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Abstract 

Magnetic nanoparticles (MNPs) are currently explored for use in biomedical applications, such as in MRI, hyperthermia and drug delivery. In 
this study, CoFe2O4 and its calcium-substituted derivative viz. CS-Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4 MNPs were synthesised via the glycol-thermal method. Furthermore, 
these MNPs were coated with chitosan (CS) to improve their biodegradability and biocompatibility. The anti-cancer drug, 5-fluorouracil (5-FU) 
was then loaded onto these MNPs to yield CS-Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4-5FU and CS-Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4-5FU. XRD results confirmed a single-phased cubic spinel 
structure for all MNPs. The naked MNPs displayed an average crystalline size of ~9.32 nm, which increased up to 18.20 nm upon coating. The 
VSM measurements recorded saturation magnetization values (Ms) of up to 73.951 emu/g. Upon polymer-coating, the shielding effect of chitosan 
resulted in reduced Ms of up to 17.220 emu/g in CS-Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4 MNPs. Release profiles were determined at pH 4.5 and 7.4 over a period of 72 
hours. A faster release of the drug was noted at the acidic pH with an accumulative release of 91.00% in CS-CoFe2O4-5FU. Coupled with a strong 
recommendation for in vitro studies, these MNPs present as attractive candidates to complement current anti-cancer treatments. 

Introduction
There has been a growing interest over the years in nanosized 

magnetic particles due to their attractive properties and potential 
applications within the various scientific disciplines including bio-
medical science [1]. When the particle size of these material de-
creases to below the critical diameter of 25 nm, they become super-
paramagnetic [2]. At room temperature, these superparamagnetic 
nanoparticles respond to the presence of an external magnetic field 
and when the field is removed, they return to a non-magnetic state 
[2]. For this reason, these present good feasibility for biomedical 
applications and have been used in targeted cancer therapy [3], 
hyperthermia [4] and drug delivery [5]. Although these materials 
provide the highest signal enhancements, they can be highly toxic  

 
to the body and are extremely sensitive to oxidation. Surface mod-
ification is thus extremely crucial before these magnetic nanopar-
ticles (MNPs) can be considered for any biomedical applications. 
Commonly, iron oxide nanoparticles must be covered by an organic 
or inorganic biocompatible coating for a variety of reasons [6,7]. 
The coat will protect the MNPs from iron oxide core agglomeration, 
will decrease or eliminate nonspecific cell interactions and provide 
chemical links for the attachment of drug molecules, genetic mate-
rial and targeting ligands [8].  

Cobalt nanoferrrites (CoFe2O4) have in recent years gained 
some popularity in the science field, particularly in biomedical 
research due to their inherent high coercivity and anisotropy con-
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stant, high saturation magnetization and ease of synthesis [6,9,10]. 
Various synthesis methods that have been employed have result-
ed in spherically shaped particles with sizes ranging between 5.6 
- 28 nm which is acceptable for biomedical applications [9]. Similar 
to CoFe2O4 nanoferrites, CoFe2O4 MNPs have been reported to be 
round shaped with sizes varying within the range of 5-20nm [10].  
However, their biggest downfall is due to calcium not being magnet-
ic thus reducing the magnetization of the ferrite. Additionally, their 
magnetization is dependent on the synthesis method used, given 
that there is a wide range of methods available. These nanoferrites 
have been used in hyperthermia, radiotherapy on breast cancer 
[11] and drug delivery [12], cell labelling, cell separation, magnet-
ically targeted carrier systems for drug delivery and in magnetic 
resonance imaging as contrast agents as well as for magnetofection 
in gene delivery [13].  

Over the years, there has been increase in number and diver-
sity of organic materials that can be used for surface coating of the 
MNPs to reduce their toxicity and increase their functionality. Some 
of these polymers include polyethylene glycol (PEG), dextran, and 
polyethyleneimine (PEI). Reports indicate that polymer-coating 
provides the MNPs with advantageous properties such as biocom-
patibility and increased stability in in vivo studies [8]. Chitosan (CS) 
is an abundant, renewable, nontoxic, and biodegradable carbohy-
drate polymer that is obtained from the exoskeletons of shellfish 
and insects.  Owing to its biocompatibility, chitosan has attracted 
a great deal of attention as a functional biopolymer in the pharma-
ceutical industry [14,15,16]. 

Drugs such as doxorubicin, cyclophosphamide and 5-fluoroura-
cil (5-FU) have been reported to be very powerful anti-cancer che-
motherapeutic agents. 5-FU has broad spectrum of activity against 
solid tumours and can be employed alone or in combination with 
chemotherapy regimens. The mechanism behind the cytotoxicity 
and cell death is its interference with nucleoside metabolism in 
RNA and DNA [17].  By coupling polymer coated MNPs, researchers 
have been able to deliver these drugs to cancer cells with some suc-
cesses. Challenges often relate to the chemical and physical stim-
ulus, such as temperature, ionic strength and pH changes which 
can trigger the premature release of the drug before reaching the 
affected site [18]. A report by Sun et al., (2017) explored chitosan-
coated magnetic nanoparticles as carriers for the sustained-release 
of 5-FU to improve the halflife of chemotherapy drugs [19].   

The purpose of this research was to study the structural, mag-
netic and morphological properties of chitosan-functionalised 
CoFe2O4 and Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4. Furthermore, the coated MNPs were 
loaded with 5-FU and their loading efficiency and release profile 
evaluated. 

Experimental details 
MNPs synthesis 

The CoFe2O4 and Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4 MNPs were produced via gly-
col-thermal reaction method, where stoichiometric masses of cal-

cium chloride (CaCI2.6H2O), cobalt chloride (Cl2Co.2H2O) and iron 
(III) chloride (FeCl3.6H2O) hexahydrate were dissolved in about 500 
ml of deionized water to produce a homogenous solution. The solu-
tion was stirred continuously for approximately 30 minutes. The 
precipitation of the metal chlorides was carried out by the gradual 
addition of 5M NaOH solution until a pH of about 9 was reached. 
The precipitate was then washed several times with deionized wa-
ter until all the chloride ions were removed. This was confirmed by 
the dropwise addition of a standard solution of AgNO3 to the pre-
cipitate until the water was clear and not milky. The clear water 
indicated that all chlorides had been removed. During the washing 
process, the precipitate was being filtered using Whatman glass mi-
crofibre filter (GF/F). The clean wet precursor was thereafter dis-
persed into 300 ml of ethylene glycol under rapid stirring. The pre-
cursor was then placed in a 500 ml glass lining in a stainless-steel 
pressure vessel (Watlow series model PARR 4843). The pressure 
vessel was then heated to 200ºC and the pressure was gradually 
increased to 140 psi. These conditions were held for 6 hours. The 
cooled products were filtered and washed with deionized water 
and finally with ethanol. Thereafter, the product was placed under a 
200 W infrared light and was dried overnight (20 hours). The dried 
samples were then homogenized using an agate mortar and pestle. 

Coating of magnetic nanoparticles  

Chitosan coated magnetic nanoparticles were synthesized us-
ing a protocol from previous literature, with some modifications 
[17]. Firstly, 0.50 g of chitosan was dissolved in 100 ml of acetate 
buffer (pH 4.8) and stirred using the IKA RW 20 Digital Dual-Range 
Mixer System set at high speed (950 rpm) to produce a 0.5% chi-
tosan solution. A pH of 4.8 was achieved by the dropwise addition 
of 10 M NaOH solution. Thereafter, 0.24 g of tri-polyphosphate 
(TPP) powder was dissolved in 100 ml of deionized water. This TPP 
solution was added dropwise to the chitosan solution with stirring. 
Finally, approximately 0.20 g of the synthesized nanoparticles (viz. 
CoFe2O4 and Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4) were weighed and added into the TP-
Pchitosan mixture at a stirring speed of 450 rpm. The TPP-cross-
linked CS-coated MNP mixture was left to stir for 20 hours at room 
temperature. Finally, the CS-CoFe2O4 and CSCa0.5Co0.5Fe2O4 MNPs 
were separated from the black homogeneous mixture using an ex-
ternal magnet. After several washes with deionized water, the sam-
ple was dried under an infra-red lamp overnight. The homogenized 
powder was obtained using a mortar and pestle.  

Drug loading  

The anticancer drug 5-FU was loaded onto the chitosan coated 
MNPs (CS-CoFe2O4 and CS-Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4) using a method by Mush-
taq et al.  [6]. This was done by mixing 10 mg of CSCoFe2O4 MNPs 
with 25 ml of phosphate buffered saline (PBS) at pH 7.4. Thereaf-
ter, 5 mg of the drug was added to the PBS solution. The solution 
was placed in a shaking incubator (Infors HT Ecotron, Switzer-
land) set at 300 rpm at 37 °C for 48 hours. The drug-loaded MNPs 
(CSCoFe2O4-5FU and CS- Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4) were separated using an 
external magnet. They were washed a few times with deionized 
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water. Finally, the MNPs were dried under an infra-red lamp over-
night. The incorporation of 5-FU onto the surfaces of CS- CoFe2O4 
and CS- Ca0.5Co0.55Fe2O4MNPs was analysed using the Jasco V-730 
Bio Spectrophotometer at a wavelength of 266 nm. The absorbance 
readings obtained were used to calculate the drug loading capaci-
ty of the MNPs. The following equation was used to determine the 
loading efficiency in this equation below:  

Encapsulation Efficiency (%) = (Total 5-FU added)- (free 5-FU) 
×100 (Total 5-FU added)

Drug release studies 

Drug release studies were conducted to assess the ability of re-
lease 5-FU over a duration of 72 hours at a physiological pH of 7.4 
and acidic pH 4.5. Approximately, 1.5 mg of the coated MNP sam-
ple (CS-CoFe2O4 and CS-CaCoFe2O4) was placed and sealed in sep-
arate dialysis tubing’s (MWCO = 14 000 Da). Dialysis was achieved 
against 5 ml of PBS at the different pHs at 37°C. At selected time in-
tervals (0, 4, 8, 12, 16, 20, 24, 28, 32, 36, 40, 44, 48, 60 and 72 hours) 
a 10µl sample from each beaker was removed and analyzed using 
the Jasco V-730 Bio-Spectrophotometer at a wavelength of 266 nm. 
An equivalent amount of fresh PBS was added after each removal. 

Characterizations  

The X-ray diffraction (XRD) analysis was performed at room 
temperature to determine the phase and the average crystalline 
sizes of the MNPs using a Philips X-ray diffractometer monochro-
matic CoKα(1.788Å) radiation at ambient temperature (10–80°C) 
in a scale of 2θ. Functionalisation of the MNP surfaces was evaluat-
ed using the fourier transmission infra-red (FTIR) using the Perkin 
Elmer Spectrum 100 FTIR spectrometer. All measurements were 
carried out at room temperature. The morphology and microstruc-
ture of the MNPs were investigated on a high-resolution transmis-
sion electron microscope (HRTEM) using the Jeol– JEM-1010. The 
surface morphology of the MNPs was analyzed using the Zeiss ultra 

plus highresolution scanning electron microscopy (HRSEM). Stabil-
ity, size distribution and the overall charge of the MNPs samples 
was obtained by conducting a nanoparticle tracking analysis (NTA) 
and zeta potential analysis using the NanoSight NS500 (Malvern 
Instruments, 

Worcestershire, UK) at 25°C. Data was analysed using Nano-
Sight NTA 3.2 software. Magnetic measurements of the MNPs were 
obtained using a LakeShore Model 735 Vibrating Sample Magne-
tometer, subjected to an applied magnetic field of 14 kOe at room 
temperature. The desired data was obtained by data acquisition 
software and an interface card. The VSM hysteresis loops were plot-
ted using Origin 6.0.  

Result and discussion 
 XRD patterns confirmed cubic spinel structure for all MNPs as 

presented in Figure 1. All the dominant peaks were analysed and 
indexed using the JCPDS Card no’s (22-1086) and (770426) [6,18]. 
XRD analysis further showed that all NPs were single phased, and 
no obvious changes were noted after the coating. It has previous-
ly been reported that polymer coating do not disrupt the phases 
[21,6]. The full width at half maximum (FWHM) of the strongest 
diffraction peak (311) was used to obtain the average crystalline 
size (DXRD) by applying 

Scherrer’s formula, 𝐷𝑁 = 𝛽 𝑘𝜆*coscos𝜃 [22], where K rep-
resents Scherrer’s constant (0.94), λ is the wavelength of the Co–Kα 
X-ray source, β is the FWHM of the diffraction plane and θ is the 
Bragg angle. The average crystallite size of CoFe2O4 was determined 
to be 9.32 nm which was found to increase after coating to 13.59 
nm. Also, the crystallite sizes of Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4 NPs increased from 
9.33 nm to 18.20 nm post coating. These results were expected as 
coating and drug-loading have been reported to increase MNP siz-
es [7].  FTIR spectra results confirmed the presence of functional 
groups in all the samples as seen in (Figure 1&2).  	  

Figure 1: XRD patterns obtained for the (A)CoFe2O4 (B) CS-CoFe2O4 (C)Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4 and (D) CS- Ca0.5Co0.55Fe2O4 nanoparticles.
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Figure 2: FTIR spectra of (A) CoFe2O4, (B) CS-CoFe2O4, (C) CS-CoFe2O4-5FU, (D) Ca0.55Co0.5Fe2O4, (E) CS-Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4 and (F) 
CS-Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4-5FU nanoparticles.

The ferrite spinel structure is featured by the absorption band 
around 534 cm-1. Characteristically, the absorption bands are in-
trinsic stretching vibrations of Fe3+–O2+ complexes at the octahedral 
(B) sites of the metal ions [23]. This band is present in all the FTIR 
spectra of the NPs. Hence, this confirmed that the synthesised, coat-
ed and loaded samples possessed a spinel structure. The presence 
of this peak even after coating and drug loading suggests that the 
structure remains intact and is not destabilised by chitosan or the 
drug. Another broad peak at 3454 cm−1 which is assigned to O-H 
stretching vibrations was observed on all samples representing ab-
sorbed or free water on their surfaces [23,24]. The peaks around 
1634cm−1 were observed to be much more intense for the chi-
tosan-coated derivatives, i.e. CS- CoFe2O4, CS-CoFe2O4-5FU, CS-Ca0.

5Co0.5Fe2O4 and CS- Ca0.5Co0.55Fe2O4-5FU MNPs. This is attributed 
to the characteristic N-H bending due to amide groups of chitosan. 
The peak observed at 1019 cm-1, an additional intense peak is ob-
served characteristic of the C-O-C stretching vibrations specifically 

in the drug-loaded MNPs. This suggests that the drug was loaded 
successfully, and the shift suggests successful encapsulation of the 
drug [25]. An interesting peak is represented in the region of 900 
cm-1 and is linked to the metal oxide vibrations i.e. Co-Fe and Ca-Fe 
[7]. 

Morphological differences were noted between the derivatives 
with the cobalt ferrites NPs presenting near-perfect spheres (Figure 
5). The calcium ferrite NPs, viz Ca0.5Co0.55Fe2O4, CSCa0.5Co0.55Fe2O4 

and CS-Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4-5FU were more quasi-spherical in shape. 
The drugloaded NPs had a thick coating around the core-shell and 
it appeared that the MNPs agglomerated even further after inclu-
sion of the drug. Interestingly, the average diameters (DHRTEM) 
determined from the particle size distributions showed an increase 
in particle size of up to 11 and 13 nm for the CS-CoFe2O4-5FU and 
CS-Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4-5FU, respectively (Figure 4) as expected (Figure 
3&4). 

Figure 3: HRTEM images for (A) CoFe2O4, (B) CS-CoFe2O4, (C) CS-CoFe2O4-5FU, (D) Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4, (E) CS- Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4and (F) 
CS- Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4-5FU nanoparticles. 
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Figure 4: Particle size distributions for (A) CoFe2O4, (B) CS-CoFe2O4, (C) CS-CoFe2O4-5FU, (D) Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4, (E) CS-
Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4 and (F) CS-Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4-5FU NPs.

HRTEM, XRD and NTA size measurements showed no signifi-
cant size differences between the naked cobalt and calcium cobalt 
ferrite NPs as listed in Table 1. An increase was however, observed 
with chitosan-functionalisation where CS-Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4 hydrody-
namic size diameters measured up to 130 nm. The hydrodynamic 
sizes (DH) from the NTA were expectedly larger as was reported in 

previous studies [30]. This is because the measurements are based 
on the scattering of light in a colloidal suspension, and additionally 
often the aggregated particles are considered to be single particles 
[26]. At sizes below 200 nm, these MNPs can be proficiently used as 
drug delivery systems [27].  

Table 1: XRD, HRTEM and NTA size and zeta potential measurements for the nanoparticles. 
  DHRTEM (nm) DXRD (nm) DH (nm) ζ-potential (mV)

  ± 0.39 ± 4.67 ± 9.15 ± 3.03

CoFe2O4  8.5 9.32 103.5 15.1

CS-CoFe2O4  10.6 13.59 120 20.5

CS-CoFe2O4-5FU 13 - - -

Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4  7.25 9.33 105 12.3

CS-Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4 8.25 18.2 130 25

CS-Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4-5FU 11.4 - - -

Figure 5: HRSEM images of (A) CoFe2O4, (B) CS-CoFe2O4, (C) CS-CoFe2O4-5FU, (D) Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4, (E) CS-Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4 and (F) 
CS-Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4-5FU nanoparticles.
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Surface charges of the MNPs were analysed using the zeta po-
tential measurements. The observed zeta potentials for CoFe2O4, 
CS-CoFe2O4, Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4 and CS- Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4 MNPs are 15.1 
mV, 20.5 mV, 12.3 mV and 25.0 mV, respectively. The positive zeta 
potential measurement obtained could have occurred due to the 
overall charge of the MNPs being +2 which resulted in the particles 
forming a steady suspension in water [28]. There was an increase 
in zeta potential measurements which suggested that coating en-
hanced stability of the NPs [28].  HRSEM images indicated overall 
spherical and agglomerated MNPs as observed in Figure 5. This is 
indicative of higher interactions between the particles when in sus-
pension (Figure 5).  

EDX results confirmed quantified elemental compositions of 
the synthesised NPs as presented in Figure 4. In all of the samples, 
there was a notable prevalence of Fe, Co and O peaks detected. An 
additional Ca peak was observed for the Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4 sample 

which confirmed successful substitution of calcium. The chitosan 
coated derivatives all presented with new elements in their com-
position. Most importantly, nitrogen (N) was attributed to chitosan 
functionalization onto the MNP surfaces [29]. This resulted in 
slight % weight decrease of Fe and O in the MNP.  The presence 
of phosphorus (P) and sodium (Na) were probably derived from 
the synthesis components from not having been washed off thor-
oughly while the silica contaminant could be particulates from the 
glassware used.  The peaks of gold (Au) were also detected on all 
the spectrums since it was used as a sample coating agent. Chlorine 
was detected only in the drug-loaded CS- Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4-5FU and 
CS- Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4-5FU was observed in the micrographs of the drug 
loaded samples which confirmed the presence of the anti-cancer 
drug. The presence of the anti-cancer drug resulted to an increase 
in the agglomeration (see Figure 3 (C) and (F)). Hence, the anti-can-
cer drug was successfully loaded on the coated samples (Figure 6).

Figure 6: EDX micrographs for (A) CoFe2O4, (B) CS-CoFe2O4, (C) CS-CoFe2O4-5FU, (D) Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4, (E) CS- Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4 and 
(F) CS- Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4-5FU nanoparticles

 The hysteresis loops and saturation magnetization (MS) were 
obtained under magnetic fields of up to 14kOe at room temperature 

(Figure 7 and Table 2). All samples exhibited “S” shape hysteresis 
loops and all NPs were superparamagnetic in nature [2] (Figure 7).    

Figure 7: Hysteresis loops of (A) CoFe2O4, (B) CS-CoFe2O4, (C) CS-CoFe2O4-5FU, (D) Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4, (E) CS-Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4 and (F) 
CS- Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4 -5FU nanoparticles.
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Table 2: Saturation magnetization (MS) and coercivity (HC) measurements for the MNPs. 

MS (emu/g) ± 0.005 HC (Oe) ± 0.005 

CoFe2O4 73.951 31.949

CS-CoFe2O4 59.633 38.954

CS-CoFe2O4-5FU 55.55 36.654

Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4 61.833 51.294

CS- Ca0.55Co0.5Fe2O4 17.22 60.594

CS-Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4-5FU 15.189 55.48

Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4 NPs presented with slightly lower saturation 
magnetization compared to CoFe2O4 NPs. This can be explained by 
the weakening of exchange interactions with the inclusion of the 
non-magnetic Ca2+ ions [2]. Both CoFe2O4 and Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4 NPs 
decreased with coating from 73.866 to 59.633 emu/g and 61.833 
to 17.220 emu/g, respectively. This reduction is attributed to the 
shielding effect induced by the chitosan layer around the surface 
of the MNPs [7]. The drastic reduction observed with the Ca0.

5Co0.5Fe2O4 NPs after coating could be a result of a transformation 
from the multi-domain to a single domain structure for the NPs [2].

Loading of the 5-FU resulted in further but marginal decrease 
in the MS values. This was expected as the drug possesses non-mag-
netic ions, as reported by Anirudha et al. (2015) [30]. A slight incre-
ment of the coercive field (HC) was observed for both CoFe2O4 and 
Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4 samples after coating. Coercivity values tend to be 
lower for polymer-coated NPs as the polymer may interfere with 
the NP domain walls. This necessitates for an increased magnetic 
field that must be applied to close the loop [7,34]. 

Drug encapsulation efficiencies for CS-CoFe2O4-5FU and CS- Ca0.

5Co0.5Fe2O4-5FU were found to be 92.77% and 81.68%, respectively. 
CS-CoFe2O4 displayed superior interactions between the positive-
ly charged chitosan on the surface of CoFe2O4 and the negatively 
charged drug and hence the better encapsulation [18]. Figure 8 
shows drug release profile of how readily the drug was released 
from the MNPs at pH 4.5 (solid lines) and pH 7.4 (dotted lines) over 
72 hours [6].   

Figure 8: Release profile studies of 5-FU from MNPs. CS-
CoFe2O4-5FU NPs are represented in red (A and C) and CS- Ca0.

5Co0.5Fe2O4-5FU NPs are represented in black (B and D). The solid 
line corresponds with pH 4.5, while the dotted lines correspond 
with pH 7.4. 

Approximately 91% of the drug was released after 36 hours 
at the acidic tumour microenvironment from the CS-CoFe2O4-5FU 
NPs. This was more than the 74% release by the calcium-substitut-
ed cobalt NPs. The faster drug release from CS-CoFe2O4-5FU indi-
cated that the majority of the drug was encapsulated closer to the 
surface of the MNPs and that the MNPs had a larger surface area to 
volume ratio [32]. A similar trend was observed at pH 7.4 where 
the accumulative release percentages were found to be 96.97% and 
85% after 60 hours of release. This pH-dependent release was re-

ported previously by Balasubramanian [33]. Overall, the release of 
5-FU was sustained and increased gradually in a linear trend until 
an optimum was reached. No sudden diffusion or bust release of the 
drug from the MNPs, which is an important factor in drug delivery. 
This often means that the drug may be released prematurely before 
reaching the target site [34]. Factors that may impact on drug re-
lease rate from MNPs include the intensity of the hydrophilic inter-
actions, the degree of cross linking between the chitosan and 5-FU, 
the swelling of the MNPs in aqueous medium and the degradation 
of the polymer layer in aqueous medium [35]. This indicated that 
both MNP derivatives present for sufficient release of 5-FU released 
under acidic condition, suggesting that their application may result 
in the majority of the drug accumulating on cancerous cells [18].

Conclusion  
In this study, CoFe2O4 and Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4were synthesized suc-

cessfully via the glycolthermal method, they were functionalised 
with the polymer chitosan and loaded with the drug 5-FU. The 
MNPs possessed sufficient magnetic properties for biomedical 
application with CoFe2O4 derivatives exhibiting the highest satu-
ration magnetisation. Additionally, the coated cobalt ferrite pre-
sented with excellent drug encapsulation efficiency and a faster 
release profile compared to the Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4. Most significantly, 
both MNPs displayed pH-dependent release with an enhanced re-
lease profile at the tumour micro-environment with acidic pH than 
at physiological pH 7.  With a strong recommendation for further 
in vitro studies, above findings provide a strong basis for both chi-
tosan coated CoFe2O4 and Ca0.5Co0.5Fe2O4 MNPs to be considered as 
feasible drug delivery vehicles in cancer treatment.
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