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a. Formulation design and development
In H1 formulation linear release with amaximum of 60% of the dug releasein 23 hours (Fig. 1) was achieved.
120 | 12 Conclusions
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Monolithic HPMC matrix formulations were developed for alow solubility/low dose drug, glipizide Drug release was similar to that of the commercia product Glucotrol XL (f2=58 for H4). The
% ® E o8 kinetics of drug release wasin accordance with the kinetics of hydration/swelling. Simplicity of formulation, ease of manufacturing, complete disintegration/dissol ution, reproducibility of rdease
[ C= profile, strong physical structure of the gel, insensitivity tohydrodynamics and pH condition, and robustness of formulation are anong the advantages of the developed formulation.
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