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Research Progress of Plant Extracellular Vesicles in Tumor Disease
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Abstract PEVs (plant extracellular vesicles) are nanoscale bilayer vesicles spontaneously secreted by liv-
ing plant cells. PEVs encapsulate lipids, proteins, nucleic acid and many other biological information molecules.
It can be used as a therapeutic agent to play an anti-tumor role by inhibiting tumor microenvironment, regulating
tumor metabolism, inhibiting tumor cell proliferation and metastasis, promoting tumor cell apoptosis, inhibiting
angiogenesis of tumor cells, reducing drug resistance, regulating the intestinal flora and inhibiting inflammatory re-
sponses in various ways. It can also be used as a drug carrier to deliver small molecules, nucleic acids and proteins
anti-tumor drugs to play a synergistic role in the treatment of tumor diseases and improve the therapeutic effect. In
this paper, the biogenesis, separation methods and component analysis of PEVs, and the research progress of PEVs as
drugs and carriers in tumor diseases are summarized in detail, in order to provide theoretical reference for the research
of PEVs in the field of tumor diseases and promote its practical application in the treatment of tumor diseases.
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B8 2 (R FE RN, AN TG EE A A Hh B e 43 55 tH S5 304
SE R RN T BE T A LA EV's, R N EVs(plant
EVs, PEVs). Z I 7i% M, PEVsae# R IMH 5 i
GEFEVIARAL 2 B D e, RIEDUMIE YR ITE
FAB TR N 25 AR, o AR 2R R B R 245 )
HIE R HARAH M, AT B K BIR b B A 4 A 2 P A
JRL AR, 5 e A R IE D RNE IR . It
A, PEVs O 4E ) P4 Al i@ i TREAb sl sk — D 15,
L e LR e . X SRR 15 PEVSTE R
P Ip R IR T SR AR TSR, R R )
FART S BRI, A SOMHE SR PEVSTE IR 205 HH 1
WEIEHE REEAT SRR, )5 SR 5 35 i B B A o

1 PEVs#tif
L1 £¥%%

& HHTHE T, PEVSH RER =Rk AEigte: 28
& (multivesicular bodies, MVBs)i& {5 42 [H LY
JI %% (exocyst-positive organelle, EXPO)I& 1% itk ifd
wE(E . Hi, MVBsi RN N2 PEVS R A
FFEI&E, e YL 24, 5 Tetraspanin-8 &
PEN 1 AH 5 ) 2 N #£ 34 (intraluminal vesicles, ILVs)
MVBsi& A2 73 W E| 401 4R 31358 B4, k4, POULSEN
SECHERT T T 5 AMER S Y AH K K EXO70E2

Cell wall

HEEMR, BRI T —H5 EXO70E23: & 17 (1141 i
#——EXPO. EXPOTEIEA F5MVBsA A, XL
P EXPOELI I N TR BG5S RL &, B3R 2
JEFE R R P AN A ES . R B R AR
VA L R SR AR I I R G, T IR S
J R R S R R 1, AR R AR AR 1
FRECT HAR B A ISR, BRI AR D .
1.2 9BH*®

LI 2 B R R ARG S RO
B0 iE BB IEVE S RST HEPH B 02: L SRS iie v
HUKRBGENTE . IR AL, MRS, =
BB 0SS T EVs 5 A R o) 75 25 B R/ 11
ZESE, B IR DB O K B0 ] BEEVs
M i 2 B H R AR 70, 2 PR B B O e A
T2 B OV — TG A B EOR Gl RAE SR
T B AN ] AR P2 56 2 P A i (a7 R sl e D e ) TS
TEHRE B0 2 J5 , PEVsTE B0 A 1 30%~45% 1 Hi 5%

JE )2 2 [6], B BT B A 2, AT 1S 2 AR
(I PEVsI®, 8 V2 3 T 7 BN R SF RN

BB, BB AT R E LR 10 I IR A AL iE
ZE KL, A b AR L B4 A, A SR AN 20 T 5
I PERE, AL BV R TR BIE AR R, M
111 23 15 AN TR RS B R BORE e RS R PH € 382
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Fig.1 PEVs biogenesis graph (this graph is drawn by the Biorender platform)
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5L Al I EH R B 2 LI B
R kL, BV s RUSF KT Bk i ks fL A2 I R AN fig
HENALAR, d i B R AIORL 2 [] ) ZE B e Bl e i ok
T A RS/ T 5 JI RURE LA 1) 0 i 2 i N P it
LN BB, DRI A% 450 S K T A R e i L ke, AN
M5 B 10, JRA W Pi e v 188 I & 7+ 5
W), W% £ —BE (polyethylene glycol, PEG), 354+ {4
S5 G B K T, B BV A RN 3 Bk, B
I I B O EVSTTRE TR M, ik B IBGE ATk
s —MAHEVs 5EHIEALAR AR, 456 HikE
REZIEVs 7 BRI, GGk g — Mt T
PR PR TAEH , SEBUN EVsRARE 722 PR A
RIS, R B Re P EVs I 2R S i 1 5 vk 13,
R F AR RIS EVSIIR/N . TEAR SV B R AE 2
T BRI Hordy ) RO E RERE S A
JEBS ORI 240 B PEVsi 8 FH I 7. X
e B TESHRBMA R A (F ). Bk, ME
Yoy B AU SRR VSR B Bkt
HAT IS — 7 B heali 7k . 75 LRI BRI
AR SRS EVsali B B R DA K S 4% 12

3R, B FEEE I 7y B IR AT %, B R 2 M7k
A T R S, ASRASHH A2 0 AL 7 SR E Vs
1.3 Wt
PEVsHL & ZRlpsr, Wi
LN O A (B2) o
1.3.1 PEVs¥ & fg/t  AEFUZ PEVSH AL EE
A5y, HATH H#EE AL (thin layer chromatography,
TLC) A AH € 3% —Hf 65T 3 (liquid chromatography-
tandem mass spectrometry, LC-MS/MS)#t 4T 7 #7 .
PEVsH (/)i 57 3 252 il IR AH- i, A0 55 8% IR % (phos-
phatidic acid, PA). B/t H#8 (phosphatidylcholine,
PC). 5L H i (phosphatidylmethanol, Pme). /i
Fik £, % (phosphatidylethanol, Pet). Ff3 743k — g
“HyH (monogalactosyldiacyglycerol, MGMG). —FLH#
HE L H il (digalactosyldiacylglycerol, DGDG)A!
Hil =8 (triglyceride, TG)ZE U7, JBJH7E PEVsHI
T NI R h R R E L, OF HLRERS A 2K
W55 PEVSIN B RE T A LA FEIR T Id . Wk
7% EVsH 3 AT (¥ PA S BV24H i o 14 i S 6 B4 52k

1 1(brain abundant membrane attached signal protein

EAR. ZIR

*1 PEVsHEFENRBRSEEMU LI

Tablel Comparison of the advantages, disadvantages and optimization points of PEVs separation methods

I ESTT i

Separation methods

Advantages

75

Disadvantages

AL 5 EE BN
Optimization points Reference

Differential centrifu-

gation

Density gradient cen-
trifugation

Ultrafiltration

Size-exclusion chro-

matography

Polymer precipita-
tion method

Electrophoresis-cou-
pled dialysis method

Immunoaffinity
method

Microfluidic technol-
ogy

Technologically mature, wide ap-
plication range, can be produced
in large quantities

High product purity

Relatively complete product
structure, simple operation, short
time-consuming

High product purity, relatively
complete structure, short time-
consuming

Simple operation, no need for
specialized equipment, high yield
High product purity, short time-

consuming

Strong specificity

High efficiency, easy to carry,
high degree of automation

Products are susceptible to damage,
low purity, requires specialized
equipment and a large amount of
time (>4 h)

Complex operation, long centrifu-
gation time (>16 h), not suitable

for large-scale production

Low recovery rate

Low concentration

Low purity

Complex operation, limited separa-

tion efficiency

Low yield, high antibody cost

Low purity

Use pectinase and cellulase to
treat samples before centrifuga-
tion'"”); add a thin layer of high-
concentration sucrose cushion at
the bottom of the test tube!'®)

None

None

None

pH4 or pHS

None

None

None

(7

(7

9]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]
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Proteins \c‘

s 5?‘ N D circRNA K Pet
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E2 PEVsHILERLREE (L E fHBiorenderF &4 1l)
Fig.2 PEVs component graph (this graph is drawn by the Biorender platform)

1, BASP) &5 & HAIU I L FHFH 0 &M EVs
) PCAT BT FL AL Je bl ed B BR A RF4H R TSD-27
W, AR T H M iE B AR IE R P NS EVsH
) PC RS A BT 28 33 M i B s 1. A2 2 EVsHh
(1) PARENS 5 2 B b bk B8 p b ) AL R 455 B B
35(heme binding protein 35, HBP35) &k 4454, #iH]
R I K R L B PR B G, AN TR ZF R 98 B AR 1Y)
1BIT R,

1.3.2 PEVs¥#9%&&M  PEVsHEEANIE
H. M A . GTPases(Rabts i ik ) M JIk AN %
TEA R B A A B, RS Fi 48 LC-MS/MS
RN IR VR M B i B i FEL K (sodium dodecyl sulfate poly-
acrylamide gel electrophoresis, SDS-PAGE)/ 1T EVs
TAME BT, e R B AT E M A
SE AT, FEEE G A B AR H I Reidt AT IR
N, A BT 7R EVs 253 D Be IR IS I K
AHLH] . AICHENAEE FILC-MS/MS/3# KBl 5T %%
AR A A TR R BT A, R E 446 M B E .
W AEYE BEAR SN K, il 40M Y
FEE . SRR AR B E A AR B e, 11
UM AE AR R AV 1 B A DG B
AH SRR I — P L BE T AR . BRI
EVs H BT HIbrE B E AT AEZCD63, CD81. CD9E5 iR
A Z AT HSPOORAR 50 8 1 50k 4. PEV YR
[Tz, AEMTT T H SR G E R e . AT
TR, bk A R PENT. ABCHI& & 4 PEN3 AN

Tetraspanin-8 1] B & PE Vs 1% F 1 br i 8 1 29,
EE AR 22, G sl 2 ik 75 i —
WEIIE

1.3.3 PEVs¥ #9488  PEVsIEER %S ¢ E 22
RNA, FEHFE/NTPERNA(small interfering RNA,
siRNA). /N RNA(microRNA, miRNA) IR
RNA(circular RNA, circRNA)Z£ P71, Hp | miRNA
A 5 k) Fh T BR 2 5 ] ) 25 DR 3R T4, AR 95T
BT TR R PR B Y RER 4t FU A
BT JAEDE BRI ILIR . a1 YINSE )
10 I e R A AR 22 B miRNARE , R AR 22
HMNIAMAR A 27 IR KL= B miRNA, i3 — 2§
RPN DIRE MR B, IXEmiRNA EE 25 R E
AT AR SRR MY . miRNAMSCEUHE N PEVs
I TNRERE FEBE5E T ORI, BAE AR 1S B
KIE, B BT E R K] e 2> 187~ PEVs 5 2 ¥ 24 3
TEH

1.3.4 PEVs¥#/ o FEMKARS  PEVsHEH
LN , R IR B Dh e B %
BEVER . W AT EVs A PUME AE R ULEE bt
B~ PUARAE R BBk 3B 1 B BLEE EVsth R P
FALIAET R MR, IR R CPY. B3
HEVSHEILR . PUMBERFE T, Ml 2= 3-0-H % b
¥ (quercetin-3-O-glucuronide, Q3G)F1 1L £ -3-0-7F)
%I HETF (kaemp-ferol-3-O-glucuronide, K3G)®, K
EVsH &G 10978 B0 K OC8 B r  T 0,
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2 PEVsHNHIBhEE B9 E R HLHI

PEVs{E a7 714l e ) 4 FH AL L3
2.1 HHIAE IR

G 928 0ok 44 B A B (tumor microenviron-
ment, TME)™ 5 1 1 HLAA X o 7 A 10 G 2%
7, BETT IS 15 T G S B B bR iR T AR . H
B, 7RI PEVs Al @ 2 #7752 5 e 0 %
REP TR, Be 1 TME R 1 S e f ] . £ il
P/ BB AL b T AT AR 1 EV sl i 4% i 2R A
DNA (mitochondrial DNA, mtDNA ) & 1R IR
PR3 P — T PR ZE DR 1 (cyclic GMP-AMP
synthase-stimulator of interferon genes, cGAS-STING)
T, M ELE A A M2 T (i i e ) il AL 2 M
RACCIIRE), B T PD-L 7] (— 7 J5 R G ek 75
AR XS /N SRR BV ROR , JF BN T /N
fiJEE A CD8* TN g (4 M2 1k TR ) L5, AT 4
ST PUMR B I N, NIE T X it 4 P P R
[FIFE, N2 EVsAb B2 5 5198 240 i ol A7 XU ik 5

Wik 210 il A M2 RS AR A BIM LAY, 8 TMEH CD8” T4
g b A3 55 386 0, i CD4 T4 Cirli Bl T4m i ) A i
T T (regulatory T cells, Tregs) b5 & 2 i 2L,
XA I dH A B A B 23 i e 24 i % o
AR A 5 (PD-1. TIM3FIICOS) IR iE /KT, I
fEREEE 2 1350 T4 W] TMES24E B, fRi {1 —
T i, WANGEE PRI NS T4 1 EVs 5 g
2 Jio JI55 499 K J0K7 (tumor membrane nanoparticles, TM-
NPs)Rl A, il & 7 — PP T BRI bR S AL
e A FE YN K BURL 3% 17 (hybrid membraneb nanopar-
ticles, HM-NPs). EVsfili 5 n] 3% 55 b 5 IR 41 i (den-
dritic cells, DCs)X} &R Pt & WRAE R/, (et
DCsH, M TS 20 i 25 14 Tibk 40 i (cytotoxic T
lymphocytes, CTLs), 1 Bk B4 it Je 40 fi , 400561 ik 78
SR MR 5 45 MBAOJES Bt A 78 v | HM-NPs A [
IS 2 R 2 I KN R AEAF I . YANGEE PTR]
FH N S R AT A2 (1) A WA PR FE G oK BV il i 1 —
FAT B P KRR, 2Kk I I 32 EVs il

e oo
» PEV % A
; % —@®
4/\/ J_ \ / M2 macrophage M1 macrophage
CGAS  premmseee e / \ v
i e ©
l ; @l ' PD-Lll PN NN PN XA
i CD4'T ! ! C) l ! Immature DC \ TP AC AC A GPX4 ARG1
STING @ | :
/ X ,/li L TIv3Y 1 / l l J_
0 : =
I L. N Ic%s ! ® O MAPK a PL- PUFA OOH mTf)R
%;9{:; —® [ Matured DC Memory MDSCs Tbet
M2 Ml T cell
macrophage ymacrophag @
Ferroptosi!
CTL CD8'T
CD8* T \\

Inhibit tumor microenvironment

Inhibit tumor cell proliferation and metastasis,
promotmn of aj opt051s

Regulae turnor metabolism
Inhibit inflammatory responses
Regulate the — T ________

T NV Gl intestinal flora TNF-a
: : M Reduce drug
G2 S ‘G 2 resistance IL-6 ‘
T '\ Inhibit ‘
& angiogenesis IL-12
5 : - et / o
: Ccnell ; S ad e L0t
""""""" ] Mltochondna damage MGADDA45A ,j By N
Mdm2 T i Cdk2 | E = o g

CdknlaT Ccndll P53 Caspase3 CAFS

..........................

Benefical Harmful

/ i PI3K/Ak}/mT<STTT3 W h

B3 LAPEVs{EARIGTT 7 105 e o B9 A HLEI (Ll Biorender S & £27H)
Fig.3 The mechanism of action of PEVs as therapeutic agents in inhibiting tumors
(this graph is drawn by the Biorender platform)
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T Sfe ik WV i A5 1 1Y OVA257-264 1k (OVA-Mal) 45 &,
LR SDEN@OVAE 54, M=, 2
TMEH A5 5 1 S 2 ], IF212F DCs UL
TEICAZ TEH M, [ s o2 5 s 400 1 48 i (myeloid-
derived suppressor cells, MDSCs). TregsflM2%! =
I 2911 B 1) L A7) S 255 P2 ARG, M1 28 g 4 o g B g O 2
Whn, R EVsH] I R D RE kY TMER]
Fo B ANHRES , 0T R I A BT AR . &
2, PEVsHE#EEA 2 507 TME, i KH#RTT
Ji R T A
2.2 iEERRE R

SEbr b, VR 2 R 5 AR 9%, PEVSHGIESE ]
R AR . A SRR E A 15 5 1 R R AL
fi#(thymidine phosphorylase, TP)Z&iA& T, M il
TR T HE 12 1% (pentose phosphate pathway, PPP), Ji
/b PPPAH K 1) fi B A2 sl AR e B = 4, 1 — 2840
1] Ffi 6 ZH 0 (A549 . NCI-H1299) [ 4 5 Fl %% 5 081,
¥ EVs b BR 45 B iz 4 a4 ) 1 2 5 R TR Mk
B R T g B AFRIGHE (acetyl-CoA carboxylase,
ACACA) &Y, FEUT NENTR G RZBH, M dE
TP MAPKOE % S 80 Btk 40 B yRg -2 258 PR AH O
FET- ¥ E 8 [ (Bcl-2 associated agonist of cell death,
Bad), #0540 B i A AN 5, R FESUMIEAE R,
I HEVsab Hxk A i 45 57 41l HS-5 ACACA)
ST B Ak, BRAET R — PO . JE
TR A AE T 7 30, g bR it Ak
MR R B — RS, 5 RAIMIET S R, SRt
JEFVIA 1O 2 I H KT A A P 4(glutathione
peroxidase 4, GPX4) & i it ik S AL AE FH 1 35 229 By
A, AT T R R AR M, B
AT BRI 5T R EIA DL 2 AN IAA T 3 T T b 2 R A
B A RS (system xc, xCT)A GPX43KiA, FiiK
B FL 5 A A B 4(long-chain acyl-CoA synthase
4, ACSLAKIL, FHRFUL AR R, NiE T
s 2 MR AR AR, RIEDUMREAER . FsE b,
S AU 5 IR S B R AR AT IR, R4S e 1697
i, N2 RIS B EVsHE % 5 4 72 i ed AH O R 4 g
(tumor-associated macrophages, TAMs), {2t B kg 4H
H A M2 B AR AL BM LAY, $IAS 2 BRI - 1 (arginase-1,
ARG )R BOR4EFE TMEH IE 3 (1) L-K5 2K
B J5 W0 S 7R A A5 2R B AR 1 -T-bet(mammalian tar-
get of rapamycin-T-bet, mTOR-T-bet)i# %, ZZf#TME

FR TN B RESR , N I 0% K8 & £ (immune check-
points, ICs)fF & FH(E3E CDS" T4y 14, & &0
iR A T, R, AR EE g AE A RIIR
FEBEE MRk i AR, O A A K o 248
LT BRI 2L A, PEVSRENS 5038 ILEN % 98 K 4%
PR fER .
2.3 HPFIANEIETE, #%, (BB MpRAT

PEVsHEWE A R4 ) b e A Mo B 5 . T #8 A
MM T, X AT REAZ B 2 iR R BT,
A K AT FIDN AT 1% 15 F 5 [ 450(growth arrest and
DNA damage-inducible 45 alpha, GADD45a). Z&¥i
AR 5 B A7 A2 3 11 4 (reactive oxygen species, ROS)
5. WANGHE MR A= 22 EVs HrAEFE A0 I B 1 R 4y
LMFIZBR, Fes i s, H3 2 s
Y1 i B S AH DS 3L IR (Cend 1 B Cdknla/p2 15 ) RN
P53 510 A1) 2R (0 Z IR 40 i B16F 101K 3 8 {12
HEAIRR AT . GAOSE B2 sk 72 T B9 .00 0 %5 B 6 5
LRGBS EVs, HAR @ T IR Z RN
0 N AR AR 40 i Hepa 1 -6/ 010 S5 55, a5 1
J0ROS 7= A= 0 i i 2 R A4 453 473 150 248 ik J) 453 7
Go/G ], kI pIssE .. TR, FSMRET. 5B
Ab, GARTEANBA T miR29 11 g% B 324 [7] SiHa.
CaSki Al HeLa =7 HPV [H 1 5 2500 21 i /¥) E6/E 7%
, f R EAFRE, X FRE0E 7 pS3F1 Cas-
pase3f5 Fi@E, FHMES VMM, YANG
SOV T 4R (AGS. BGC-823F1SGC-7901)4
FHE EVSALH 5 , F748 EVsi 3 T ROSHIZE K, M
8 GADD45ouid ik 5 B 40 i Ji] #4572 SHAF B
FEAN T, b TR R . ANUSHASE W13
TN 1 AR 22 A A A E I 3 0 = 4 LR 4 B MDA -
MB-231 4 ROS/K V- 175 S A R I F A7 I [ J A sk
T R ) Bk I T 22 2R 2 o 5 22 AL, 40 2
OHETE IO A T2 5 R, AR 224N AIE 2 A
i) e 2 M #2 R AR T T B RE T, RAE DU IR e
ER . Ah, KIMEEUTR I RAGEEAR 21T A 1)
EVsHE % X {2 i 767 40 ff 4= 28 AT B A7 5% (1) Jie il AH 5%
AT 4E4H i (cancer-associated fibroblasts, CAFs)f= A4 ik
JEE AR (R HU ] 4 Y, S M A FH el PRI AR
IRl -7 AN 4H ff A0 3L 5 (extracellular matrix, ECM)AH <3
(R ZEIE 7P SEBILE), AN R FE B 4% 4% VR H
2.4 HIEI B I B A AR

Iy 38 A0 T AL A ) AR R, X — i AR
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BN R SEFEALE A R, M N K
A K[ F- (vascular endothelial growth factor, VEGF)
PP S i : NIN = RE S AN s e Z i IR D
LI E TR AN | BEIM e 3L 3T M8 1) A . PEVsHE
g 485 UL A2 BRI, ] TME S (9 38 AR A
AYRETAT A 1) E VI8 1L 401 5 ik P9 B 48 il HUVECs
53U VEGF LA S A 4 i [ 110 3% e 80 B A LB K T
I AL ) 2 R, AT AT R A P A 1k S5
KU, 2 EVsab B a, Hpi s A s VR T —
FEIIRORFEAAZ DO, A, Rt £ EVSTEH
TN B RE AL A498 L2 N AR /INAH I fii et 4 i AS49fiE
{8 VEGF 13235 /K1 35 AR, I HoW N BBk B 2F
YA HDF G B PE BV e PRI 3 Mw b, 47
AT B EVs A s PR A8 R 1A R 0 T2 5
it A& (tumor necrosis factor-related apoptosis-inducing
ligand, TRAIL)/™ IR A Ha i 12, 17 HLadk i i FEAIC
PRI A BT I 78 PN 7 A K IRl T - A (vascular endo-
thelial growth factor-A, VEGF-A). IL-6F1TL-8f17K
SRR K,
2.5 FHRMEm 2

FLLCHIT TR I, PEV s RE PR 40 i X 24
VI 254 . W YANGEE PHE 7R 78 IREVs 5 5-96
JREEWE (5-fluorouracil, 5-FU)BcA 1 FH G845 X 1 i
SIRIR 20 i 20 i OSCCr= AL B RVATT R R . FLRNA
RE 3 1ok 40 AL IR 45 5 3 AL S5 My IR 1 iR
H 3(nucleotide-binding oligomerization domain-like
receptor protein 3, NLRP3)3R 1A F# % 41 U %) 5-FU
i 251, b2 A . AU, CAO%E PHE R
72248 BEVsitid fli il PI3K/Akt/mTORAE 5t % 1)
SR O, 10 45 e 2 i HT-29%) 5-FU R TR 24
Y. tbAh, CHENAE PIESE T 3 INEVs 1 I 81 7 3
B(cucurbitacin B, CuB)Re Wi {5 5 5 T Al S
7% K7 3(signal transducer and activator of transcrip-
tion 3, STAT3)IBERR L , A BT BEAR ARG i e
I AS49%F STAT3 {5 5 1l B M 00 25 W) T 24
PE.
2.6 H

T, B R R M 5 SORE SN A 2 BX S R
BIRAE . A% B30 PEV st Al i i 15 i 18
IR B AV 98 0 S I 2 foff Jr R 1 A A2 S R e . tn
YANGEE PHIESE T K548 EVsTRIT e 32 T g /s B
J & G R = B S 2 e, B AT a5 R /A S T

IECA, R B R R IR, SR e R DR,
T ) = B P L e AR K . ZU SR BSR4
EVsAbEE RAW 264.7 E0g4H i 75 — 52 3 il P £ 1 (8]
AT MO PN RAW 264.7 LIV 4H A 40 WA 48 200 Ffa [A]
F TNF-a. IL-6F1IL-12, H{E 34T 2 40 fa [K 5 IL-10
(11530 5 7R/ R 45 i IR S B ) EVSRTT 22 0 35 Uk
DN R R R, 3R O LT AU AR JRE A
I IR ) S o

3 PEVS{EAZAEMBRRPINA

18 5 25 W) 330 15 AR (U6 BCARKBBURE . I ol
IR LW ) o i A B B ) RE 5SS R i,
FEPEC, EL7E R a3 328 AN AE W AH 25 T TH R BLAS
£, PEVsH T RIFET RAMR, BARRMRE
T, BRI 52 2 R AL, FRPTHnpHIAEE, A1k N
TR E B Ik B ARG, (I )25 4 T RN
HH B G ) R M AN S [ M, FE A 25 A S AR
T ) 2= 2 AT AR 25 P X WA B B FHESY, [RIRN,
Xt PEVsiE o] DLBEAT TR s, A D RE s B A 7
PE. R, PEVSHAR N R RIF I 25108 % 2k, fe
8 36 IR MR 25 , A FL R A% B v ARV S R YR 9T
ROR
3.1 PEVsi#Ex/No3F#1)

I SO F A 22 AR 9 gk BfA, Ji St
B TR R AR B AR AE LN, 1K — SR e
PRSI REIBOE 2, I 25D AE A4 N (R4 FH B ]
MNTT  25 $R TR T B S B 2R . LUSE R4 B
I8 25 W] 2% 2K (doxorubicin, DOX)F} %% 21 fr ¢ A b4
FEGURTEN Hr, FLmT DL SRR E (1 40 SR8, Wi pH
R4, AT RE TR 4K (1) DOXZ45 ), 3 o) 35 e S92
TR TBONL 1] R 8% 1 O 24 W 78 e T 38 7 1) A RO B2, A
FL B ey 2 AT 1 e g 24 L 4 B A R S TME H 1) 4 %2
AR, MR (E57 — D Fid, NIUSE @it
TR R TR A R EVs 580 DOXIH 2 24
KMk (doxorubicin-loaded heparin-based nanoparti-
cles, DNs)&5 & I 4E 254045 1% R 4t 5164 IPEVs
FEACHIEL, BEERIE RGN 1 AT T AR 445 25 4
BHE ST, B UE BH R 5 oK B b i i i 8 %of 245 4
PO, IS PR 1 HIR T M A R R T RN
XIAOZE ik 4 Ty e 14 I = - IRR GD R AR 11 1) 47
B EVsEIH, Jfit— 22 DOX, 15 7 EVsghK
iR A RGNS 2R AR, 2L N AR R
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JIRTRERRA L A BE =, 98D ATPF=2E, AT 254
A0, ZRI L DI04 8 400 M S L K e 0,
RO I DR B 22 25T 2454
3.2 PEVSEEZER Y

RIRIGIT 210 F EAE RN RAEAEH, (HiE s
PR N AL B URE, HASBE R R 2135 55 42 1) 4 2 5%
#xE . PEVSAIHH T3l AX IR 245 K AF B IR 1
H, WmiRNAJ siRNA. CORVIGNOZE I LK mi-
R146a-5p %k 2 75 AT A K] EVs b5 Sk i — i 74 4
FRINC i (polyamidoamine dendrimers, PAMAM)
Sa WAL RGPS, miR146a-5pRll 2> HEFE
%5 18 T BSORT L A8 5 48 M A O 3k R i R ik 7K
NI PR L A8 TR RS 12 5 3K S 2 T 4 AR i
TV R 73U 2 A K K, TR FE T 88 RCR
P32 77 A 7 PAMAM F = 808 3R AT R
EVsH YA SRR 1, AT s 1 e 078
JYRUR . b4, HUANGEEHGE 7 —Fh i AN
BH &5 5 R Bk EV s/ 3 1 2 B AR A R 752 4 (epi-
dermal growth factor receptor, EGFR)#{! [i] siRN A 1%
ARG, 1% ARG RE A 22 25T 24 P4 s«
3.3 PEVSEEEBRHAY

PEVsti A] {F Jy 8 B ot ik 8k, H TR0 7
LA PRI 45 5 IR 5T A AR 58 B 1 70(heat
shock protein 70, HSP70)47;¥ "' HSP70{E Ny—Ff
B SR L, AL BOE DR R 5 R A%
TUM R G5 SN, A B Al i g T 24 1 25 7 T Jee
H EORIE 07 AE R 73 Ji g 4 HSP70HY 4 22 3Hd
TR A UK, I H ARG R 300) HSPT08E 1 AE UK
{0 23 R840 B S 2 i Ak N B T g R, AN e 4
A B EEIT 7 E Y, PEVSEH RIFHIAEMARE
PE RG> T =458, Be W8 AT R0 % HSP70# %
B ARG B S O A, (8 HSP708E 7] 213k
Ji 9T 240 4 . KILASONTYAZE 0K HSP70% %K
B A% M7 B AN A b Al LA ) 3 58 B M A IR
JRJRE L, S5 T 58 A LS A T 2 ) ) U
P A TE AT A 20 I P A v R M R 2K
Ro U, GARAEVASE ™5 H# & AT AL EVs
R HSP70-5 2045 BT B K HSP70 R A A
IF] (R A FH, AR IMZE VS BUTHS P70 20
T I8 45 L e 2 L ) SR DR AR R B, I TR
VUM CD8" TANMIAR 2 5 7/ R &5 i i
I EVsRE 825 M I A B e % 12 35 SE KB W A A7 1,

) fop e A A, I 5 AR ot R 2 e 4 R R 1
TGF-BIFIL-10%505 . AR, Al a5 8 F i
R 2R BB A, AT AE PEVSEUIR T 2R
AR BN A 3 PEVSI T AR AL R, IF5I A
JEPEVE R bR 2 S R R Rk i i, PR
FEHAE IR VG T H R,

4 BSRE

U AESR , PEVSTE R 505 (B o IS 1 R
BEfE. KT PEVSIEMIGIT FIRIEGUMEER , B4
P B T 2 AR AL, K2 Bt 7o dis e H S 4]
Je SR B AT A0 Job e A LI L A AR 22 i 9RE 4
MR T %, At Feda th L SR bR AR, 40
) J R L A R PR AR R 24 1k R i
TSN 20 S N AT 5% —Fh PEVS T B i i 2 Fi
B FE S 2 S B Fib R o R P MR A, B A
AN TF) R 1 b e v s o AN TR B R A AR
38k, PEVSIE R 8AA, 3B IA RN T IR,
R E T A2 R MR 259, SEILE R R ) 3
[FJ4E ) e iz, AT PR [R) VR 97 500 o

JUE U, PEVSIURT ST H RT3 4L T 11206 Bl
T PR AR T AEREA BN R B BRI R PR
DR D N TR, S B S AR
RME R W ARSI B AR, [RIN
TR PEVsIf @™ B SR . ann] Je 8 R ) 40
B R SRR AG R 2L e v —BUN R
FHUST FA d JT PR i 7K AR ELAE H] €11 (hydropho-
bic interaction chromatography, HIC)$Z A 1 & 41 i &
18 & 2 A W) (capillary-channelled polymer, C-CP)4R ¥
I3 B R BORF A PEVSTY, 35 TMOB# 5
BV BAE AR il A7 (s L R T S AR E AN 2R
ot i DS T ilm PR e U273 g i ik 26 i) 7t I
HERZ SURAR HE R, [ Brdi 4 2270 27 2> (Inter-
national Society for Extracellular Vesicles, ISEV)n] 41
ANET AR, LT HIE —ES — PEVshr
Y\ B ST RAE(EIEPEVSIER . Rift. fAz.
O AT SR bR S5 ). AR ETR . RN
5 AR AR M5B A ) b R A S T THT ) B A4 i s 4
PERRESR, DR CRAS A SE B 45 R B A AT B g, IR
T 78 45 R HERA Ve A AT SEVE | 38 IR T BOCR AN —
B, JuJge i R VG T 4R A 1 S (0 FE At I8 A
LN
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FAk, B AT T PEVSEE MR oA AR AR 5C
HL AN e 2 28, Ja IR AI 2 A BoR 4x i 7y
Hr PEVsIKI 7 MINRE , s AR R I6 T 4 1 B4
Bl BEE BRI A B, AR OR R 12 0 i
FEARRWTTT , KRR PEVs SR 45 A L b T 3¢
WEGY)RA (QIE L 7 3 X R TN 254 5 PEVsJiE E
R € S S EUIR BT 7RI AR A A A R, Rl R
T 55 1 1 ALK A SRR #EAT IR ), AEUEIERY 45 & T
FEACEOR, BEx A ST, DR My
PRI 4 e AT 2 SRR A . JE I PEV s iF
FUHE ] e gk b T A N AR L B E A 2
P8 (3% T 2 T R 1 i ik [T N ) AR (i pHLL iR
JE S5 Wi L U5 T T, I B S AR gAY T
BoRZE &, S0 iR 0 s AL RVR T . (AT
(f172, PEVs H RTIAL T 5 e f B, #E R A =
FH BT % 78 73 PP Ak 26 22 4 PR 2501 (L6 25 2 5
K. 25BN 1 SRR RS 5% ), W RIRAF1E B
B O v, R ST I SO SRR R E
SEAk, FERIR T I AR T, T VAl PEVSH] BEAES)
PN SRR N ERRIIA RN, FEAEA TR T 3L
SRR, G I 24 R 2 1R R, SR PR
/> PEVSTER N IR B . SR AEAE kB, H3K
AITARAE PEVs£E AR RN AT H 2010 i i PR 2 FH A7
fH.
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