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Abstract

Objective: To explore the protective effect and mechanism of red blood cell membrane-camouflaged
biomimetic nanoparticle on fungal keratitis. Methods: Firstly, the toxicity of red blood cell mem-
brane-camouflaged biomimetic nanoparticle to the cornea of mice was investigated by and cor-
neal fluorescein sodium staining experiment. In vivo, a mouse model of Aspergillus fumigatus ke-
ratitis was constructed by infecting the corneas of C57BL/6 mice with Aspergillus fumigatus
spores and treated with PBS or red blood cell membrane-camouflaged biomimetic nanoparticle.
The photos of the corneas were taken with slit lamp microscope at 1, 3 and 5 days after infection
and clinical scores were performed. Meanwhile, PT-PCR was used to detect the mRNA expression
of TNF-a and CCL-2 in cornea on day 3 after infection. Then, in vitro, the HCECs were infected with
Aspergillus fumigatus and treated with red blood cell membrane-camouflaged biomimetic nano-
particle. And RT-PCR was used to detect the mRNA expression of TNF-a and CCL-2 in HCECs. Re-
sults: The red blood cell membrane-camouflaged biomimetic nanoparticle was safe and non-toxic
to mouse corneas, and there was no sodium fluorescein staining was observed in corneas after
implantation. Compared with PBS control group, the red blood cell membrane-camouflaged bio-
mimetic nanoparticle group significantly reduced the degree of corneal ulcer and the level of in-
flammation. Meanwhile, the red blood cell membrane-camouflaged biomimetic nanoparticle could
decrease the mRNA expression of TNF-a and CCL-2. Conclusion: The red blood cell membrane-
camouflaged biomimetic nanoparticle plays a protective role in Aspergillus fumigatus Keratitis by
reducing inflammatory response.
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1. 518

FUTE P A1 98 S o o 2 T R 9T ) 1T S5 S50 3R T SRR A 5 ) SRR A R, o A Je o [ S L™
HEHEVEIRP 2 —[1] [2]. TR, dFRICIRGER S AT . A 3 AR A A0 A R T T AR P 1
%, HEMEABER BRI R S ETHES 3] [4]. FIRE IO S AR IC I RORE & BT 1 A B A0 70 B f) = 22
JRIA, L R JORE SOV 5 T S BE AN K SR B, et fie R AR AL 7 1K A, BRI 5 &= 5 AL5] [6]-
HAT, HREEMBER KT T d RSN R E 48, BUA TIR R AYIAAER R % YA R
i HHBEIEZ . IR REFG A7) [8] [9]. JFHME LA U Ay LI B2 JOAE S 73t 1 ) IS 4L 2R 4547
[91. PAIt, FERRZeVER . BEUSAT RO SR kA R SR SN 4 595 o

AR, AR R ) AR R ORE T OR B AR TR R R B R R AP I AR R
SR G SR M52 BRI )12 SRVE[10] [11] 0 ZLA0MRE N2 B =F & R M4, L Rh 20 40 M %
AU WA EA12]. T A A KT LR A TR AN T B R 2 AR 24
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WNidiEaAR[12] [13]. BAR - FH ZMRPLGA) & —FMEE:, T BEH RIFHEMF 2 MM A ) B i vk
MR T AKIBEZ R, AT DS R U RIARE PE[14] [15]. H AT, ZL4ipiEfiA:-PLGA 44
KB RGN FHEME . RIEREITH, PRSI niarE . AR R RIPER[16] [17]. 2R HAE R
BRI P A A HP (R FH R AR . A FEER 7T T LA AR A PLGA 9K BRI (RBCm@PLGA) X A 1 25 14
P £ T 98 9E e N B 7™ B R P RIS

2. MBSRE
2.1, SEHAAHL

PLGA (50:50) 4 3% T~ Hp [E 5 B SN AR I RHE IR A R o VD IRKEFREE . BERR RGPV K (PBS). £
&V ZFR(EDTA) - Ifif A A F(BSA) L T EAL &K E AR . & HHE(500 mL)WET il ED)
TREBMARAR . =& FLE(E i, 500 mL)# LT B TAHR AR, DEPC 7/K(100 mL)gET |
WA TIRAWRAT . JEFAS L 2L T E Avanti A . SZIGEIY) C57BL/6 /N (MEVE, 8 FEN)IA
SETF USRS A RA T, Fra i /6 ARVO IRABHRIRL St 7 sh P F A i . A I
B A A(HCECS) H J& 1R (Fp I R 1) S 6w p Atk S P A0R o 25 1 A 125 0 ol A 0 T o R 2
(L b3 ) 0 B3 B 3.0772 Bk

22. EWAE

2.2.1. RBCm@PLGA Byl &

M C57BL/6 /N FRHEF# K EL 4> ML, FHEAERZT M H A 1.5 mg EDTA $i#t. 7E 4°CF 3000 rpm .0
5 min J& &k EE R M3 & AR, KN E I 1 x PBS P 3 YR FRRE OUER ITRE
FEFAF LGN ITIE F NN 0.25 x PBS, FE T 4 CUKFEHE L MRS 3KAE. 12 h J5, 7€ 4°CF 14,000
rpm B0 10 min, WCEEPTIE I 1 x PBS ¥Eik 2 K. K8k )a yiie K ER, IR MRS o
WRUETE 400 nm. 200 nm R BRIR TR 2 FLIE S5 H

#4 250 mg PLGA ¥ i#/E 10 mL & H e bR G AH, Bl 5 3230 0 0 21 30 mL 4% BSA %, H
BR300 W, a3l 3s, (1l 2 s HA 1 min. KRR JE (IR TRE I N R B PEas i ek .
PR AL 4°CF 14,000 rpm E5.0» 10 min, WEEDTIEFEH 1 x PBS Bk 3 IR Kl DT iE FHRE/K
HEGAEATSAE TR ST

BTG IR R 544 i % 8 10:1 f R LR A, SR A OGS 1 min #8570 R S .
PTG AR 234K i i 400 nm. 200 nm. 100 nm ) B RRIRES 22 FLAK SR H 20 5 B2 AR T8
HUET, 3R RBCm@PLGA ¥y R AR AEAE—80CUKAH .

2.2.2. ABTRAERWRE

K 98 6 R A YL VA T 7L RBCm@PLGA X IE# /N A FEEM . K PLGA M
RBCM@PLGA ] PBS it % 250 pg/mL FITRE . K 5 L IR E W A C57BL/6 /N HHR , AR 3 1K, PBS
AL SR R IARAE g% B (n = 3I2HIR) . FE/NERMAIBHEVEfS 1. 3 A1 5 R, FERG WG T F AR BRUAT A e Ao
BT RGO .

2.23. MEhEBEIRARATF. RKiEELOWE

FETCHHRAE & ik 50 pL M8 th & 5 3.0772 BMREAD T-Vb IR ARE 7Rk, & 37 CIEIRA 13577 3~5
KRG, ELREEEY, HEH 0.1% Tween20 [IGTHE PBS 2t F e - A il 1. 7£ 4°CF 12,000
g B0 5min 57 BiE, EREMRBSAERTER, HIHNELLE 4°CORM T IRFE .
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B 5 18 3.0772 B EEFN T 545 300 mL JER ¥ IR B = 3 O be b, i B a4 R8s
FEFFLE 37°C R 120 rpm #EF TR MEEAERKERYORE, ELEERAE & Tl 5w I Ho H = i
PRGBS . KBRS R 2 B T 0 R, 7E 4°CF 5000 rpm 2.0 15 min,  YEEDTRE L # PBS
Pelk 3 o AEVREIEIUTIE TN 75% RS, 75 A COKF IR KE, KiGa HRELHE EE, HLE
PBS Pl 3 ¥R KT 2 F i B R 4 P 5 75 M (DMEM) B B SE RSB AR 1 x 108 CRU/ML 1 K35 T 42 Bk

2.24. MAEhEBE M AR MREREZEL

# C57BL/6 /N 8%7K & (0.4 mL/ko) M R =, E A ™ S 23 (10 pnL)7E/N B IR
FRE BT 5T 2.5 pL R FEN 3 x 107 mL FRA il 25 1 40 A i TR, AR DA IR IR AL . K N RBEALAY
FEXTEEZ . PLGA 4 FEZHF1 RBCm@PLGA 4b#2H, 43 %A 10 uL PBS. PLGA (250 pg/mL)#i
RBCM@PLGA (250 pg/mL) siMRAEE, &K 4 k. fEAFRJEEE 1. 3. 5 K FHZRLBRAT R ese 40 IEOW 42 /N A
FEFRT IR AR I DL EAT R IR VP43 o WG PRIVT /4% I8 2 BT AR AE[18]. WUER A FR IS 28 3 RI/NR A, HTRE
Fig 5% 20 B (RT-PCR)SZ 36 46 ) H: TNF-a0 &2 CCL-2 Y mRNA £k /K F-.

2.2.5. HCECs & F MAbIE

¥ HCECs #:F0 T 6 FLIR 1, 72 37 CIEIRAh 9% 48 h, FIIRFEN 5 x 10° K O ih 25 14 B 22 3%
1hJ&, NN PBS. PLGA 5 RBCm@PLGA 43, 745 8 h WAL ALt 4T RT-PCR SEEGAL I H TNF-«
J CCL-2 ) mRNA FiL/KF.

2.2.6. RT-PCR

A 2H SR RSO R S B /0N BR AR B4 2 Bl HCECs AR\ RNA 2430 B Tk & E 2% 30 min.4°C
T 12,000 rpm &0 5 min JEWH EIE W R H EP B, 7R EP BN U5 AT, R ETE
H i FE 5 mine 4°CF 12,000 rpm &0 15 min, MR FIER A EP B b . 7E RIEBR NN SRR
SENEE, 78RS EAE =R R E 10 min. 4°CF 12,000 rpm &0 10 min J5 221880 1 BB U RNA UL
VEo 500 pL 75% A E R E O LGS, EiRBCE TR E 2 K. H 10 uL DEPC /K% f# RNA
DUE, 78431 51 Ja S B AR B 1 4 BT A 52 RNA 40 K 5 & - RNA B i 48 B HiScript 11 RT SuperMix
(Vazyme, Fint, "FENFATHE S, ER cDNA B, 575 L% 1.

Table 1. Primer sequence of target gene

#= 1. BMEESIFS

Gene Primer Nucleotide Sequence Gen Bank
. F 5" -GATTACTGCTCTGGCTCCTAGC-3’
Mouse g-actin NM_007393.5
R 5’ -GACTCATCGTACTCCTGCTTGC-3’
F 5-ACC CTC ACACTC AGATCATCT T-3’
Mouse TNF-a NM_013693.3
R 5’-GGT TGT CTT TGA GAT CCA TGC-3’ -
F 5’-CAGCAGGTGTCCCAAAGAAG-3’
Mouse CCL-2 NM_011333
R 5-ATTTGGTTCCGATCCAGGTT-3’ -
F 5’-TGGCACCCAGCACAATGAA-3’
Human GAPDH NM_001101.5
R 5’-CTAAGTCATAGTCCGCCTAGAAGCA-3’ -
F 5’-CTCTTCTGCCTGCTGCACTTTG-3’
Human TNF-a NM_000594
R 5’-ATGGGCTACAGGCTTGTCACTC-3’ -
F 5’-AGAATCACCAGCAGCAAGTGTCC-3’
Human CCL-2 NM_002982
R 5’-TCCTGAACCCACTTCTGCTTGG-3’ -

F: forward; R: reverse.
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2.3. Gt ER*E

KH GraphPad 8.0 #AF#HATHd /04T, THEHERIH X +s Ron. AL ELBCR SR 207 2401, 3
R LK ) LSD-t ke, 453 PA P < 0.05 N7 A Gt L (*P < 0.05, **P < 0.01, ***P < 0.001,
****%P < 0.0001). NS FRERLGITFZES. FraLimlHmE £/ 3 K.
3. /R
3.1. RBC@PLGA ¥t/ iR faiE_E B R T & 1%

97 A RBCm@PLGA e, R MRS 3 A (L) 7 I A0 PLGA Fl RBCm@PLGA % /)h

A b 4l B R A S (1 1) 5 RF IS IERXTHRAAHEL, PLGA Fl RBCm@PLGA s HRJ5 /N A
NI TE B B e AL 2, 5 H] PLGA fl RBCM@PLGA A<= 45d5 f JiE_F  4n i, B BT84tk .

Day 0 Day 1 Day 3 Day 5

PBS

PLGA

RBCm@PLGA

P

7¥: PLGA fll RBCM@PLGA fHRJG, /NRMBMT MR e e, 5IE
WM, SR A SIRE 1, 3, 5 RVYLHEIRRMGA.

Figure 1. Toxicity of RBCm@PLGA to corneal epithelial cells
B 1. RBCM@PLGA Xt f fE_E Rz 4R Stk

3.2. RBC@PLGA %/ R EE M A ERR ™ ERE FMIEKITES

BATRIEE T /N M h B 1 v A R A, 3R PLGA Al RBCm@PLGA RlRIGYT, Y5 1. 3. 5
RAEFBAT PSR, 450 8K, 5 PBS XIR4IAHLL, PLGA fil RBCm@PLGA 4F )5, /MR A
VR R, Bem AR (] 2(a)) . JEGLE 28 3 KAIES 5 K, PLGA Fl RBCm@PLGA Ab A I PR
P48 PBS Xif HE A4 5 2 AR (1] 2(b)).

3.3. RBC@PLGA M{R{FHBE M ARL MR AR REE FRIRE

N T BV RBCm@PLGA TE A X 2 hE SRS IFEM, FATTH RT-PCR il J0H ith 25 7 Jk 4% 3
KJe /N BRI 28 7 TNF-a (& 3(a)) R CCL-2 (& 3(b)) MRNA [J3KIE. S5 REKM, 55 IEH X A
Eb, 08 i R T B 5 5 3 RN A I ZH 41 R TNF-o fl CCL-2 mRNA IR IA & W% T+ (P < 0.0001). 5
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AF 4%, RBCm@PLGA 43 3 d J5, TNF-a A1 CCL-2 mRNA 7KF-¥) 8] & 32 F3#|(P < 0.001, P <

0.0001).
RBCM@PLGA @ PBS
. O PLGA
- 157 o RBCm@PLGA
> P
< —
() 2 o Fkkk
510 ns — Kkkk
: = o =
. : |zme "%y 2
: £ =
a )
e} C 1 1 1
2 DAY 1 DAY 3 DAY 5
A

Days post infection

(b)

W HHIEFERGYS 1. 3. 5K, PBS. PLGA £l RBCm@PLGA 547 2/ i A HE A IR 5T 1 IR AH (2) 51
RE4r(b). 5 PBS #lAHEL, PLGA Fil RBCm@PLGA 4% 1 /N B A A ()™ AL EE A RSy, 2R
it L (*P< 0.05, **P <0.01, ***P <0.001, ****P <0.0001, ns FRERLLIHHER).

Figure 2. RBCm@PLGA alleviates the severity of Aspergillus fumigatus keratitis in mice
[ 2. RBCm@PLGA B2/ NRIHBE M BRI ERE
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1¥: PLGA F1 RBCm@PLGA AbBEX il 75 L5 58 3 RN AR TNF-o (A)F1 CCL-2 (B)
mMRNA AR . 5 AF 48, RBCm@PLGA 4FE /5, TNF-a 1 CCL-2 mMRNA R &K, 7
EGi#E . (*P<0.05, **P < 0.01, ***P < 0.001, ****P < 0.0001).

Figure 3. RBCm@PLGA decreased the mRNA expression of proinflammatory factor in the cornea of mice
infected by Aspergillus fumigus

3. RBCM@PLGA &R EMER LA/ MR AEPREEF mRNA HIFRIA

3.4. RBC@PLGA #P#IEt S EFIH G HCECs RIEXEFHIFTIA
AT 7 PLGA A1 RBCm@PLGA X4 h 7% 1 i # J5 HCECs F{& % Kl -F TNF-a £1 CCL-2 [3RiA

DOI: 10.12677/acm.2024.1451696 2380 I IR = =23t e


https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2024.1451696

VEE 55

AP 4(a), 1K 4(b)). RT-PCR 5 R B, H5ARBYLA ML, W% H R 5 HCECs # TNF-a fil CCL-2
f) mRNA ik THE (P < 0.0001). 5 AF 4AAHLH, PLGA 1 RBCm@PLGA 7] LL & T i TNF-o £1 CCL-2

[l 1% (P < 0.0001).
dekdek
80 8 = Rkdk  Rkkk
% E ©»
E dedkkk Hedekk % l
< 604 T — = 64
Z L z
£ =
g 404 4 -
E )
2 3
2 20- 0 -
5 5
. :, 1 -
0- T 0- T T
%

< ?3 oy o

< > >
& QRN

®

o S
& &
(@ ®)

7#: PLGA 1 RBCm@PLGA 43 i it 25 i J&k 44 f5 HCECs 4Hfiu - TNF-a (2)Fl CCL-2 (b) mRNA 7K
SERsem. 5 AF AAHEL, PLGA 1 RBCM@PLGA 40 H 5 TNF-a F1 CCL-2 (] mRNA 7KK, Z
FEAGHEE (P < 0.0001).

Figure 4. Effects of PLGA and RBCm@PLGA on the inflammatory response of HCECs
] 4. PLGA #1 RBCM@PLGA %} HCECs %Ki & R KIS

4. ¥1ig

FUREPE MR ) DA R E A AR, R EOR, FHEAEE 100 277 A HTE EE AR,
St N RS MR [19]. MRAE R B A SN 2001 FEEE RN, MRS 2% AN
5 KR A TR R [20] o 1 HR M R ARSI 07 A2 A RE O B  EELJR IR . M BUR RIS, S fE
M. AR B, SSEIRKKM. BRI, MR RSSO 7T Rk, B
J&, WIRes I A I A IR AR [21] [22], PRESFEM S, s AR E. HAT, RS
PRI 2 . ARG, Bk = PiRAEAI[23] [24], FEMEAER KIS+ T

FANE bR R IR AME, & EAEORT IRAE T 5200 JE AR NAR I 245 M b fee. H AR B P FL T T
ARV A IRR T, I HIGIRR R 7R KIS 2, MK S AT A b g, 5 E0R R
FER, FRACEE KM ME[25]. Su 58 N[26]MIF Fi K T — ML gH i e 1) PLGA KRk ik =4
A A TR YT S RN AT (1, R DA = A e I ) E . AR R B, 7R SR
JE5 1. 3. 5 K PBS. PLGA 1 RBCm@PLGA 21 i 535 4 WL Y il ge s, &9 RBCm@PLGA X £ fit
Ao R, BA RS e,

] o 5 S AT LA HRARN G JEL AR N AR B B LB 48 0 2 A R IR Iy, TR 2 B U mT DA ik 24 i A
H R AH M S5 G e AP, 5 AR S R 2 BRI G 2 A B ) 98 R BT, A % A RIS T % 4 E A4 AL 1
PR, B RBORB AR ELEE[27] [28]. {HJ2, BEE RIERBCEEIG N, R ESHBCR. &5, A HEF
LRI % IOV 2 T B RV P L 2 2 FL[29] [30]. PRIk, F0t B TR 14 AR R 8 AR Ot B D 98 RE S B % T 4 A
JER TG B B E . AN SZ A, RBCmM@PLGA 1677, 8 i 2% B M £ I 2% /) B Af IS A 2 ok AL
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PR AN IRRTED K, £8] RBCm@PLGA X FLE MM 4 A R EH . BRATHIWFR
Kl 7 RBCm@PLGA i 0 1 25 i ik 4t 5 HCECs 4t i Al /)N B A ISR I 42 (K17 TNF-a T CCL-2 mRNA 7K
PRI, 25K RBCm@PLGA ] FEARAIRE 58 PR 1 3R IA D A i 98 A S N

Zi P&, RBCm@PLGA H AT RUFIMAEY 24, AT LAIAR AR 9% PR 7 B J) 28 i s B 75 B B 1
PR R FECRYE R, D BB A T 46 (0 T T A T 1 R 2

5. BlESRE

RBCm@PLGA EATHURAE I, R LU I oA AE S W AE 01 Pk A 5 8 R DR g AR F o B PR 2
LA | K S T B — DS B0 R R . RBCM@PLGA A S & A HLE BE1E ], 7EI PRI FH o 75 22
SHEEAMEA N JEE TR RA T LU RBCm@PLGA f 4t B B 2574 JL IR R BT R BT
RODWER . Bz, EN—FIFNMIEZ RS, RBCM@PLGA BAG ) TAMIN AT 5, NI E AR
a7 SERLHT T 1 -
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