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(n=3, mean £ 5D) of Dissolution and its Q1Q2 formulations at different time of dissolution Provera® and its Q1Q2 formulations
(medroxyprogesterone acetate) 150 mg/mlL. _ _ On application of ultrasonic energy, formulations FA, FC, , , o o , ,
| o The processing of APl increases the SPAN and RLD showed reduction in particle size suggesting the The particle size exhibited distinct trends among the different formulations. FA and FC
2. Design and optimization for novel adapter value of suspension . . . demonstrated a gradual decrease in particle size, while Formulation FB exhibited a rapid reduction
breaking of agglomerates whereas the particle size of FB, , , , , , , , ,
e T Top-down approach D and EE remained similar in particle size. On the other hand, FD and FE displayed an increase in particle size.
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FE | CONCLUSIONS FUNDING
FC 1. Particle size and distribution have a significant impact on the drug release. The project was funded by a contract from the U.S. Food and Drug Administration (contract #
'..0 2. Formulations FA and FC did not show any significant difference in the drug release given similar particle 75F40120C00150). The views expressed here do not reflect official policies of the U.S. FDA or the
R size/SPAN and flocculation state during in vitro release test (IVRT). Department of Health and Human Services, nor does any mention of trade names imply endorsement by
S LS - 150 3. The larger-particle formulation FB, while exhibiting a slower drug release, did not experience a higher the U.S. Government.
Different source of PEG Anti-solvent Homogenization Media milling decrease in drug release rate, considering its particle size.
method 4. The formulations FD and FE showed aggregation during IVRT resulting in slower release than expected . -
3. Physicochemical characterization such as particle size, SPAN value, sedimentation value thereby suggesting instability of the particles. mA S’ I UIatIOnSplus
, 5. The novel adapter developed for release testing showed drug release profile with low standard deviation
4. In vitro release and good discriminatory ability.
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