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Abstract

Polydimethylsiloxane (PDMS) is widely used in microfluidic organ-on-a-chip systems because of its
excellent optical transparency, gas permeability, and ease of fabrication. However, PDMS exhibits
significant adsorption and absorption of small-molecule compounds, particularly hydrophobic drugs,
which may reduce the actual drug exposure concentration in chip systems and thereby affect the
accuracy of drug screening, toxicity evaluation, and pharmacokinetic studies. This review summa-
rizes recent advances in the adsorption behavior of small-molecule drugs in PDMS-based systems.
The mechanisms and influencing factors of PDMS adsorption are discussed, and commonly used
measurement and characterization methods are introduced. In addition, engineering strategies for
minimizing PDMS absorption and mathematical modeling approaches for concentration correction
are summarized. This review aims to provide a reference for evaluating and correcting PDMS-re-
lated absorption effects in organ-on-a-chip drug studies.
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1. 5|15

IEAER, gz 4 € Fr (organ-on-a-chip, O0C) BOA A ERS FE R SME AR AL SR B2 1T 52 212 9%
T, EAIELL . BEVEVEAN DL R ey 2 S QTSR SRR T Y B B F BT [1] e A I AR R B A
HIE PR IRAR AL, A A MR TR R SRR R, AR RS AL LA i A . 4R
BVAH ELAT I CL R SAA BT D) 70 35 S0 B AR B 3R, AT BE LS s F IR N AL G RE AN 250 S S R - B ok
WAEBAR S HR TREBOR MR, &5 DB RONE HE A% 48 — 4R A0 A R 55 3h 49 S 36 2 1] ) 5L 2244
MR TG, FELELIRIL. A AUFIEE I (ADME-Tox) i 78 R S H T RS2 FH AT 5¢[2] [3].

FESFER T RGIME T, MORHE S LIRS R P SE v B R Horp, B T W RE S
(polydimethylsiloxane, PDMS) 1 T-H A7 R 4F (a2 BIE  UARGBETE L AV BAE LR 5 T I A8 A
KILLR— BB ESE F e RS A L2 —[1] [4]. PDMS RIE IS B0t 2B PR R il fl U 45
Hy, JERA RAFRHEE, BN AR B R b SEEU 4 A RO LRI, 5] an RS ADL i R 35 5 B T i
AR, KUEZ s B O AR RS2 Z N[

SR, B o B0 T 7 25 TR A AN 250 0 A ST b IR ASWHR N, PDMS RHRHIR — L5 [ 47 SR
BT HA R ER A XN TS, Rl BK 29 731 BB S AT
PDMS Jy— M B AT BK ML IR e st e A, T B SR S I 2% rT IR PR F IR 2 Al 7 T 4, AT 3
BUG WA ORI T . Toepke SFAUBTFL R WIFE Y, /£ PDMS BifitdE R4, Bk /N7 7 A
SMECHEN PDMS ik, MM FEARER I SEPR 25 MK EE[5] . BEJS Regehr 553t —2 %8, PDMS A fE
g PSR 207, 3BT BERE UK 58 2SS RIS, X A AT o A Ao h e [6] -

FE & H SR G U, SRR R B RS AT RE X 259 i) 245 4K3h 71 % - 25205 (pharmacokinetics-
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pharmacodynamics, PK-PD) 5% £ 77 A T4t #ill1, fERURIE 251k seie i, #5505 25404 PDMS Rt
0 248 A S B e B8] ) 24 W0 FE T R R B AR T4 23R, RT3 B2 RPN 45 SR I I VanMeer S5 75 3%
W, ANRIZGYI{E PDMS H W B R AR AE W] 2 22 57, JF BRI RIS A0 2 25, A4St Jr oA 24 ik A DAL
WFI[7]. BAh, Rodrigues &Filid i€ BHF SR, /NrTA4E PDMS H 3 BAT A S 25 K VA
K, IR FNEFA R ZWDIREE DL R A B s 1R) 45 22 Fh R R 5l [8]

BKIG, PDMS 567N G5 245470 (14 W5 B ) 0 8 s oy PR 1) 88 505 P B AR FE 245 ) D A v FH 1) SR BRI 3K 2
— o AIBRARAZ ] O AR 45 R R, HEFE NS EETTRE 1R EARZR, (045 PDMS R [H s A AH Bt |
FERAGCTR B AR ek DA R 88 i R A A TR o R 7 1505 F P 2409 P 2 S o AR SCAE R e B S 7t it
IR I, HE R 45 PDMS XN T 2R AT S BB R R BRI 2%, R 245 B IR B s i 1) 1A%
WG BV IETT %, LA a0 i AE 2 T e 254X 0 i e I S BRI 2%

2. PDMS 33/ o3 F 2B IR BT A B oM B 3=

FERRAZ AN B T R GEH, PDMS X /N34 5 W A R PR -5 MR A SR i Sz 6 4% SR P 5 1 1 S e A
R W 1PN, NP TAYEABIRIE R GG, H 6T 4E PDMS Kl kAWM, s 271
WO PDMS REWHMRA T, IFEME P RENR S E4. X BEa SBEIRET 21k
PEIZHTFEAR,  MITTRE S PR 25 1) B st B S SR IR 85 R IR - BEAh, #E— €T, A7 /£ PDMS H i1
258 T RE BB R TR I IR, TR I — PR AR AT HE— 2 DR 2R 4 v B 2 DI L 3 AT [5] 7]

PDMS

I sm
s MYFEY

RS
L WM BR IS 2. ZFEPDMS T IR Fff

|

5. 2% \PDMSH BRI = 4% 4. 2 AEPDMS H 5 45/4 Bl 3. /N FIAIPDMS IER Y8
i

Figure 1. Schematic diagram of the adsorption, diffusion, and re-release of small-molecule drugs in PDMS microfluidic systems

1. PDMS AIE R G/ oy FEHIROIREE . i S BRI =EE

WHFERH, PDMS /N1 25 IR AT 952 21 22 F R R S RS2, 6048 2540 70 1 IR BRAL IR R
PDMS FHRHII £ F 5 LA S 128 28 G2 I A 2R 45 7] [9] -

H5E, AN TR EALE B R PDMS W YL B A R . e, 20 (Mg R P A R R
SEWR AL L) B 2R bR . PDMS it e BER B, BRI B R Bk A%, PRI ER /K PR DR ) /N 731
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A Gy st Hi KA BAE R 3E N PDMS MBI HR. BRI, BAA S m ElE K 53 Be R 2 (logP) 25438 1
F UL 5B 2 1Y) PDMS BB [5] [7]

NS EULH S BN oy A A IAE PDMS R R IR AT A, 36 LIEE T IR AR SR E 1 2 PR
YE/NG> T Z5)1E PDMS T4 & Ge b R I L S B PE R S8 RSk, Z547E PDMS H (1R F2
£ 5 25k v 2 00 tH — & U AH G o 6T logP BB SR /K It B 55 B /K HEAL &), 4l caffeine (logP
=-0.07). antipyrine (logP = 0.38) & primidone (logP = 0.90), JL7E PDMS 44 £ i me it b 4138 3 Ak, %
AT 10%~20% [7] [10]. XFE5rFH TR S, HE/KER PDMS &Y A EAE RS, Fik
AN Gy KRN .

a7 TR IE RGN, Z5907E PDMS Hff i R 3502 i g 5 . 140, logP 7£ 2~3 Y[ N AL &4,
1 nifedipine. melatonin /% bortezomib %%, fE PDMS {1 W B b 45138 55 1A 31 30%~50% [10] [11]. 24 logP
0Tt Ent, B EINE . 5T logP KT 4 Wisagi K MEAL 54, 140 loperamide. imipramine A
tamoxifen %%, FL7E PDMS 1A &R Hf45 2k LL T ikE ik 80%, 2 B K84 254 43 T g4 PDMS A4 RHIR IR
oM (10 [12]. [FIEE, —SSmBEBn/K 1786 4k Nile red (logP ~ 5)7E PDMS HH W Bt b 5] 5 25 T ik
90%, IR AR FiAT [13].

SR, AT 2 Pt NS S 250 (R I L3 AT 3 AT A B, AN [R5 40 22 D PR e o 8 2 A A
MR, WA T2 W logP g, 700 1. e BE80R DL IR MR IR AR S5 25 1 2 4R
FERTREFZ I HLAE PDMS 4 FEAT N[14]. K1k, PDMS Wit #2SEhR A& 22 Fh oy 7 BEAL 14 5 3[R 4E
s

Table 1. Absorption behavior and physicochemical properties of small-molecule compounds in PDMS systems
5z 1. PDMS xR R EN 3 FHE IR MHE R R BB R

INIYT L) MW (Da) logP PDMS W fft LU I/ER % ey ik S 253k
Caffeine 194 -0.07 <10%"% Ff} LC-MS Grindulis 2025 [10]
Antipyrine 188 0.38 AT Bt HPLC van Meer 2017 [7]
Primidone 218 0.90 10%~20%" i} LC-MS Grindulis 2025 [10]
Rhodamine B 479 1.90 %7 30%i#t X\ PDMS FL lyer 2019 [15]
Apafant 409 0.98 8%~15%3f ¥ T % LC-MS Carius 2024 [16]
Doxorubicin 543 1.30 2] 20%M¢ B FL Fujiwara 2025 [17]
Bay K8644 389 4.10 25 70% % HPLC Sano 2019 [18]
Rhodamine 123 344 1.50 H S B FL Hermann 2025 [19]
Rhodamine B 479 1.90 %] 30%:i#t \ PDMS FL lyer 2019 [15]
Paraoxon 275 2.00 38 I UV-Vis Hermann 2025 [19]
Indole 117 2.10 AH I I UV-Vis Hermann 2025 [19]
Mexiletine 179 2.10 20%~40% M ff LC-MS Grindulis 2025 [10]
Melatonin 232 2.40 30%~50% " f LC-MS Grindulis 2025 [10]
Bortezomib 384 2.70 40%~50%M Fff LC-MS Moore 2017 [11]
Camptothecin 348 2.70 2] 60%H ff HPLC Gomez-Sjoberg 2010 [20]
Diltiazem 414 2.70 2 40%% B LC-MS Fujiwara 2025 [17]
Amlodipine 409 3.00 50%-~60% "% LC-MS Grindulis 2025 [10]
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Paclitaxel 853 3.50 SR A HPLC Toepke 2006 [5]
Estrogen 272 3.60 2 M LC-MS Regehr 2009 [6]
Carfilzomib 719 3.60 60%~70%" f LC-MS Moore 2017 [11]
Verapamil 454 3.80 HH 3T LC-MS van Meer 2017 [7]
Estradiol 272 3.90 R R i LC-MS Regehr 2009 [6]
Amodiaquine 355 4.30 50%~80%75 & LC-MS Grant 2021 [21]
Loperamide 477 4.40 >80% " b LC-MS Grindulis 2025 [10]
Atorvastatin 558 4.50 10%~20%45 2% LC-MS Carius 2024 [16]
Imipramine 280 4.80 80%~90% % ff LC-MS Grindulis 2025 [10]
Chlorpyrifos 350 5.00 SR B UV-Vis Hermann 2025 [19]
Nile red 318 5.00 >90% " Fft FL Yao 2021 [13]
Benzo[a]pyrene 252 6.10 R R UV-Vis Hermann 2025 [19]
Tamoxifen 371 6.30 >90%M LC-MS Quifiones-Pérez 2021 [12]
Bazedoxifene 470 7.40 26%~56%% & LC-MS Carius 2024 [16]

BEAh, P RS S SR 2 A AR 22 50 PDMS W FRHAT O o AR i, BT iliE
PARBUNTARER TIAREOKR , 28 G0l B A B R IAAARR L, AT BOR AR B X 245403 E (¥,
EZYEL 55 PDMS A R AR BRI [5] [7]. BEAh, WAL, Z9IKRIEE AR oy FAER G I
15 B I [H) S AL R L = R 250 7 PDMS I AT e BN, FEBARIRIEE R AT T, My FREBESHEAN
PDMS AFRFAES, T4 BT IR ARE AT BEIZHE TR, T FEAAR R IR B LE A1l AS[RIVA 7RI 5 th 2
SRS T3 IAT A, WIS g K GURHE PBS H IR W B B 2 v T e A ALV R IS L 6]

STEZ, PDMS XNy 523 W AT N2 21 2 AR R 3R R, 45 70 7 AOBOKE . 2075
WPER AR DA 25 () G5 A A 00 3 BRARPE BT, [N B 5 TS R AN S5 S B SR 6 A T I G . R4S
BOR ARG, BT EERN RN MR SR R R ER R, SRR DO R
W B XS IR BE RS o DRIIE, FEREAT 83 B R AR ZGMIWT FUI 5 B4R 5 25 R 25 W BEAL IR o e S A
B, DU AER PP PDMS MR 25 8 Fe AT s . 6T IR R R, A AT SE ) S
M5 RALTTE A HEF T4l PDMS W4T N TRTIE -

3. PDMS IR BN B 5RIEFT %

PDMS X /)N 731~ 250 AT S RO RIE 70388 5 AV HH 20K FE AR AL R s T 6 . AEZ Bt e, Bl
e — IR B DS PDMS Tzt iy B PDMS MPRMA R, FFELEAS [F] B 18] R A IR,
w3 I R A (i (high performance liquid chromatography, HPLC)BR v AH f it — 57 i ¢ A (liquid chro-
matography-mass spectrometry, LC-MS)ill i& Zj¥19 FE[7] [21] o i LEECSEEG 1T J5 2P & 27284k, v LAVF
27 PDMS AR AR L), AT S AT RIR B RS o FE—L8RIEF b, %07 R IE R 45 45 I 8] 2 41
KFE W BE BRI TR] 38 4k, ANTTT3RAS PDMS IR B 930 ) 2R 4E[21]

TEE T, i — 21T PDMS X245 S RETBAT A, IE S AT - BEssese . i,
TEZ1)5 PDMS ARk fih— BN 18] J5 SE 4 N o 25008, IR 8 v R b 25 W0k FE 224k, LU PDMS
W BB fe AFAE T T IR O R [9] o 85 EE AR B i BB TR Br ik B2 AR A, 7T DA BE 4= THI L Py PDMS
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XNy T 2PN B AT R 1 0T R G2 FE A5

R VA YA FEE A I 7 A1, — LB AT 534038 i 4 BB 1o S8 W 52 Z5 90 7E PDMS H K14& 4 2 58 51l
FEPRINE R 2 2 (BB PDMS THEHEL, 3 3 s 0 58 95 0 250 24 PR P58 B T T 28 4, W] TS 25 W) 7E PDMIS
T BRI - PDMS 23 IC 250, AR S 25 WS S R S SCsE 2 4 7]

LAk, SeulE ot ik TS PDMS W4T 9. 41T DL IS i (ultraviolet-visible spectros-
copy, UV-Vis) n] @ it g 37 hR v i 2R 00 e V9 250 B A8 Ak, T VF A PDMS 4 & Hh (1 25040 A A L [9]
{8 BLIH- A5 . 21 A6 (Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy, FTIR) A T-43Hr PDMS 2 [ fk 27 45 4 A%
UL R 25 S5 kL 2 TR AH EAE A, AR LI B AL B A 25 4415 . [20]

AR BEAN = HEFH T W52 /N5 F-#E PDMS AR 230 434 . filt, FI A Nile Red 8 Rhodamine B
Lo TR RRERT, 8 9O6 B A OO L R AR A v] DL B RS2 4 T4 PDMS T Ut 2,
FEIF BT HAEARL NI 0 ATRFAE[9] [22] 01X ZRT7VERENS I\ 2% (8] E I8 7~ 254 7E PDMS W Bt 547 804 T
N, BRI B i R B AL B IR -

4. PDMS IR MBI BTIE RIE SHER 757k

EEXF PDMS #4 RS /N 5 25 IR 1), E 7038 AR CRE . SEER Ak DL R M i A 2 A 5 T
Seth T ANFE RO SRNE  BVARTT S, I LTV T 20 AR R IBE B 1) TR SR DA B i T B A MR ok P2
Hr I D59 K

4.1. WRPEBE{RRRE

H BT B PDMS W B 2508 14 T A% SRS = SR AR . R IEIR R DUACE AR =207

RIMR 2 — MR BRI %, HEEARJF IR /E PDMS R EIEIEHIRZ, AR/~
TR B BN, AETFIEE PDMS RIHIGI PTFE S5 1HIRE, B FRREUKIE ST 1)
WPHAT s RN — B RE BRI 2 R RE 5 R IEIE R [13] -

PRI U 3 Z 38 L 38 PDMS 2 i s fAHE 1 B oK BRI B AT D - 4, Gl 51N PEG BRI R 45
H), RTREAIRS K B ST, AT 5K 25 IAE R RER K 20 BE 591 23] - SR, UTEERABA W T
FEVEAE T F I AR T S AR BB, AT — 20 U 55 W PR R 2 [24]

FHEZ R SRAVIRIR B A4 R 24X PDMS 2 — RSN A o B o i, RFLRR . SRR LUK
FAIEPE SRR SE MR TR R B, IR IR RHE W R B BRI/ 73 TR B 7K T+ [18] [25] [26]
[27]. PRI, XA RHE TARIBETE 0 LA RE KA ST A AE—E RFR, A LL5E ¢ PDMS
FEAR B U TR o

Kk, fESCPRWTFi, PDMS MEMLH 2. EMTRT, B AR PDMS W RN
ATREEFFIE, RONHR R A A 24547 2 55 U L AEAf 1 1) 2 22 B

4.2. BTHFRBNRMBFIES &

BEAG 2% B O RGUSE A EAWTR S, SR A S50 I 5 A3 A 3 LAHE A VE Al PDMS W BRESX 245 ik B 1 5
Wi o DRI, 3SR RRR B 22 BF 75 T 46 R FH £ 2 B AL PDMS IR B 0N AT 8 R 547 1E, DR iRt
2 R G 24 2 B R B TR AR (LA 2) o bR SEB il 8 MBI S5 S A 5)) ) S AR 4
A LATE RGuHh o B 25 WE ORI AR R R AR RAT A, IS e a5 R R R LB IR SR

TERORIR RS, 259455 tRH7 (convection) . 47 Bl (diffusion) LA Sz 44 K} 73 i (partitioning) &5 i
FEIL[F Yerz[8] [19] [21]. M2V RAEMR I EE R R a . 0 FAMUESTERAR R 8, 38w fEdt 7

liibus
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[ 4% S5 N PDMS APRE S, AT TR 5 [ AH 2 [T R 2 B4 . DRI, PR B ol /R 5N
R C 2 B (partition coefficient) L M2 BT Bt £ K (diffusion coefficient) 25 Jei 4k,  DLIGIR 25076 VTR
L PDMS Z R (A& B . FHIE S 52 /N7 72 PDMS 58702 18] 1) 7 B R 808 L B0 B s
AL, T E B R 29 S AR Z IR RS R . B, Rodrigues %538 i & 2 € 2 Fhii /KNy 1

£ PDMS ISP BCAT N, M3 1 RENS TN A [F) S5 2% A 25k BE AR OB AR, O e B Bt F
it HE S HILAR8].
Table 2. Mathematical modeling and correction methods for small-molecule adsorption in PDMS
5 2. PDMS duh 5 FIRMIE S R S E 5%
FRRIR Y R %0 AR KEZH i) FEH& (eI
8L A 2
I8 - o FC AR A i ST W-PDMS A ORL 2y BE & B RS TERUAL R B/ 7> T 4E Rodrigues
(Diffusion-partition ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂi?ﬁ, #% (Kpdms/med): Tf%&% ‘_E;H‘, PDMS fﬁ: PDMS ':F‘ E':] W 2021 [8]
model) EHEA R BOS R E(Dpams): R 77 RS ((IESE N CRWSE
iR /N5y F1E PDMS [EFL(SIV) E B I M 45 0)
THEREAT e ALl
FiESFIEE A (Mass T RAETIE, B YIHKEC): & HSERIER, € & ff & van Meer
balance model) it W 2 ARV BPEL PDMS AL ER PDMS TR if L 2017 [7]
JE AR AL SR REIR B THIAL(A) HRE RS B TS
i P E
TR AR g 2 A o R OfiE Navier- JUE(u): T HURE SEOH RS I i@ E Grant 2021
(Computational fluid Stokes J7AEMI Fick #~ (D); MEAE R shdvizshisn WHmkE S [21]
dynamics, CFD) OB AR, B(K): JLTES R Ati s PAAGAA R
AL FFAE T TN ZHL B xof 2% 5 77 B
AR B L 78 A
AT (Finite FI AR TITEN 2 MR EURE: A B R MRES B4 /EF Rodrigues
element modeling, WIER 15 9 4 1 RO R TR R TR 49 22 PDMS REFTA o (g 2021 [8]
FEM) BEAT BB AL, PAES St SR A A
PBPK il B RGN HBRRLG M 2 BT8R BN Herland 2020
(Physiologically based — ZAZiysh i, 35l RIATLRRG MR S8 Ob-1RIN &Y Bt (28]
pharmacokinetic model) )\ p ki Bt 2 M 17 2% SMIERT S 2518
IE AT
BN A SEBFMHYYZHONM HRE: SRR BEEN: 4% KRIESE LS Hermann
(Toxicokinetics model) B} [ff 47 4 T 254 #: ¥ #iSH T e TN S5 b FL sk 2025 [19];
ST SR E Carius 2024
[16]
RGH AL RIS R L BB APRRRIRL MR SEE BB AT WA B A R4 Grindulis
(System transport i W38 MR T 25 KB AR LR RS Xt 245 49 ¥ iy 2025 [10]
model) W B P £ S A0

FEMIERY b, A F) % (computational fluid dynamics, CED)RE Rl )2 87 T REA0L M 3% R 4 vh

2yttt #E[21] . CFD FERYIH % 8 I 5K AF Navier-Stokes Jy FEfiidiihizzl, [N 45&

Fick 4 i &

B> T4 BT, FFAEL TR 5N PDMS R I Bl FUId R, AT SR 24903k P 23 [ 23 A
T 5 TR L > O R B, CFD MR RENS [R5 FE R BB 45 M) AU 2% 1 DL R A St 1 A% Jo ik
R, DRSS P 408 R 2% Stz R g N 25 AR 40047 09 - Grant S5l @ 37 CFD AU 254 /£ PDMS
ay EO A R RO R, SRR 2 PDMS W N8, ZR 4t b 25 B Ee R L T RER U B e A [21]
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IS ERR R 5] N PDMS PPRMT HCRERN /) BE R 5, AT A v ff R P00 245 ) 0 308 T w100 R B A6 B B A )
H BB, NI SEER BT R 45 SRR SR LB IR A 1

EBEERNZHEE O RGAT, AWTEARFRIHLBHZ 7] 1) 51010 7] 582 B R RBEAA AR B0 1547
NI o DRI, —SSRIF F0KE 8% B0 SR IR B 5 A H 2 Sk 26 5)) 2% (physiological ly based pharmacokinetic,
PBPK)#E R A 45 A[2] [28]. PBPK AL b & 37 % /A 3 24 FH OC 1K 24540 3 A = (compartments),  FEF| FH 2%
. HENEREESERBRAMER NI AR . ERESHRT, 1 PDMS MEMESR
ML) “ORPHERGEAE ", ol 5 AMEL S S EUE IR SLI0 7k R R 25 BE A4, AT i fA A 5
3645 TR R N 254047 N AMERI AT SEME . Herland 2R8I 228 B0 /405 PBPK B A, S8l T XA
IR ZIARBN 15 I L B TR [28] 5 1T 5T i 32 HE R 234X 80 ) 2 (toxicokinetics) B 8 ) 2% 508 A
ARG 2GR BE AT IE, DA VR fff 1 000 245 9 2 3 /K 1 B L 1 S 2 [16] [19]

IeAh, TESEFRREE R G, 9P A AT BB R 2ETE PDMS & 7 # kL L, 38T BB R AR TR IR A 16
il W A B AL R A AR T . Winkler Z5[14]H1 Grindulis Z5[10] BT LR, 1E—SLa Bt et R 48
H, BB RIIARE B RN TS AR S, T 254k B /= A T B sml . Rl 7EEE T3
R 75 B A B EAPRIR I . TR DL RGBS EE SRR, AT R i A 24 4 76 B A
RIS RGF IERAT N TR, —SREPEE S0 850 B BRI LR 771k RS54
O NAERIHELE,  DUBE X SE I R G REAR 25 A A T R TN A% 77 [10] [19].

SRS, HATERX PDMS WS B il 5210 A v 8 s AN ELFE DRI I R B AR BL 3 TR D715, I dE
BT RO ERIEFFIE k. o, 454 CFD 5 PBPK 12 RE @A 7L RENS [R5 e A4 5l 12
BB LA R R 2580 2803 78, BN AR AR RS B8 2P v AN 7 (1) B B R e U7 1] [21] [28] » i B 5k
B I AR TN AR 45 &, WA R R A B O T R AW R B R VA A I, R A b St
S0 ] 2T A B TN E 7 -

5. Wig

JLE PDMS APEHEE A #S B8 SR R AP0 B I S addE M DL R A R A5
B, A XS NG - 23 (PR B IR UACA T S AT A 5 ) S 56 45 R R R P R DG B i) /2 — [5]-[ 7] R TR R B,
PDMS Wi B$47 032 Z R R AL F R0, IS 2B R BT . AORLEE FI R A DA K S8 26 145 [8]-[10] . 451l
i, BKPEEGRI)/ N T A SN PDMS RIS KA S B, Mo TR WERER LS T
GEMER R AR A MR Y BT . R, UK — S50 logP )443 Xk LATHE i 00 245
YI1E PDMS R W BRAFREE, AT HG IN48 B O 29000 98 25 SRR I B2 A (7] [8]

HFEAIC PDMS IR BRERT S B0 45 S s2 i, A TR 4R H 1 2P TRESRRS, QFEARSE . R iR Z LA
BAMEEE 2. BN, e PDMS K A4 PR 2 (A1 PTFE W)= B sol-gel citk) b /Ny FiEN
MBI EB[13] [20]; @I 5I NP SRS MR nT 7 — @ FE S LB IR 2 AR S0 9 B [12] s b4k, SRH
SR BB R AR B A L AR PDMS, [RIRE RSk 250953 55 [18] [25] [26] - SRTH, X &L 7572
T FEAR R B 7D [T Bt P R SR AR 1) R, 9 i E e AN S Rh I T 82 3 B A i M B
I, fEFZARESCHRRIRASAEH PDMS Mk, il i oA T BOS AR B 80N AT PPl AR IE o

TEIX—H 5N, TR R B 1E 7 V200 i i o B LT 5 77 1) a2 25975 PDMS 57
WA B R BN B R EL, IR XL S5 NTT B A /) %% (CFD) A5 B B A= 21 5 5L il 24 311 % (PBPK)
BRI, AT DLSE AR OIS B S R G B SR FE[21] [29]. U7 VERENS RN R AL . A
FHR PR DA RGELE SRR 2R, T A S0 45 SRARBR AN T B TSR e k4 . At #3430 i
PR T I EE B8 KA A FR FE KT, AR M58 45 3L A 9 23R4T MR AERA 14 [16] [19]
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IR, AR

RECARLSL, LA SE R SR 0 I BTV R R AT ST PDMS W AT 9 RO B SRR . H AT H T VA B
5 LC-MS 5 HPLC ZE43AR, it e Rl 5 57 W v 265 Wk P Bt g [0 A2 A R At SRR B ELAFI[8] [21] 90
JAGTTEN AT T WS /N 73145 PDMS H (1125 (8] 73 A, 540K Fil Rhodamine B =X Nile Red £55¢ Yt FREH 73
FrEy BT oN[15]. ATk, B2 EOR Mg THHE PDMS WERHI/N e 73 HGE 8, FIETER 9t
PRICHIIE DL T SEBUR 73T IERAT I AT B RALE[29] -

HAFERMZ, PDMS FORHHIE vl BEAFAEW MY - PRI R, RIARL N 6 A7 O 29 4E — € 26 1F N
FUFTREBCEIE R, ARSI “RRRCIZ 8" (K147 09[10] [15]. A RTFLRM, %Rl & RN
PHUEHI SRR, KR 5257 PDMS Y HUR S MR - I B R 2L L PDMS 52
SRR, ERFFIET R EBs b, PDMS A% 77 254 mT BE e UMRIR FERR I, AT 5%
M A 2 P IR LS 254 2 B KT

AT, RS ESRIIE MR TR DA T, AR A P PDMS ARG
LSRRIV . BEE &% B O BORMA RS, S S IAERR AR Il T iR A AR, KAy
Bh 5 mas 5O A AL WRIE . B TEVPOY AR 29AREh J1 At Fe o R A E ] [2]
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