CHAPTER V
CONCLUSIONS
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The rank order of the dissolution rate constant was brands
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constant of brand A was statically significant (p < 0.05)

higher than those brand C, D, E and H.

4. The statistical correlation (p < 0.05) was



found between the disintegration time and the dissolution

rate constant of each brand.

5. The bioavailability of brands A, B, D and H

with difference in dissolution characteristics were

studied in twelve Thai healthy volunteers. A single dose

of two 25 ng. dlclof\q&l enteric-coated tablets
‘x1 1n a crossover design.
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The average times to .n.eak plasw level ranged
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The area under the plasma concentration—time

curves of all brands ranged from 2.4128 to 2.8060 mecg . hr.
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There was no statistically significant difference
of the relevant pharmacokinetic parameters among these

brands (p > 0.05).

All brands were bioequivalent to brand A.

6. The of diclofenac sodium
following oral admigistratic o o 25 mg. enteric-coated
tablets were ik éan of one compartment

open model.
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The mean biological half-1ife of diclofenac sodium
ranged from 1.40 to 2.52 and no statistically significant

difference (p > 0.05) among these values.
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7. The correlation study between the in vitro and
in -vivo data of the four different brands of diclofenac
sodium ehteric—coated tablets revealed that the
disintegraﬁion time shﬁwed statistically significant
correlation with “the Cm‘x‘(p §v0.05) and the dissoluﬁion

raﬁe constant = showed statistically significant

~correlation with t__ 0.05). The dissolution rate

- constant might
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