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Result of dissolution tests of cyclodextrin-based electrospun formulation of ARP

PURPOSE RESULTS of meloxicam containing formulations

Effect of different additives (polymers and cyclodextrins) on dissolution and permeation of meloxicam
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diagrams. The diagrams show the first 120 min of the 16 hour long assays. In cases, where different formulation techniques are combined dissolution experiments alone cannot correctly predict the in vivo

e— , o response to formulations due to the peculiar interplay of solubility and permeability and the effect of additives and pH lowering
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