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[HZE] BB HERWIDGE T A (QDs) A EMAME n 2 5 A K 12K (EGFR) I T = B3
PR RSN TEARRE n] AR BRI A T, ik KIEE QDs 578 2% R SE FEH TR ( Cetuximab ) 20 A B
PREF QD-Cetuximab , KN IR A Kife FREtERA S CRi M B AFLIRIE 40l MDA-MB-468 ( EGFR+)
Fl MDA-MB-453( EGFR-) , 5 QD-Cetuximab 1 QDs 75 & #4740 0 FEME 5286 20 M AR FN o 't 2 0
Bro i+ MDA-MB-468 1 # il 8 H £ B #F Ik T4 100 pl QD-Cetuximab 1 QDs , WLEEAN [w] Hif [1] A5
M ARG RAREE 0 A . R MOST AR AS ¢ A5 50  Hr 8d . R 5 T QD-Cetuximab A2 2H
(40.34+2.44) nm, shAJEHUR (DLS) 25 R R HoK GRife ol (57.85+4.69) nm, HZ5#FE . QD-Cetuximab
W <50 nmol/L B, A MEAHXTAFIE 36>90% ; 1717 4k B 3 25 100 nmol/ L, 4 ML AH X 7716 FFf %2 ( 72.52+
4.91)% ., MDA-MB-468 £ QD-Cetuximab i 5 J& & ) 09 21 898 5t Lk MDA-MB-468 H QDs & & 1
MDA-MB-453 F QD-Cetuximab ,QDs & 19 3758 , R 1k J5 19 2 5 BE a2 122 53 AT i 75 QD-Cetuximab
MR IE QDs 41 5.1 1% (863.36/169.97) . i 4L 73 Hr 78 MDA-MB-468 4%t QD-Cetuximab
F1 QDs Fay it e B2 B4 i3 hn (RG50S A4 (¢ . 12.25~ 3811, P<0.05) ,25.,50,100 F
200 nmol/L ¥&JE T QD-Cetuximab ZH [ V-2 558 5 QDs 4119 HLAE 4> 518 5.4 .6.9 7.4 F16.2, QD-
Cetuximab F1 QDs FREAEMR N HR 2 RAEAENT A2 & H 5B 5 5 1 g &t i 258 AN B I (H g
PRI L L AT WA, QD-Cetuximab ZH 1 QDs 2H (1) 525 1A 088 2H 20 %5¢ Y63 B 43 1) 4 ( 2.46+£0.60) x 10* Fll
(1.29+0.05)x10*(1=3.392,P=0.015), &1 fHEK Cetuximab 1Y QDs & i1 T Xt #3ik EGFR i =K
L BRI 20 B A R [ 52 T 5 QD-Cetuximab £ = BH L BRI R BB A BUIGSCR 1 AT AR R iF— 20084, ik 2
JHERE

(@A) FURMIE 520K R A KT 7 80 PR B s B g 0B, 5 3 1 5 /D B, R
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[ Abstract] Objective To explore the feasibility and conditions of in vitro and in vivo imaging of
triple-negative breast cancer using visible light emitted quantum dots( QDs) as the carrier to target epider-
mal growth factor receptor (EGFR). Methods The water-soluble QDs reacted with Cetuximab to synthe-
size the probe QD-Cetuximab. The morphology, particle size, stability and luminescence properties of the
probe were examined. Human breast cancer cells MDA-MB-468 ( EGFR+) and MDA-MB-453 ( EGFR-)
were cultured. Cytotoxicity assays, in vitro imaging and fluorescence intensity quantification were performed
after cells incubation with QD-Cetuximab and QDs. Eight MDA-MB-468 tumor-bearing mice models were
constructed, 100 pl QD-Cetuximab and QDs were injected through the tail vein. In vivo imaging and probe
distribution were obtained at different time points. Independent-sample ¢ test was used to analyze the data.
Results QD-Cetuximab had a particle size of (40.34+2.44) nm detected by transmission electron micro-
scope (TEM) , a hydrated particle size of (57.85+4.69) nm detected by dynamic light scattering ( DLS) ,
and a stable structure. When the concentration of QD-Cetuximab was <50 nmol/L, the relative survival rate

of cells was more than 90% , and when the concentration exceeded 100 nmol/L, the relative survival rate of

cells was reduced to (72.52£4.91)% (P<0.05). The red fluorescence of MDA-MB-468 incubated with
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QD-Cetuximab was stronger than that of MDA-MB-468 incubated with QDs and MDA-MB-453 incubated
with QD-Cetuximab or QDs. The confocal fluorescent intensity quantitative determination showed that the ra-
tio of QD-Cetuximab group/QDs group was 5.1 (863.36/169.97). Flow cytometry showed that the uptake of
QD-Cetuximab and QDs by MDA-MB-468 increased with incremental incubating concentration, and the for-
mer was more significantly (¢ values; 12.25-38.11, all P<0.05). When the incubating concentration was 25,
50, 100, and 200 nmol/L, the quantitative average fluorescent intensity ratio of QD-Cetuximab group/QDs
group was 5.4, 6.9, 7.4 and 6. 2, respectively. The QD-Cetuximab and QDs probes mainly accumulated in
the liver in vivo. The fluorescence emitted by tumor was not obvious under the high fluorescence of liver as a
background. However, the fluorescence was visible in the isolated tumor tissue, and the quantitative fluores-
cence intensity of experimental group and control group were (2.46+0.60)x10* and (1.29+0.05) x10*, re-
spectively (1=3.392, P=0.015). Conclusions Cetuximab can increase the targeting ability of QDs and
promote cell uptake. Although the isolated tumor imaging results are acceptable, further modification of QDs
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should be considered to reduce the liver uptake and improving in vivo fluorescence imaging efficiency.
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FLIR I BAAAR = 1Y 5 B, HAE Lo Ve il Ji e A
TR R 2 A = L A e B 2R A2 AR
(estrogen receptor, ER) 2 e NI progesterone
receptor, PR) JEJERFE RN FR B A K R 524K 2 (hu-
man epidermal growth factor receptor 2, HER2) — 3%
B1 Ay I i) 2L i i, TR 6 = 3 o 8 T 4 52 R T
9T & B B2 A2 K [ 732 4K ( epidermal growth factor
receptor, EGFR) J&H A7 & ZAF 58 M (A A 851 1
1 = I FLIR g i 5 M T 50% , A X HAl 2 R 7L,
P s Y R EGFR Al AR Sk = B LR g 19 4
LT /R IR YR (LY

i1 5 (quantum dots, QDs) A—FP7EAE Y R~
WE5E T BAT R4 A e v 1 ot oK ok} Al i i
U RS J HE AN T] 3 4 B8 5 (A RT L' 31 30 21 91
o), BA RIS I SIS A PG M
i, B, AR R ST QDs 7Rl —#A 06T
b Z ] WG R, Al S R IR AT 00 A R i 22
R AR, BETHITEECE TR, T,
AL QDs FEAT I M BUGR 19 B g 45 A0 TR B
2 BAR TR G il , HACR TR R ek
REMRMHERTY R MBIEAR N Z ML 65
Gk A i ik — D WEFE, A 5T R K L0 Y
QD625 , 1 1 2 32 VY 2 8 B S BE BT AR ( Cetuximab ) 1
ATELIE EGFR 887, T ik EGFR BN = FAFLAR
TSN 30T B AEAR AR, DL 0] WO QDs 1
PRSMATERSE ] AR AT AT Y JFEAT T AR SR
RER, ] U6 QDs fER AR SR AERLRE R

M RF T %

LFEMRE, (1) R RACES, 7L 4 i
#k MDA-MB-468 ( fi] # 468 ) F1 MDA-MB-453 ( i F&

453) (Hh ERFAE B A AR AT ST B 20 B U
i(») ;Cetuximab ( Merck Drugs & Biotechnology, 2% [ ) ;
KM QD625-COOH (IR & T S AR TP &K A
FRITATEA ) ; PDI0 B ZEHrAE (SEE GE A7) ;
LI AT (EpochTM , Bio Tek , 32 [F ) ; 2 I fE
B AR A ( EnSpireTM , PerkinElmer, T k) 5 8 5
F o 8% (transmission electron microscope, TEM;
TECNAI G2 F20, FEI, 3£ [H) ; 3h &6 HUS ( dynamic
light scattering, DLS; Man 0486, Malvern , %< [E ) ; i
AT (flow cytomete, FC; BD FACSCalibur,
Becton Dickin, 3¢ [F ) ; 063 R A58 5% i ##5% ( Nikon
C2, HA) ;{35 5 6 B AR ( Olympus 1X51, HA)
INEN W) 06 AR 1% R B (in-vivo imaging system FX
PRO, Bruker, [ ) ,

(2) LEsh¥), ok R JRAK (specific pathogen
free, SPF) %% BALB/c nu/nu WEVE#E B (FE PR K
ARl P B S g S0 ) 8 H B 4~8 A IR 5
i (152) g, WFRFEEER, mR 2R oK
B KA B, S Scse e h R OR 7 [m] T =
e S g s Wyl FH A B st

2.5, (1) QD625-Cetuximab £ Y il £ F1
afifl . B QD625-COOH (8 pmol/L) Al 1-(3-—H &t
L) -3- £ Sk — R IR ER [ 1-(3-dimethyl-aminopro-
pyl) -3-ethylcarbodiimide hydrochloride, EDC; >98%,
2 mg/ml | | N-F2FEBE H11: I J ( N-hydroxysuccinimide
NHS;>98%,2 mg/ml) AP AYEE L 1:3 000:5 500 ji
A IR BETHRIR L 30 min, K5 FIBE IR R 2% v
¥ ( phosphate buffered saline, PBS;pH {H 9.18) i pH
fHZE 8~9, LI QD625-COOH : Cetuximab = 1:30 ( m/
m) W HEBIAGUA B TR R E 5853 O 4 h,
4 °C#6, RNFEYIZ PDI0 Heglifk, Zifb/s =4



- 262 - R 50 TR5 20K 2020 4FE 5 A5 40 %55 5] Chin J Nucl Med Mol Imaging, May 2020, Vol. 40, No. 5

BT 4 CHEOCIRER . AR ™ ab S ALY BE IR Wt
FE £=3.55x10° AMEIE K 450 nm 2 S50, %
ANEE BE I A S AR 450 nm 30RO B
B B AR 1T QD-Cetuximab AOHE

(2) QD-Cetuximab #REFBYPERERZ I, FHZ D)
BEREPR S 2 BT 4R T QD-Cetuximab Y3 A& F1 & 5 iHh
S A ] QDs X, B QD-Cetuximab Fi 2 1x
1077 mol/ L, Wil o9 7 A i VR THT L= 60 s Ji5 B,
FHUEAU 22 AR A Je FH R S R L €5, 30 s, i 2 I
T, H TEM £l k42, B QD-Cetuximab #£4 1 ml,
FH DLS 4R /KA RAR TN Zeta FLAT | I Wi H:
FaEE,

(3) Western blot 73T 468 #1453 EGFR fJZRik
Wt 468 Fl 453 B Fh T 6 FLALPY (FEFL L 1x10° />4
i), FF K 2 80% 41 I 24/ WK ( radio immunoprecip-
itation assay, RIPA) 2% 71 fifd, Y &, VK 30 min
J& B0 5~10 min(4 °C,11 000 v/min) , Y58 7,
e AR, RS SR LS h
WIRA, WKV 6 min, L] BT 5 7028 10% 1) 53 &
JREFI BT S5t 5385 5% 1% W 4 I, Vs e K 22 vh o,
468 F1 453 1Y H BLRE A A LK LB b AT E
JEHIK . 37 HUCR R — 9 £ M ( polyvinylidene fluoride ,
PVDF) Ji5F B 535 4k, FH 300 mA B 3 4% 5 90 min,
SR W RS B 0 B S IR Wk B0 1 h 5 A
EGFR BFepEHifA(—30) T4 CHMIRAE 12 h, K5
BE P01 h, w5 BB, H AlphaEaseFC 3k {4
Gy HT R BEAE

(4) AU REPE S, BEBOR B A K IRy 468 #5751
T 96 LR (FFLZY 1x10° N4AM) |, WBE 24 h J5,
BRI E (0.6.25,12.5.25 50,100 F1 200 nmol/L)
QD-Cetuximab 1 QDs HREFEREE 24 h, 531 100 pl,
SR W 20 B 3 7 - M A U Y (cell counting Kit-8,
CCK-8) VA - JC ML 5 95 3 LA 109 1Y LL 3 7 %, 48
fLAm 100 ! CCK-8 i B, 37 C T 2 h, H
B B FLAE 450 nm A GEE . B 0 nmol/LL
AN AE 1 RAE N 100% , FH8 HA e 2 T 0 40
AR A

(5) QD-Cetuximab &t 4 il W AR, 6 BN %X
AR 468 4P T 6 IR AR LA (RN IILZY 1x
10° M4HAE) WERE 24 h )5, 53-8 2 4, B4 3 AL, 58
EZHANA 1107 mol/L Y QD-Cetuximab 100 pl, X} &
ZHANA 1x107 mol/L 4 QDs 100 pl,37 C FiiFH 2 h
J& , BT 5348 4% 2 R W [ 2 15 min, F 47,6-—
JoKk F-2-25 L 5] W (47, 6-diamidino-2-phenylindole

DAPID) 24 5 min, et RO /e fE LR DL
SR TSR 2 2 40 2 AR e RIS O, POk
H 488 nm,,

(6) QD-Cetuximab #EHHEI SR, BE
BOeHE A= K AY 468 F1 453 3 540 T 96 FLARH
(BEAFLEZY 1x10° 400 WGEE 24 b 5, 20 5 & A
[AI¥ (10,20 ,40 .60 F1 80 nmol/L) QD-Cetuximab #/1
QDs HKE SR AR E 2 h, 6L 100 wl, SRS &S
4% 2 BT 5E 15 min, DAPT £ %% 5 min, L {0,
ARG, e AN E DO BEEE 2 T2 il H
ANFEREE Y 2 MEREHE B IS 2Rt B ot .

(7) WM AT, K 468 0T 6 FLAR A
(BALZY 1x10° D4 , WG RE 24 h 5, FH & ARl
(25 .50 ,100 #1200 nmol/L) QD-Cetuximab Fl QDs
PSR T 2 h, 1L 1 ml, RGNS, R
1.5 ml E.08 .4 °C,1 000 r/min #5505 min, FH
200 pl PBS Hi& , B2 E , R R0, 200 pl
PBS 1E N2 AN HRAL 320 A M o B SR A5 1 B8
Z A Flowlo #4740 A, 38 3 58 O 20 9k 5 R
S 1 A TR R HE

(8) QD-Cetuximab FREF7EAK T 254K AR, HL
R KRG 468 il & 4l il 29 , T BALB/c nu/nu
A TR e R HERD 2x10°/100 Wl A 20 i, i ies 4
K1 G HATTEARSIZ S B far e B BT LR AL 53
RSN IR R A5 4 L SE A 2 R Rk
55 100 pl #9 QD-Cetuximab , X} F8 20 28 & & ik 1 5
100 wl B9 QDs, 2555 150 pmol B QD625 TEET5EHEKf
NS BIRARS 2, T2 3.6.9 .24 h T8 0H AR
BRGNS 64350 2 400 #1600 nm, 2 AR 5
B e ) S, B FE B A A R L 2, PR IR R
M5 T B AR A, 9 H Bruker MI SE 417
PGE R, PR IR A LR AR 4% %
R, A A Y A, #5417 HE 34
EGFR 05 Rk f YL (a,

3853 A0, SR IBM SPSS 21.0 #E47 %k
ST AR IES A E R OB x+s RO ,2 411
A Y LR FH PR ST AR AS ¢ K, P<0.05 2557
AHITEE L,

g R

1. QD-Cetuximab R F#E, F EDC #1 NHS i

1k QD625 F 1 1) FR FE , 38 2k 322 3 F1 2 2 19 e g A5 B

QD-Cetuximab, PDI10 4fifbJ5 | LB 45 1 s gk
#L QDs HEH (31.93£2.04) nm, QD-Cetuximab HERN
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(40.34+2.44) nm, DLS 4559 7= QDs (/K& kiiz
9 (38.50+4.41) nm, QD-Cetuximab 7K & k042 K
(57.85+4.69) nm,QDs Zeta A (-16.5+1.44) mV,
QD-Cetuximab Zeta H¥#fy (-8.3+0.85) mV, kift
(B KRN FL A A AR ¥ 6 B Cetuximab E15 QDs 3
TAERE, 72 h Wil QD-Cetuximab B 7K & ki 42 1 5
TE5 nm Z N, FH] QD625 Fl Cetuximab 455 Fa 7€ .
ZINREREAR I F5 QD-Cetuximab I8 A& It £& Fil &
S5 QDs MEATE &, & M K & K 1
7 380 nm, Fx KA ST K8 625 nm, £ QDs %
$2 Cetuximab A 520 HGF R

2. EGFR 7F 468 #1453 71K, Western blot 44
R BN 468 MR H AT 7E 180107 Ab 1] W — 1k 24
SR, T 453 B RH A7 B R L BH S K B 2R, R
468 Fik EGFR B 38 T 453,

.MM EETE, 468 45— Wk BEBR LY QD-
Cetuximab F1 QDs 5 24 h J&, il K24 QD-Cetuximab
F1 QDs e <50 nmol/ L, 4 B A X 4716 R (H
KT 90% , 525 X} BEZH (0 nmol/L) #H kb 22 SR A
B (¢ fH:0.421 ~2.769 F1 0.211 ~2.486, 14 P>
0.05), MWEEFHEZE 100 nmol/L I, 5258 2H Fi X} #E
S 240 6 AH X A T R ) R &R (72.52+4.91) % FlI
(73.02+3.92) % (n=5), 4] b & B, B4k B
T QD-Cetuximab F1 QDs ZH 2 Jd AHXJ 77115 2 2 %t
GiiteFE X (t fH:0.054~1.636,3 P>0.05) , % M
QDs J%E4% Cetuximab Ji7 % H 40 il 75 14 5 A B 1252 Wi
(F1),

4. QD-Cetuximab ¥R £ 14 1 {5 45 F1 40 i 55 3K
3 O M T IR T L 468 K 5 Mk QD-
Cetuximab 155 J5 & LTG5 G50 T 468 F IR S5k
& QDs iR E , W58 T 453 H[FSEH A QD-Cetuximab 5%
QDs 187, HFEHRETHE 468 Fl 453 %} QD-Cetuximab
1 QDs By $E B 34 m, Howp DL 468 X £ QD-
Cetuximab FHEHUHE Bz B 1., 26 BHAE Z W& R4 S v
FEHIESL T, Cetuximab B4FSPE$E ) AT 3 0 EGFR
e IR MR BT A L, PR TR R B v, 20 4

HUARZ | R ARG 0 206 ik B i (1) 1), LR Aok
Y B8 N Al L, QD-Cetuximab 1. & J5 468 T & tH
HIZL A G E QDs JE H ik (1K 2) , W H Image-Pro
Plus 6.0 B2F43 AT S 06 240 At HR 41 ff) R AR Ol B
A3 5K (863.36+£37.21) F1(169.97+20.37) (n=3,1=
23.12,P<0.05) , QD-Cetuximab 1% 1% 56 {5 J& QDs
HEy 5.1 6%,

TN T 45 R R, A | RREH RN &
P, FEAR IR T W E T, QD-Cetuximab 41 % Hi %€
SR 2 5 R A A 3 b (O TR BH MR 3R
~) BIE T QDs 41, WA 25 nmol/L B, QD-
Cetuximab A9 BH # 2 N 65. 4%, 1 QDs ZH AL K
0. 63% ; #JE Jy 50 nmol/L B, QD-Cetuximab F) BH %
IR 90.5% , 1 QDs LHAUH 1.09% ., Bk B 4ksiTt
157, AHAEXT QDs AYFEHCHLZ G i, AL 100 nmol/L %]
200 nmol/L,QDs 21 BH 3 M 9.29% T+ & 43.3%,
1M QD-Cetuximab YHEHIZIT AN, BHA: 3R 98.5% ~
99.0% , X4 ZHAMMT & L A Gom BE HEA 7 R 40 vl
UL, 7E 25.50,100,200 nmol/L ¥ T QD-Cetuximab ZH
5 QDs HIZOEIREE 73 5]y 128.0+11.7 5 23.8+
8.9(1=12.25) 221.3+15.1 5 32.126.4(t=19.92) .
420.3+14.5 5 57.1+7.9(¢=38.11) .606.8+22.7 5
98.1+7.5(¢1=36.84) (n=3,] P<0.05) ,2 4 [L{H 4%
Wk 5.4.6.9.7.4 F16.2,

5. QD-Cetuximab #REFFEM | B AR BARFN 53 A
S 2 AR R AE AR AR R I, 2 LIRS I B 2R
ST, Mg I R UBH S S 5, X A g 4
AT EARBAL , K IE QDs 2H 1] WL/ 458 65k T
Jifi , QD-Cetuximab 20 ] WL/ it A2 7 T il /NG L O
LB R AR DL B B A (TR 3A) . BUSEER
ZH UG REZH A0 Iifred 2H 20 it i A B AR AR, ] LK
062 el 2 27 & H 1 28 R o 6 BR AL, 26 BH QD-
Cetuximab f7 7€ — % B ] P (& 3B) . A Bruker
MI SE 343 H1 QD-Cetuximab 2H F QDs £H (%) 25 {4
TG LTRSS )M (2.46+0.60) X 10* F1(1.29+
0.05)x10*(n=4;:=3.392,P=0.015) , Z R A 51t

T 1 AFEWEE QD-Cetuximab 1 QDs I F 468 J5 40 MIAHXT LG K L4 (% ;x+s)

We B (nmol/L)
4151
6.25 12.5 25 50 100 200
QD-Cetuximab 96.42+10.14 90.86+6.56 91.64+9.38 90.68+2.68 72.52+4.91 66.31+5.02
QDs 98.48+9.58 97.35+5.01 92.00+5.68 90.28+3.22 73.02+3.92 72.15+1.69
¢ 18 0.320 1.363 0.054 0.151 0.125 1.636
P1H >0.05 >0.05 >0.05 >0.05 >0.05 >0.05

IR A 24 h(n=5) ;468 J A\FLILRE 40 iikk MDA-MB-468 , Cetuximab 9 74 2 A FE B Hi A&, QDs gtk 11
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80 nmol/L 60 nmol/L

MDA -MB- 468
QD-Cetuximab

MDA-MB-468
QDs

MDA-MB-453
QD-Cetuximab

MDA-MB-453
QDs

40 nmol/L

20 nmol/L 10 nmol/L

B1 ARSI MDA-MB-468 Fll MDA-MB-453 4351 R [R) ik B i 7 45 ( QDs ) A1 QD-PG 2 B TTBEFLAA ( Cetuximab) I35 2 h J5 AY2¢
S RARE ( x400) . L1055 QD625 , ¥ (¢ . DAPT S 47, 6- - JpkI-2-ZK HEns| W

DAPT _—~
DAPI

B2 FLIS S 40 £k MDA-MB-468 4331 i QD-Cetuximab Fl
QDs M7 2 h R IOILR AR R P ( x400) . £LEHE: ODE2S,
WA DAPL, Overlap N E S

QD-Cetuximab

Overlap =

B (FE3C), B At i HE Je
PG o HE Ye o] WLHES 2560 A0 e 41
YRI5 (K] 4A) |, s A 8k b i B
X e R B 468 I 42 =% i8 EGFR (& 4B) .

it

AT ) Z W T AP R0t 5T, JUHE
TR IEE AL 1) L AN B2 IR S5 T I, QDs AE 8 —
FAT A DETC R AR AL, DR I A8 A 1 5 1
2R, QDs M CIEE N 56z , — B 540k
WOLHECK A S B ML Z B B TR,
AR T2 QDs 1E [l — Uk T [ #1726 8
B X WK H AT 3 20 T 4l MoK F /Y
FEHR AR A G ) TR LD A9, PR 2 2R

A1}
T

)

W 4k

BT E , F40, QDs HeA ALYLRE BT
FHRE 5, w2 S I [A] AR 7 22

ARWFFEFT R QD625 Jy ( CdSe ) ZnS 58 4% 45
¥ . QDs F Cetuximab F¥) 2 b & FEHLAY , SRR LNAE
NERBT, R VP25, 2S5 510
8,24 QDs SHUARITE M IX 4 A )5, 7T BE & R
PR B B s, S BOREE R KR M, QDs
Cetuximab fE M5 & T ERAHIRZ  BilA0%F Cetuximab
) Fe Bl HeAl , QDs R 150 He Ak, 18 oo 45 i 55 e Bk
M FEN 25 G PR Fe B 48] QDs RME" , A
SR LEG 7 LR S | O iR B AR T AR S LR
JE B TR k- 2L B K Y T ¥, QDs
Cetuximab S E B MEI AR E , it Rt 17K
AR, I ENANI 2 R B N e S AN 25 K A
Wi ik T BREHER N B9 ER E P, QD-Cetuximab Fl
QDs HY 3 & 1l 2 0 S il 46 BE AR — 3, P 2 247
380 nm AbH BRI | 7F 625 nm Ab H B B, 3
B QDs R A ) 701 A HO LRt

M QDs IR L4512 i Cd  Se FFHE &% 4
I, TRET TR A — L He i R A A LA
i QDs AR EEVE LA R AR R S — BN BFOT B A
AWFFEIN N 4 A2 T SO 40 i w1 T RE S QDs
AR B R EAE T AN EE (S 2GR ) A N TR
JE (AR 1 AR FEfbE B R e
% ( polyethylene glycol, PEG) ,COOH \NH, ]'"*""

7 AR AR R A G E A BTSN
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'

H 6.6x10%

5.8x10*

5.1X10*

'4.4x10‘
H 6.6 X104

5.8X10¢

5.1X10*

'4.4x1o*
(A

H.’Su.4>(l1

2. TX 10t 2X10

TR BB

2.0X104

1.3X10 52°
. 9 v et 0

B3 AEA/DNREAG AR R TR . A LRI T 5 (QDs) (1) Al QD-PYZH B s EHLIAR ( Cetuximab) () J&F 2.3,
6.9 .24 h( NAFA ) TR B B R 2 AR (8 SR Bl , i 87k R IF) s B R /NA 0.6 ~0.7 em (K 42) B}, 24 h J5 328840 (1, QD-
Cetuximab £H ) FIXHRELH (T, QD 4H) YA IR H L1 AR (n=4) ;C. 18 B 2 4R 4H 47 29 S0t 1 5+ o

P
l;‘gg’;: &
w’«?ﬁ
idY o5 ’Gﬂf
. s I = :S ':T/ﬁr;:
sy
Py
v ".ﬁoj?”'ﬂf‘. ¥ )/ » . ..
@-2- - W"-“,s}f{ & Aol e X : @
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