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Comparison on the stripping curve of the domestic Loxoprofen Sodium tablets and the original products
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Abstract ; Objective

products. Methods

To observe the similarity of dissolution profiles of domestic Loxoprofen Sodium tablets and the original
Based on the authorized dissolution determination method, the dissolution of 3 batches domestic products and
the original products were tested in different mediums (water, pH1. 2 hydrochloric acid solution, pH4. 0 acetate buffer, pH6. 8
phosphate buffer). The stripping curves were evaluated by f, factor. Results The f, factors of 3 domestic batches were 61.01,59.
77 and 64. 10 in water,62. 81,65. 40 and 67. 30 in pH1. 2 hydrochloric acid solution,67. 49,61. 08 and 70. 50 in pH4. 0 acetate buff-

er,61.73,54. 06 and 56. 95 in pH6. 8 phosphate buffer. Conclusion The stripping curves of the domestic and the original products

was similar in 4 different dissolution mediums.
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