/ml
streptomycin - at an incubator setting of 5% CO2 and
37°C. After trypsinization and centrifugation, cell pellets
were resuspended in Hank’s balanced salt solution
(HBSS) for the exposure to acrolein and subsequent
treatment with chitosan nanoparticles. Acrolein (100
μM) was prepared fresh daily in PBS solution. The Chi-
TPP/Hy or Chi-DS/Hy suspensions were applied at a
concentration of 20 μl/ml in medium with a delay of 15
min after the application of acrolein.
Determining the integrity of cell membranes: The lactate
dehydrogenase (LDH) exclusion assay
The reduction of nicotinamide adenine dinucleotide
(NAD) by the presence of LDH results in the formation
of a tetrazolium dye. The interpolation of the produc-
tion of the dye can permit determination of the amount
of LDH by standard spectrophotometric techniques. We
use the LDH assay (Sigma) to assess cell membrane
integrity after exposure of cells to the toxin acrolein.
The amount of release of LDH from the cytoplasmic
compartment to the supernatantis indicative of mem-
brane permeability. Ordinarily, there would be little to
no loss of LDH from intact cells. However in this assay,
the necessary handling of cells results in some
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“background” loss of LDH which must be taken into
account relative to the damage produced by acrolein-
mediated attack on membranes. The background absor-
bance measured at 660 nm was subtracted from the
reading at 492 nm. Cells were grown in 12-well plates at
a density of 1 × 106 cells/well in HBSS were used for
LDH release into the medium and determination of
total LDH, respectively.

LDH 
Amedium  nm  nm

A total  nm  nm
(%)

( )
( )

 


492 660
492 660

100

MTT assay for cellular viability
Upon exposure to acrolein, the 3-(4,5-dimethylthiazol-2-
yl)-2,5-diphenyltetrazolium bromide tetrazolium (MTT,
Sigma) assay was used to determine the overall viability
of the sample cells as it is an indicator of oxidative
metabolism. The assay assesses the activity of a mito-
chondrial dehydrogenase enzyme which is detectable
only from viable cells by the color change of tetrazolium
rings from pale yellow MTT to dark blue formazan
crystals. Quantification of these shifts was evaluated by
spectrophotometric measurement. PC 12 cells were
seeded in 12-well plates at 1 × 106 cells/well in HBSS.
MTT reconstituted in PBS was added to each well.
After incubation, formazan crystals were pelleted by
centrifugation, and dissolved in a MTT solubilization
solution. The absorbance was read at 550 nm minus the
background at 660 nm.
Cell mortality using the Live - Dead cell assay
To assess the impact of acrolein exposure on living cells,
the determination of the number of live and dead cells
in the total cell population was performed by the appli-
cation of a two-color fluorescence assay (Biovision Inc.).
This assay can selectively stain the live and dead cells
using calcein AM (Cal AM) and ethidium homodimer
(EthD-1). Cal AM typically crosses the cell membrane
into living cells and consequently the cleaved calcein
fluorophore is released which possess a strong green
fluorescence with an emission wavelength of ~525 nm
and an excitation wavelength of ~485 nm. In contrast,
EthD-1 can only diffuse into dead or dying cells and
produces a red fluorescence at ~625 nm when excited
at ~525 nm. The test PC 12 cells were cultured in 12-
well plate at 1 × 106 cells/well in HBSS, and subse-
quently incubated in Cal AM and EthD-1 for 5 minute.
Using fluorescent microscopy, cell viability was calcu-
lated and expressed as a percentage.
Measurement of reactive oxygen species (ROS) and lipid
peroxidation (LPO)
The production of reactive oxygen species accelerates as
a result of cell membrane damage which in turn drives
LPO and toxic aldehyde production. Therefore a

comparison of the levels of ROS and LPO following
acrolein-exposure and post-treatment with chitosan
nanoparticles provides clues for examining the state of
cell deterioration in response to oxidative stress. The
cultured cells were immersed in 1 mL of PBS with
hydroethidium (HE, Invitrogen) at a final concentration
of 1 μM for 10 min in the dark. Concentrations of ROS
weredetermined by the chemi-luminescence assay based
on the conversion of hydroethidine (HE) to ethidium (E
+) in the presence of intracellular superoxide anion (O2

-

). Subsequently, samples were analyzed with epifluores-
cence on an Olympus BX61 microscope using a stan-
dard rhodamine cube (545/590 nm excitation/emission
respectively), and quantified using Image J software
(NIH) to measure the amount of ethidium bromide
uptake. LPO was measured using a lipid hydroperoxide
assay (Cayman Chem. Co.). Once cells were exposed to
acrolein, the level of hydroperoxides was directly mea-
sured utilizing their redox reactions with ferrous ions.
Subsequently, the absorbance of each sample was read
at 500 nm using a spectrophotometer (SLT spectra plate
reader). Lipid peroxidation was calculated and expressed
as a percentage of control values.
Statistical analysis
One-way ANOVA was used to determine the statistical
significance between control and experimental groups
using InStat software. Results are expressed as mean ±
SD. P ≤ 0.05 was considered statistically significant.

Acknowledgements
We would gratefully like to thank Debra Bohnert for her expert handling of
whole animal experiments. We appreciate the excellent illustrations and
graphics of Michel Schweinsberg, and financial support from the General
Funds of the Center for Paralysis Research, The State of Indiana, and a
generous endowment from Mrs. Mari Hulman George.

Author details
1Center for Paralysis Research, School of Veterinary Medicine, Purdue
University, West Lafayette, IN 47907, USA. 2Weldon School of Biomedical
Engineering, Purdue University, West Lafayette, IN 47907, USA.

Authors’ contributions
YC drafted the manuscript and performed the experiments. RS was helpful
in the conduct of the experiments. RBB is the Principle Investigator and
Director of the CPR and is responsible for all elements of the research. All
authors read and approved final manuscript.

Competing interests
The authors declare they have no competing interests. There is no conflict
of interest of any sort in the reporting of these data relative to any author.

Received: 19 October 2009
Accepted: 29 January 2010 Published: 29 January 2010

References
1. Horner PJ, Gage FH: Regenerating the damaged central nervous system.

Nature 2000, 407:963-970.
2. Martin LJ: Neuronal cell death in nervous system development, disease,

and injury (Review). PG - 455-78. Int J Mol Med 2001, 7.
3. Luo J, Shi R: Acrolein induces oxidative stress in brain mitochondria.

Neurochem Int 2005, 46:243-252.

Cho et al. Journal of Biological Engineering 2010, 4:2
http://www.jbioleng.org/content/4/1/2

Page 10 of 11

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11069169?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11295106?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11295106?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15670641?dopt=Abstract


4. Luo J, Robinson JP, Shi R: Acrolein-induced cell death in PC12 cells: role
of mitochondria-mediated oxidative stress. Neurochem Int 2005,
47:449-457.

5. Luo J, Shi R: Acrolein induces axolemmal disruption, oxidative stress, and
mitochondrial impairment in spinal cord tissue. Neurochemsitry
International 2004, 44:475-486.

6. Borgens RB, Shi R: Immediate recovery from spinal cord injury through
molecular repair of nerve membranes with polyethylene glycol. FASEB
Journal 2000, 14:27-35.

7. Fridovich I: The biology of oxygen radicals. Science 1978, 201:875-880.
8. Cadichon SB, Le Hoang M, Wright DA, Curry DJ, Kang U, Frim DM:

Neuroprotective effect of the surfactant poloxamer 188 in a model of
intracranial hemorrhage in rats. J Neurosurg 2007, 106:36-40.

9. Luo J, Borgens R, Shi R: Polyethylene glycol improves function and
reduces oxidative stress in synaptosomal preparations following spinal
cord injury. J Neurotrauma 2004, 21:994-1007.

10. Frim DM, Wright DA, Curry DJ, Cromie W, Lee R, Kang UJ: The surfactant
poloxamer-188 protects against glutamate toxicity in the rat brain.
Neuroreport 2004, 15:171-174.

11. Luo J, Borgens RB, Shi R: Polyethylene glycol immediately repairs
neuronal membranes and inhibits free radical production after acute
spinal cord injury. J Neurochemistry 2002, 83:471-480.

12. Borgens RB, Shi R, Bohnert D: Behavioral recovery from spinal cord injury
following delayed application of polyethylene glycol. J Exp Biol 2002,
205:1-12.

13. Borgens RB: Cellular engineering: molecular repair of membranes to
rescue cells of the damaged nervous system. Neurosurgery 2001,
49:370-378.

14. Shi R, Borgens RB: Acute repair of crushed guinea pig spinal cord by
polyethylene glycol. J Neurophysiol 1999, 81:2406-2414.

15. Merchant FA, Holmes WH, Capelli-schellpfeffer BS, Lee RC, Toner M:
Poloxamer 188 enhances functional recovery of lethally heat-shocked
fibroblasts. J Surgical Research 1998, 74:131-140.

16. Lee RC, River LP, Pan F-s, Wollman RS: Surfactant-induced sealing of
electrpermeabilized skeletal muscle membranes in vitro. Proc Natl Acad
Sci USA 1992, 89:4524-4528.

17. Shi R, Borgens RB, Blight AR: Functional reconnection of severed
mammalian spinal cord axons with polyethylene glycol. Journal of
Neurotrauma 1999, 16:727-738.

18. Shi R, Borgens RB: Anatomical repair of nerve membranes in crushed
mammalian spinal cord with polyethylene glycol. J Neurocytol 2000,
29:633-643.

19. Koob AO, Duerstock BS, Babbs CF, Sun Y, Borgens RB: Intravenous
polyethylene glycol inhibits the loss of cerebral cells after brain injury. J
Neurotrauma 2005, 22:1092-1111.

20. Borgens RB, Bohnert D: Rapid recovery from spinal cord injury following
subcutaneously administered polyethylene glycol. J Neurosci Res 2001,
66:1179-1186.

21. Koob AO, Cirillo J, Babbs CF: A novel open field activity detector to
determine spatial and temporal movement of laboratory animals after
injury and disease. J Neurosci Methods 2006, 157:330-336.

22. Cho Y, Shi R, Borgens R, Ivanisevic A: Repairing the Damaged Spinal Cord
and Brain with Nanomedicine. Small 2008, 4(10):1676-81.

23. Brent J: Current management of ethylene glycol poisoning. Drugs 2001,
61:979-988.

24. Caravati EM, Erdman AR, Christianson G, Manoguerra AS, Booze LL,
Woolf AD, Olson KR, Chyka PA, Scharman EJ, Wax PM, Keyes DC,
Troutman WG, American Association of Poison Control Centers: Ethylene
glycol exposure: an evidence-based consensus guideline for out-of-
hospital management. Clin Toxicol (Phila) 2005, 43:327-345.

25. Liu-Snyder P, Logan MP, Shi R, Smith DT, Borgens RB: Neuroprotection
from secondary injury by polyethylene glycol requires its internalization.
J Exp Biol 2007, 210:1455-1462.

26. Gan Q, Wang T: Chitosan nanoparticle as protein delivery carrier–
systematic examination of fabrication conditions for efficient loading
and release. Colloids Surf B Biointerfaces 2007, 59:24-34.

27. Chen Y, Mohanraj VJ, Wang F, Benson HA: Designing chitosan-dextran
sulfate nanoparticles using charge ratios. AAPS PharmSciTech 2007, 8:E98.

28. Wu Y, Yang W, Wang C, Hu J, Fu S: Chitosan nanoparticles as a novel
delivery system for ammonium glycyrrhizinate. Int J Pharm 2005,
295:235-245.

29. Calvo P, Remuñán-López C, Vila-Jato JL, Alonso MJ: Novel hydrophilic
chitosan-polyethylene oxide nanoparticles as protein carriers. Journal of
Applied Polymer Science 1997, 63:125-132.

30. Yuan Y, Zhang P, Yang Y, Wang X, Gu X: The interaction of Schwann cells
with chitosan membranes and fibers in vitro. Biomaterials 2004,
25:4273-4278.

31. Ueno H, Yamada H, Tanaka I, Kaba N, Matsuura M, Okumura M, Kadosawa T,
Fujinaga T: Accelerating effects of chitosan for healing at early phase of
experimental open wound in dogs. Biomaterials 1999, 20:1407-1414.

32. Qaqish RB, Amiji MM: Synthesis of a fluorescent chitosan derivative and
its application for the study of chitosan-mucin interactions. Carbohydrate
Polymers 1999, 38:99-107.

33. Janes KA, Fresneau MP, Marazuela A, Fabra A, Alonso MJ: Chitosan
nanoparticles as delivery systems for doxorubicin. J Control Release 2001,
73:255-267.

34. Roy K, Mao HQ, Huang SK, Leong KW: Oral gene delivery with chitosan–
DNA nanoparticles generates immunologic protection in a murine
model of peanut allergy. Nat Med 1999, 5:387-391.

35. Illum L, Farraj NF, Davis SS: Chitosan as a novel nasal delivery system for
peptide drugs. Pharm Res 1994, 11:1186-1189.

36. Pavinatto FJ, Pavinatto A, Caseli L, Santos DS Jr, Nobre TM, Zaniquelli ME,
Oliveira ON Jr: Interaction of chitosan with cell membrane models at the
air-water interface. Biomacromolecules 2007, 8:1633-1640.

37. Fang N, Chan V: Chitosan-induced restructuration of a mica-supported
phospholipid bilayer: an atomic force microscopy study.
Biomacromolecules 2003, 4:1596-1604.

38. Fang N, Chan V, Mao HQ, Leong KW: Interactions of phospholipid bilayer
with chitosan: effect of molecular weight and pH. Biomacromolecules
2001, 2:1161-1168.

39. Huang M, Ma Z, Khor E, Lim LY: Uptake of FITC-chitosan nanoparticles by
A549 cells. Pharm Res 2002, 19:1488-1494.

40. Ghilarducci DP, Tjeerdema RS: Fate and effects of acrolein. Rev Environ
Contam Toxicol 1995, 144:95-146.

41. Liu-Snyder P, McNally H, Shi R, Borgens RB: Acrolein-mediated
mechanisms of neuronal death. J Neurosci Res 2006, 84:209-218.

42. Liu-Snyder P, Borgens RB, Shi R: Hydralazine rescues PC12 cells from
acrolein-mediated death. J Neurosci Res 2006, 84:219-227.

43. Burcham PC, Pyke SM: Hydralazine inhibits rapid acrolein-induced protein
oligomerization: role of aldehyde scavenging and adduct trapping in
cross-link blocking and cytoprotection. Mol Pharmacol 2006, 69:1056-1065.

44. Burcham PC, Fontaine FR, Kaminskas LM, Petersen DR, Pyke SM: Protein
adduct-trapping by hydrazinophthalazine drugs: mechanisms of
cytoprotection against acrolein-mediated toxicity. Mol Pharmacol 2004,
65:655-664.

45. LaVan DA, McGuire T, Langer R: Small-scale systems for in vivo drug
delivery. Nat Biotech 2003, 21:1184-1191.

46. Allen TM, Cullis PR: Drug Delivery Systems: Entering the Mainstream.
Science 2004, 303:1818-1822.

47. Sharma A, Sharma US: Liposomes in drug delivery: Progress and
limitations. International Journal of Pharmaceutics 1997, 154:123-140.

48. Cullis PR, Chonn A: Recent advances in liposome technologies and their
applications for systemic gene delivery. Adv Drug Deliv Rev 1998, 30:73-83.

49. Barbé C, Bartlett J, Kong L, Finnie K, Lin HQ, Larkin M, Calleja S, Bush A,
Calleja G: Silica Particles: A Novel Drug-Delivery System. Advanced
Materials 2004, 16:1959-1966.

50. Chung YC, Su YP, Chen CC, Jia G, Wang HL, Wu JC, Lin JG: Relationship
between antibacterial activity of chitosan and surface characteristics of
cell wall. Acta Pharmacol Sin 2004, 25:932-936.

51. Arce C, Segura-Pacheco B, Perez-Cardenas E, Taja-Chayeb L, Candelaria M,
Duennas-Gonzalez A: Hydralazine target: from blood vessels to the
epigenome. J Transl Med 2006, 4:10.

52. Carroll JF, King JW, Cohen JS: Hydralazine as antihypertensive therapy in
obesity-related hypertension. Int J Obes Relat Metab Disord 2004,
28:384-390.

doi:10.1186/1754-1611-4-2
Cite this article as: Cho et al.: Chitosan nanoparticle-based neuronal
membrane sealing and neuroprotection following acrolein-induced cell
injury. Journal of Biological Engineering 2010 4:2.

Cho et al. Journal of Biological Engineering 2010, 4:2
http://www.jbioleng.org/content/4/1/2

Page 11 of 11

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16140421?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16140421?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10627277?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10627277?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/210504?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17233310?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17233310?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15318999?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15318999?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15318999?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15106852?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15106852?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11818407?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11818407?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11504113?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11504113?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10322076?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10322076?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1584787?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1584787?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10511246?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10511246?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11353287?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11353287?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16238486?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16238486?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11746451?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11746451?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16735064?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16735064?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16735064?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18798208?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18798208?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11434452?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16235508?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16235508?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16235508?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17401128?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17401128?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17555948?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17555948?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17555948?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18181558?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18181558?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15848008?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15848008?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15046917?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15046917?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10454012?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10454012?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11516503?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11516503?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10202926?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10202926?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10202926?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7971722?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7971722?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17419586?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17419586?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14606885?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14606885?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11777388?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11777388?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12425466?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12425466?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8599034?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16619238?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16619238?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16619236?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16619236?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16368895?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16368895?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16368895?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14978244?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14978244?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14978244?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15031496?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10837603?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10837603?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15210068?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15210068?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15210068?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16507100?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16507100?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14767494?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14767494?dopt=Abstract

	Abstract
	Background
	Results
	Conclusions

	Background
	Results
	Synthesis and characterization of hydralazine-loaded chitosan nanoparticles
	In vitro release of hydralazine
	The effect of hydralazine-loaded chitosan nanoparticles on acrolein-mediated cell injury
	The inhibition of plasma membrane peroxidation by the application of hydralazine-loaded chitosan nanoparticle

	Discussion
	Chitosan as a membrane “fusogen”
	Acrolein-induced progressive neuronal degeneration and rescue by hydralazine
	Notes on the fabrication, characterization, and use of hydralazine-loaded chitosan nanoparticles in CNS trauma and neurodegenerative diseases

	Materials and methods
	Preparation of chitosan nanoparticles: Chi-DS and Chi-TPP
	Characterization of chitosan nanoparticles
	Encapsulation and release of hydralazine from particles
	Cell cultures
	Determining the integrity of cell membranes: The lactate dehydrogenase (LDH) exclusion assay
	MTT assay for cellular viability
	Cell mortality using the Live - Dead cell assay
	Measurement of reactive oxygen species (ROS) and lipid peroxidation (LPO)
	Statistical analysis

	Acknowledgements
	Author details
	Authors' contributions
	Competing interests
	References

