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Abstract: Solid dispersion of poorly soluble APIs is known to be a promising strategy to improve
dissolution and oral bioavailability. To facilitate the development and commercialization of a success-
ful solid dispersion formulation, understanding of intermolecular interactions between APIs and
polymeric carriers is essential. In this work, first, we assessed the molecular interactions between
various delayed-release APIs and polymeric excipients using molecular dynamics (MD) simulations,
and then we formulated API solid dispersions using a hot melt extrusion (HME) technique. To
assess the potential API–polymer pairs, three quantities were evaluated: (a) interaction energy be-
tween API and polymer [electrostatic (Ecoul), Lenard-Jones (ELJ), and total (Etotal)], (b) energy ratio
(API–polymer/API–API), and (c) hydrogen bonding between API and polymer. The Etotal quantities
corresponding to the best pairs: NPX-Eudragit L100, NaDLO–HPMC(P), DMF–HPMC(AS) and
OPZ–HPMC(AS) were −143.38, −348.04, −110.42, and −269.43 kJ/mol, respectively. Using a HME
experimental technique, few API–polymer pairs were successfully extruded. These extruded solid
forms did not release APIs in a simulated gastric fluid (SGF) pH 1.2 environment but released them
in a simulated intestinal fluid (SIF) pH 6.8 environment. The study demonstrates the compatibility
between APIs and excipients, and finally suggests a potential polymeric excipient for each delayed-
release API, which could facilitate the development of the solid dispersion of poorly soluble APIs for
dissolution and bioavailability enhancement.

Keywords: molecular dynamics simulation; interaction energy; hydrogen bonding; solid dispersion;
hot melt extrusion; amorphous formulation

1. Introduction

One of the most important challenges in the delivery of active pharmaceutical ingredi-
ents (APIs) faced by formulation scientists is how to counter the low aqueous solubility of
APIs [1–3]. Amorphous solid dispersion formulations of APIs with excipients is considered
to be a promising strategy to improve the oral bioavailability of poorly soluble APIs [4].
Consequently, solid dispersions of APIs in excipients (water-soluble polymeric carriers),
which enhance aqueous solubility over the crystalline counterpart, have been widely ap-
plied in pharmaceutical formulations. Molecules in amorphous solids exist at higher energy
than those in a crystalline state; therefore, the energy penalty required to dissociate these
molecules is lower, resulting in a higher solubility than a crystalline form [5].

To develop the amorphous solid dispersion of APIs, a hot melt extrusion (HME)
technique has emerged as a potent processing technology and several commercial HME
products are available on the market or are under late-stage development [6,7]. In HME,
a mixture of drug, excipient and plasticizer, if required, is heated at high temperatures
(below the melting point of API) and intensively mixed using a twin-screw extruder to
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yield a homogeneous product. On the other hand, when using HME, an API is dispersed
into a polymer matrix to produce solid dispersions with improved bioavailability of poorly
soluble drugs [8,9]. The other method of solid dispersion preparation is the common
solvent method, in which both drug and carrier are dissolved in a common solvent and
then the solvent is evaporated by spray drying [10] or freeze drying to obtain the solid
dispersion product [11]. Compared to the traditional milling or solvent-based methods,
HME technology has received significant attention for solid dispersion formulations owing
to various advantages such as fewer processing steps, decreased processing time, con-
tinuous operation, solvent-free operation, superior mixing capabilities, and potential for
automation [12,13]. Products developed using a hot melt extrusion process have been
approved by regulatory agencies worldwide for human use [6]. Some of the marketed
products include Kaletra®, Norvir®, FenoglideTM, Verapamil and Posaconazole.

A major challenge for the development of amorphous solid dispersion formulations
occurs due to the amorphous nature of APIs as they are thermodynamically unstable
and tend to recrystallize [14]. To mitigate this issue, polymeric additives are usually
added as excipients in the formulation; these additives prevent the recrystallization process
and hence improve physical stability [15]. A wide range of polymeric excipients have
been commercially utilized including, but not limited to, hydroxypropyl methylcellulose
(HPMC), hydroxypropyl methylcellulose phthalate [HPMC(P)], hydroxypropyl methylcel-
lulose acetate succinate [HPMC(AS)], hydroxypropyl cellulose (HPC), polyvinylpyrroli-
done (PVP), polyvinylpyrrolidone-vinyl acetate copolymer (PVP-VA), and polyethylene
glycol (PEG) [16]. Among the employed excipients, cellulosic polymers are known to
be superior in the inhibition of API crystallization [17,18]. Owing to three substitution
positions on each D-glucose monomeric unit of cellulose polymer, a large degree of freedom
exists regarding the design of new candidates in terms of both the substitution patterns
and the degree of substitutions. Nonetheless, this presents a technological challenge in
designing a polymer with optimal properties for a given API [19].

For the successful development of a solid dispersion formulation, understanding of
the intermolecular interactions between APIs and polymeric carriers is crucial [20,21]. In
particular, molecular interactions between various API molecules and polymeric excipients
correlating their compatibility/miscibility are essential for the rational design and screening
of formulation systems [19,22–25]. From this perspective, Meng et al. highlighted the role of
molecular interactions between a poorly soluble drug (curcumin) and various hydrophilic
polymers such as PVP, Eudragit EPO (EPO), HPMC and PEG in the successful formulation
of solid dispersion using Fourier transform infrared and Raman spectroscopy [26]. Various
experimental methods such as glass transition temperature (Tg), Raman mapping, X-
ray diffraction data, solid state nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) spectroscopy, and
atomic force microscopy (AFM) have been used to qualitatively examine drug–polymer
miscibility [27]. Recently, Lu et al. have investigated molecular interaction between
posaconazole and HPMCAS polymer in amorphous solid dispersions using 19F magic
angle spinning (MAS) nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) techniques [28].

In addition to experimental explorations, molecular dynamics (MD) simulation has
been widely employed as a promising tool to determine API-polymer miscibility in solid
dispersions as well as formulation design [29–31]. For instance, Yani et al. have performed
MD simulations to predict the miscibility of API in various ionic and non-ionic poly-
meric excipients for solid dispersion systems by evaluating Hansen’s solubility parameter,
hydrogen-bonding interaction energy and hydrogen-bond lifetime analysis [25]. By combin-
ing experimental and MD simulation techniques, Gong and co-workers have investigated
the state evolution of norfloxacin (NFX) in solid dispersions with three commonly used
excipients, namely, PVP, HPMC, and HPMC(P). It was demonstrated that conversion from
an amorphous NFX to a hydrated state is possibly due to the dominating self-protonation
of NFX over other interactions (NFX−polymer hydrogen bonding or ionic interaction);
however, enhanced NFX−NFX aggregation leads to conversion to an anhydrous crystalline
state [32]. Very recently, by integrating experimental and MD simulation approaches,
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Kabedev et al. evaluated the underlying mechanism of β-lactoglobulin stability in solid
dispersions of indomethacin [33]. Although the pace of growth in the understanding of
drug−excipient interaction towards stabilizing amorphous solid dispersions of poorly water-
soluble drugs has been rather encouraging, understanding of molecular interactions between
delayed-release APIs and polymers governing API formulation and dissolution is largely
elusive and hinders the development of solid dispersion in pharmaceutical applications.

Our work involved using both MD simulation and experimental techniques to gain a
better understanding of how delayed-release drug APIs interact with enteric polymeric
excipients at the molecular level. This knowledge can help speed up the development of
solid dispersions for delayed-release applications. It is worthwhile to note that the selected
APIs are available in enteric-coated dosage form on the market; therefore, they are the ideal
candidates for solid dispersion formulations. Precisely, first the compatibility between
APIs and polymeric excipients was investigated by accessing molecular interactions using
molecular dynamics (MD) simulations, which were later used to identify the potential
API-polymeric pairs for solid dispersions. Then, solid dispersions of the suggested API-
excipient pairs were prepared using HME to gauge the feasibility of the pairs, followed
by release studies in both simulated gastric fluid (SGF) with a pH of 1.2 and simulated
intestinal fluid (SIF) with a pH of 6.8.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Simulation Models and Methods

For each API, first, MD simulations were carried out to identify the potential polymeric
excipients suitable for pairing. To do so, three commonly used polymeric excipients, namely,
hydroxypropyl methylcellulose phthalate [HPMC(P)], hydroxypropyl methylcellulose
acetate succinate [HPMC(AS)], and Eudragit L100 were chosen. Figure 1 depicts the
molecular structures of drug APIs, namely, naproxen (NPX), diclofenac sodium (NaDLO),
dimethyl fumarate (DMF), and omeprazole (OPZ). For each polymer, Figure 2 represents
the molecular structure of a polymeric chain with 10 monomer units. Similar to our previous
work [34], we first constructed a repeat unit of each polymer, and then created a polymer
chain with 10 monomer units using the Polymer Builder module in Materials Studio [35].
These polymer chains were geometrically optimized using the forcite module in Materials
Studio. After optimizing the structures, input parameter files were generated for the MD
simulations. The optimized potentials for liquid simulations all-atom (OPLS-AA) force field
was used to describe the parameters for both APIs and polymeric structures [36]. Using
the MKTOP tool, parameter files were created for most structures, and the TPP-MKTOP
tool was used for a few structures [37,38]. The atomic charges were adjusted based on the
OPLS-AA force field. The Lennard-Jones (LJ) and Coulombic (Coul.) potentials were used
to describe the non-bonded interactions.
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MD simulations were conducted in four separate sets. In the first set, the crystal
structure of each drug API (NPX or NaDLO or DMF or OPZ) was simulated for 5 ns using
isothermal and isobaric (NPT) MD simulation. This set of simulations was performed to
verify the force field used herein. In the second set, a cubic simulation box (~6 nm each side)
was built for each polymer excipient [HPMC(P) or HPMC(AS) or Eudragit L100]. Then,
10 API molecules of each drug were ramdomly added into the simulation boxes, resulting
in 12 different simulation systems. The number of polymer chains was added in such a way
that all systems maintained 5 wt% API and 95 wt% polymer excipients. For each system,
10 ns isothermal and isochoric (NVT) MD simulations were performed at 300 K, and the
last 8 ns trajectory was used for analysis. A representative simulation snapshot for this
type of system is shown in Figure 3. The 2nd set was aimed at screening and identifying a
suitable polymeric excipient for each drug API.
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Experiments were conducted to assess the feasibility of mixing the API and polymeric
excipient in a solid state once appropriate pairs of drug APIs and polymeric excipients
were identified through MD simulations. The experimental procedures are elaborated later
in this section. Afterwards, simulation systems were built for feasible API and excipient
pairs in the third set, with a different API loading of 50 wt%. Similarly to the 2nd set, for
this set, each system was simulated for 10 ns NVT MD simulations. The aim of this set was
to analyze the effect of loading. In the final set, the simulations were performed at various
temperatures.

The GROMACS v5.1.2 package was used to conduct all simulations [39]. The first
step in all simulations was energy minimization using the steepest descent with a trun-
cation force of 1000 kJ/mol.nm, followed by MD simulations. The Maxwell–Boltzmann
distribution was used to generate initial velocities for the MD simulations. The velocity-
rescale thermostat with a relaxation time of 0.1 ps was applied to control the temperature
of the simulation systems. The particle-mesh Ewald summation method was adopted to
calculate Coul interactions with a grid spacing of 1.2 Å. The LJ interactions were calcu-
lated using a cutoff of 14 Å. The leap-frog algorithm with a time step of 2 fs was used to
integrate the equations of motion. In all three dimensions, periodic boundary conditions
were enforced. Simulation snapshots were created in VMD (version 1.9.3) software using
simulation trajectories [40].

2.2. Experimental Description

Following the simulation, API polymer mixtures corresponding to 5 wt% and 50 wt%
were prepared by accurately weighing powdered API and polymers in a screw-cap bottle
and mixing them homogenously using Powder mixer (Alphie, 2.5L 3D Powder Mixer,
Hexagon Products, Por, Guj, India) at 50 RPM for 30 min. NaDLO and OPZ were purchased
from Jai Radhe Sales India. DMF and NPX base were supplied by Sigma-Aldrich, St. Louis,
MO, USA. HPMC AS (LF grade) and HPMC-P (55 grade) was kindly provided by Shine
Etsu Chemical Co. (Tokyo, Japan). Eudragit L100-55 was provided by Evonik Industries
(Darmstadt, Germany). High-performance liquid chromatography (HPLC) grade solvents
were supplied by Fischer Scientific Pte. Ltd., (Pandan Cres., Singapore) and other reagents
were supplied by Sigma, St. Louis, MO, USA and used as supplied. The solubilities, melting
points, and degradation temperatures of the API and polymers are shown in Table S1. The
API polymer physical mixture was fed manually to a preheated co-rotating twin-screw
hot melt extruder (Prism Eurolab 16 Melt extruder from Thermo Scientific, Karlsruhe,
Germany) rotating at 100 RPM. The temperature profile and screw speed were set to ensure
transport, melting and mixing at the respective zones on the screw. The temperatures used
in the different zones are shown below in Table 1.

Table 1. Temperature profile used for HME of various API polymer combinations.

Barrel Zone
1 2 3 4 5 6 Rod Die

Temperature (◦C)

NaDLO-HPMC(P) Feeding 110 140 140 145 145 145

DMF-HPMC(AS) Feeding 75 100 110 120 120 115

NPX-Eudragit L100 Feeding 130 200 215 220 220 215

OPZ-HPMC(AS) Feeding 75 100 110 120 120 115

For extruding solid dispersions in the form of cylindrical strands, a rod die with a
2 mm orifice was employed. The extruded strands were gathered on a conveyor belt,
cooled with air, and then kept in screw-capped glass bottles under low humidity conditions
(25% relative humidity) at room temperature. The resulting extrudates were subjected
to ball milling using a stainless-steel vessel with a 1.5-cm diameter stainless-steel ball,
at a frequency of 30 Hz for 2 min, using the MM 200 Retsch GmbH equipment from
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Haan, Germany. The milled extrudates were utilized for analyzing and characterizing the
solid dispersions.

2.2.1. Powder X-ray Diffraction Analysis

A Bruker D8 Advance powder X-ray diffractometer, which utilizes Cu Kα radiation
(λ = 1.540 60 Å), an acceleration voltage of 35 kV, and a current of 40 mA power, was used
to collect Powder X-ray diffraction (PXRD) data. Samples were scanned using a continuous
scanning mode in the 2θ range from 5◦ to 50◦, with a scan rate of 5◦ min−1.

2.2.2. FTIR Spectroscopy

A Frontier FT-IR/NIR Spectrometer (PIKE Technologies I, PerkinElmer) equipped with
a mid-infrared (MIR) triglycine sulfate (TGS) detector was used to obtain FTIR transmission
spectra of the APIs, physical mixtures, and extruded samples. A small quantity of powdered
sample was secured on the sample holder and scanned over a range of 4000–650 cm−1 at a
scan speed of 0.2 cm−1S−1 with a spectral resolution of 4 cm−1.

2.2.3. Dissolution Study

The extruded samples were broken as granules and passed through sieve no. 18 and
retained in sieve no. 30 for dissolution studies. USP type 2 dissolution apparatus (Agilent
Technologies) with baskets was employed for this study. All the samples were tested using
the following sequence:

(1) In Simulated Gastric fluid (SGF) pH 1.2 for 2 h: The samples were placed in a basket
and dilution was tested for 2 h in SGF pH 1.2 with sample collections at 15, 30, 60,
90 and 120 min. A 2 mL sample was withdrawn after each time interval and fresh
media were replenished. The samples were filtered through a 0.45 µm syringe filter
and analyzed by HPLC.

(2) In Simulated Intestinal fluid (SIF) pH 6.5 for 2 h: After 2 h in SGF, the dissolution
medium was changed to SIF and the basket was lowered to run the same sample
again. Samples were collected at 5, 10, 15, 30, 60, 90 and 120 min and 2 mL of fresh SIF
was replenished after each collection. The samples were filtered through a 0.45 µm
syringe filter and analyzed by HPLC.

For NaDLO solid dispersion dissolution, granules equivalent to 50 mg of NaDLO
were used, whereas for DMF solid dispersion dissolution, granules equivalent to 120 mg
DMF were used.

3. Results and Discussion
3.1. Force Field Validation of Drug API

To validate the force field of API molecules, first, the unit cell of each drug crystal was
downloaded from the Cambridge Crystallographic Data Centre (CCDC) database. Then,
the unit cell of each drug was extended in all directions to ensure that the dimensions
in each direction were either close to or higher than 50 Å. To do so, NPX, NaDLO, DMF,
and OPZ were extended to 4 × 9 × 7, 5 × 2 × 5, 14 × 10 × 7, and 5 × 5 × 5, respectively.
After MD simulation, from the first set of simulations, densities and lattice parameters of
all crystals were estimated and compared with the literature, as tabulated in Table 2. For
all crystal structures, the simulated densities and lattice parameters show <3% deviation
from the experimental values, which reflects the reliability of the force field adopted for
the simulation.
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Table 2. Simulated densities and lattice parameters of drug crystals. The experimental values are
mentioned in ().

API
Temp

(K)
Density

(g/cc)
Lattice Parameters

Ref.
a (Å) b (Å) c (Å) α (◦) β (◦) γ (◦)

Naproxen 300
(283–303)

1.27
(1.25)

13.30
(13.38)

5.76
(5.79)

7.87
(7.91)

90.0
(90.0)

93.9
(93.9)

90.0
(90.0) [41]

Diclofenac
sodium

150
(150)

1.48
(1.44)

9.48
(9.55)

39.19
(39.49)

9.77
(9.84)

90.0
(90.0)

90.7
(90.7)

90.0
(90.0) [42]

Dimethyl
fumarate

150
(150)

1.43
(1.43)

3.87
(3.87)

5.64
(5.64)

8.36
(8.36)

100.8
(100.8)

100.3
(100.3)

105.7
(105.7) [43]

Omeprazole 300
(283–303)

1.31
(1.33)

9.81
(9.70)

10.49
(10.29)

10.45
(10.62)

90.0
(90.4)

111.5
(112.1)

116.5
(115.9) [44]

3.2. Evaluation of Drug-Polymer Pairs for Solid Dispersion Formulations

To identify a suitable polymeric excipient for a stabilized amorphous API in solid
dispersion formulation, solubility measurement is crucial. Typically, the solubility of a
molecule in a specific medium can be gauged based on the interaction energy between
interacting molecules; in general, the higher the interaction energy (stronger interaction),
the higher the solubility [45–47]. Recently, we estimated the interaction energies and energy
ratios between actives and lipid excipients to accurately predict the active encapsulation
tendency in excipients, while identifying the best active–excipient pairs for nanoparticle
formulations [48]. Similarly, to determine the most suitable polymer excipient for each API,
the study employed MD simulation trajectory to estimate interaction energies and energy
ratios. A negative energy value typically indicates an attractive interaction, with a higher
absolute value indicating a stronger interaction and greater compatibility. Conversely, a
positive value indicates a repulsive or unfavorable interaction. Figure 4 illustrates the
estimated interaction energies, including electrostatic (Ecoul), Lenard-Jones (ELJ), and total
(Etotal), between drug API molecules and polymer excipients, which were determined in
the second set of simulations.

The interaction energies between NPX and polymeric excipients were negative and
were found to increase in the order of HPMC(AS) < HPMC(P) < Eudragit L100 (Figure 4a).
This indicates that NPX exhibits favourable interactions with all polymeric excipients.
Among the tested excipients, Eudragit L100 showed the highest interaction. The highest
interaction between NPX and Eudragit L100 might be due to the presence of similar
functional groups (-OCH3 and -COOH) in both (see Figures 1 and 2). Owing to the
strongest interaction of NPX, Eudragit L100 was expected to show higher solubility. It is
worthwhile to note that the Etotal between NPX and polymeric excipient is dominated by
van der Waals interactions (ELJ). Similarly to NPX, NaDLO–excipient interactions were
negative (Figure 4b). The Ecoul, ELJ, and Etotal increased in the order of Eudragit L100 <
HPMC(AS) < HPMC(P). The Etotal between NaDLO and HPMC(P) was the highest, and
thus is expected to be a potential choice. The possible reason for the highest interaction
between NaDLO and HPMC(P) is the favourable interaction between hexagonal aromatic
rings that are present in both structures (see Figures 1 and 2). Owing to the strongest
interaction of NaDLO, HPMC(P) was expected to show higher solubility. Interestingly, in
contrast to NPX, the Etotal between NaDLO and the polymeric excipient was dominated by
electrostatic (Ecoul) interactions due to the ionic nature of NaDLO.
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where r is the distance between atoms i and j, Ni and Nj are the numbers of atoms i and j, 
( , )ijN r r r+Δ  is the number of atoms j around i within a shell from r to r + Δr, respec-

tively. Figure 5 shows the g(r) of Eudragit L100 around Eudragit L100 and HPMC(AS) 
around HPMC(AS) in a mixture of these excipients with DMF and OPZ, based on all at-
oms. For DMF, as shown in Figure 5a, two prominent peaks are observed at r ~ 0.96 and 
1.1 Å, indicating strong interaction between Eudragit L100 and Eudragit L100 as well as 
HPMC(AS) and HPMC(AS). However, Eudragit L100-Eudragit L100 interaction was 
stronger than HPMC(AS)-HPMC(AS), as reflected by a greater peak height in the former. 
Thus, owing to weaker intra-atomic HPMC(AS)–HPMC(AS) interaction, DMF is more ac-
cessible to HPMC(AS) compared to Eudragit L100 and thus has the highest interaction. 
Similarly, for OPZ (Figure 5b), two prominent peaks are observed at r~0.94 and 1.08 Å, 
indicating strong interaction between Eudragit L100 and Eudragit L100 as well as 
HPMC(AS) and HPMC(AS). Due to weaker intra-atomic HPMC(AS)-HPMC(AS) interac-
tion, OPZ is more accessible to HPMC(AS) compared to Eudragit L100, and thus shows 
the highest interaction. In brief, the potential choice for both DMF and OPZ is HPMC(AS). 
Because both DMF and OPZ are neutral molecules, as is NPX, the Etotal between DMF/OPZ 
and the polymeric excipient is dominated by the van der Waals interaction rather than the 
electrostatic interaction. 

  

Pharmaceutics 2023, 15, x FOR PEER REVIEW 9 of 18 
 

 

  
Figure 4. Interaction energies in terms of electrostatic (Ecoul), Lenard–Jones (ELJ), and total (Etotal) be-
tween API molecules and polymer excipients for (a) NPX, (b) NaDLO, (c) DMF, and (d) OPZ. 

 
Figure 5. Radial distribution functions, g(r) of Eudragit L100 around Eudragit L100 and HPMC(AS) 
around HPMC(AS) in a mixture of these excipients with (a) DMF and (b) OPZ. The E L100 and 
HPAS in the figure legend indicate Eudragit L100 and HPMC(AS), respectively. The insets provide 
a zoomed-in view of the red circled portion. 

To better understand the relative interactions between drug API and polymer excip-
ients, energy ratios (API–polymer/API–API) were estimated for all 12 systems (Figure 6). 
The energy ratios lie between 0 and 2.2 depending on the system. For NPX, the energy 
ratios increased in the order of HPMC(AS) < HPMC(P) < Eudragit L100. For NaDLO, the 
energy ratios increased in the order of Eudragit L100 < HPMC(AS) < HPMC(P). For DMF, 
the energy ratios increased in the order of HPMC(P) < Eudragit L100 < HPMC(AS), 
whereas for OPZ, these quantities increased in the order of HPMC(P) < Eudragit L100 < 
HPMC(AS). Consistent with the API–polymer interactions prediction, the energy ratios 
indicate that the best pairs among the examined combinations are NPX–Eudragit L100, 
NaDLO–HPMC(P), DMF–HPMC(AS), and OPZ–HPMC(AS). Further, we also estimated 
hydrogen bonds between API and polymer excipients as they play an important role in 
the solubility analysis [49]. Two geometrical criteria were implemented to calculate the 
hydrogen bonds: (1) the distance (r) between a donor and an acceptor ≤ 3.5 Å and (2) the 
angle of hydrogen-donor-acceptor, α ≤ 30° [50]. Table S2 represents the number of hydro-
gen bonds between APIs and polymers per API on a molecular basis. All the APIs were 
observed to form hydrogen bonds with polymer excipients. Being ionic in nature, NaDLO 
showed a greater number of hydrogen bonds compared to the other APIs. Among non-
ionic APIs, OPZ had a higher number of hydrogen bonds due to the presence of more 
oxygen atoms. To visualize the interaction patterns between APIs and polymers corre-
sponding to the best pairs, Figure S1 shows MD simulation snapshots in NPX–Eudragit 
L100, NaDLO–HPMC(P), DMF–HPMC(AS), and OPZ–HPMC(AS). Following this, exper-
iments were performed to analyze the feasibility of the suggested API-excipient pairs by 

Figure 4. Interaction energies in terms of electrostatic (Ecoul), Lenard–Jones (ELJ), and total (Etotal)
between API molecules and polymer excipients for (a) NPX, (b) NaDLO, (c) DMF, and (d) OPZ.

Similarly to NPX and NaDLO, DMF–excipient and OPZ–excipient interactions were
negative (Figure 4c,d), indicating favorable interactions among them. For DMF, the Ecoul,
ELJ, and Etotal increased in the order of Eudragit L100 < HPMC(P) < HPMC(AS), whereas
for OPZ, these quantities increased in the order of HPMC(P) < Eudragit L100 < HPMC(AS).
By carefully observing the chemical structures, one can say that, with a linear chain in
Eudragit L100, a higher interaction with DMF (also linear chain) is expected. Interest-
ingly, this was not observed here, instead HPMC(AS) showed the highest interaction with
both DMF and OPZ. To unveil this behaviour, we further evaluated the intra-atomic Eu-
dragit L100-Eudragit L100 and HPMC(AS)–HPMC(AS) interactions by radial distribution
function g(r)as

gij(r) =
Nij(r, r + ∆r) V

4πr2∆r Ni Nj
(1)

where r is the distance between atoms i and j, Ni and Nj are the numbers of atoms i
and j, Nij(r, r + ∆r) is the number of atoms j around i within a shell from r to r + ∆r,
respectively. Figure 5 shows the g(r) of Eudragit L100 around Eudragit L100 and HPMC(AS)
around HPMC(AS) in a mixture of these excipients with DMF and OPZ, based on all
atoms. For DMF, as shown in Figure 5a, two prominent peaks are observed at r ~ 0.96
and 1.1 Å, indicating strong interaction between Eudragit L100 and Eudragit L100 as
well as HPMC(AS) and HPMC(AS). However, Eudragit L100-Eudragit L100 interaction
was stronger than HPMC(AS)-HPMC(AS), as reflected by a greater peak height in the
former. Thus, owing to weaker intra-atomic HPMC(AS)–HPMC(AS) interaction, DMF
is more accessible to HPMC(AS) compared to Eudragit L100 and thus has the highest
interaction. Similarly, for OPZ (Figure 5b), two prominent peaks are observed at r ~ 0.94
and 1.08 Å, indicating strong interaction between Eudragit L100 and Eudragit L100 as
well as HPMC(AS) and HPMC(AS). Due to weaker intra-atomic HPMC(AS)-HPMC(AS)
interaction, OPZ is more accessible to HPMC(AS) compared to Eudragit L100, and thus
shows the highest interaction. In brief, the potential choice for both DMF and OPZ is
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HPMC(AS). Because both DMF and OPZ are neutral molecules, as is NPX, the Etotal between
DMF/OPZ and the polymeric excipient is dominated by the van der Waals interaction
rather than the electrostatic interaction.
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To better understand the relative interactions between drug API and polymer excipi-
ents, energy ratios (API–polymer/API–API) were estimated for all 12 systems (Figure 6).
The energy ratios lie between 0 and 2.2 depending on the system. For NPX, the energy
ratios increased in the order of HPMC(AS) < HPMC(P) < Eudragit L100. For NaDLO,
the energy ratios increased in the order of Eudragit L100 < HPMC(AS) < HPMC(P). For
DMF, the energy ratios increased in the order of HPMC(P) < Eudragit L100 < HPMC(AS),
whereas for OPZ, these quantities increased in the order of HPMC(P) < Eudragit L100 <
HPMC(AS). Consistent with the API–polymer interactions prediction, the energy ratios
indicate that the best pairs among the examined combinations are NPX–Eudragit L100,
NaDLO–HPMC(P), DMF–HPMC(AS), and OPZ–HPMC(AS). Further, we also estimated
hydrogen bonds between API and polymer excipients as they play an important role in the
solubility analysis [49]. Two geometrical criteria were implemented to calculate the hydro-
gen bonds: (1) the distance (r) between a donor and an acceptor ≤ 3.5 Å and (2) the angle of
hydrogen-donor-acceptor, α ≤ 30◦ [50]. Table S2 represents the number of hydrogen bonds
between APIs and polymers per API on a molecular basis. All the APIs were observed to
form hydrogen bonds with polymer excipients. Being ionic in nature, NaDLO showed a
greater number of hydrogen bonds compared to the other APIs. Among non-ionic APIs,
OPZ had a higher number of hydrogen bonds due to the presence of more oxygen atoms.
To visualize the interaction patterns between APIs and polymers corresponding to the best
pairs, Figure S1 shows MD simulation snapshots in NPX–Eudragit L100, NaDLO–HPMC(P),
DMF–HPMC(AS), and OPZ–HPMC(AS). Following this, experiments were performed to
analyze the feasibility of the suggested API-excipient pairs by simulations. Particularly,
HME experiments were performed to prepare the solid dispersions of the recommended
pairs, followed by dissolution experiments in an actual interstitial environment.
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3.3. Evaluation of Drug-Polymer Pairs by Experiment
3.3.1. Solid Dispersion by Hot Melt Extruder Experiments

The selected API polymer physical mixtures were melt-extruded under the conditions
given in the Table 1. Extrudates of NaDLO and DMF containing 5% w/w API were
glassy and transparent, whereas extrudates containing 50% w/w API were opaque. The
charring of API was observed during the extrusion of NPX with Eudragit L-100. The
degradation temperature of NPX has been reported to be 196 ◦C [51], which is higher than
the extrusion temperature required to extrude Eudragit L100. The NPX was successfully
extruded with Eudragit L100 by adding 10% triethyl citrate as a plasticizer to lower the
extrusion temperature [52]. The OPZ degraded and formed a black product when extruded
with HPMC-AS. Therefore, it was concluded that, among the suggested pairs, NaDLO–
HPMC(P) and DMF–HPMC(AS) were successfully prepared. OPZ is an acid liable drug,
and it is reported to degrade in the presence of enteric polymer in solution [53] and even
in a solid state [54]. Sharma et al. studied the solid–state interactions between OPZ and
various enteric polymers at the core–coat interface. In the acidic medium (including in the
presence of enteric polymers), OPZ molecules rearrange and form a pyridinium salt, which
binds selectively and irreversibly with the proton pump H+/K+-ATPase at the parietal cell
secretory membrane [55]. To protect OPZ molecules from the enteric polymer, a sub-coating
of neutral polymer such as HPMC and amylopectin was applied, which acts as barrier
between OPZ and enteric polymer [56].

3.3.2. PXRD and FTIR

The PXRD of crystalline NaDLO exhibited peaks at 15.23, 19.96, 25.0, 25.90 and 27.16◦

at 2θ values. After melt extrusion with 50% w/w HPMC(P), the characteristic peaks of
crystalline NaDLO were present, but the intensity of the peaks was reduced. The 5%
w/w NaDLO solid dispersion with HPMC(P) produced an amorphous halo indicating
the solubilization of APIs in polymer melt forming solid solution [57] (Figure 7a). The
PXRD of crystalline DMF (Figure 7b) showed characteristic diffraction peaks at 2θ values
11.08◦, 17.68◦, 22.11◦, 24.12◦, and 27.5◦ [58]. The PXRD of 50% w/w DMF solid dispersion
with HPMC(AS) exhibited diffraction peak characteristics of crystalline DMF with reduced
intensity, indicating incomplete crystalline–amorphous transformation. The PXRD of pure
polymers are shown in Figure S2d. Solid dispersion with HPMC (AS) containing 5% w/w
DMF produced an amorphous halo, confirming the complete amorphization of DMF. In
addition to PXRD, the FTIR spectra of NaDLO exhibited distinctive peaks at 3388.57 cm−1

due to NH stretching of the secondary amine, at 1576.82 cm−1 owing to C=O stretching of
the carboxyl ion and at 747.35 cm−1 because of C-Cl stretching (Figure S2). In the FTIR of
the melt extruded sample of 5% w/w NaDLO with HPMC(P) containing 5% w/w NaDLO,
a peak at 1576 was still present, showing no interaction between APIs and the polymer
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(Figure S2a) [59]. The FTIR spectra of crystalline DMF showed 1672 cm−1 for the C=C
stretching vibration, 1719 and 3430 cm−1 for the C=O stretching vibration, 1160 cm−1 for
the C−O stretching vibration, and 670–890 cm−1 and 2850–3080 cm−1 for the C−H bending
vibration. These peaks were not found in either the 5% w/w DMF-HPMC(AS) physical
mixture or the melt extruded solid dispersion containing 5% DMF [60] (Figure S2b). For
comparison, the FTIR of pure polymers has been shown in Figure S2c.
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3.3.3. Dissolution Experiments

The dissolutions of the extruded samples were performed according to the protocol
for enteric dosage forms. The solid dispersion of 5% w/w NaDLO with HPMC(P) showed
no release in SGF pH 1.2 for 2 h. When exposed to SIF pH 6.8, HPMC(P) solid dispersion
released 10% of the drug. In the case of solid dispersion containing 50% w/w NaDLO,
65–75% drug release was observed in 2 h (Figure 8a). At a pH below the pKa of the
carboxylic acid group in diclofenac (around 4.0), majority of diclofenac sodium will be in
the neutral form. As the pH increases above the pKa, the proportion of ionized diclofenac
will increase, with a maximum at around pH 4.5 to 5.5. Above this pH range, the proportion
of ionized diclofenac will decrease as the carboxylic acid group becomes fully deprotonated
and the molecule becomes negatively charged [61]. This could be a possible explanation
as to why solid dispersion of 5% w/w NaDLO with HPMC(P) showed no release in SGF
pH 1.2 for 2 h. Solid dispersion of 5% w/w DMF with HPMC(AS) showed no release in
both SGF pH 1.2 and SIF pH 6.8, whereas solid dispersion containing 50% DMF started
releasing DMF in SGF pH 1.2 (5% in 2 h) and in SIF pH 6.8, incomplete release (42% in 2 h)
was observed (Figure 8b). Although both polymers are soluble in SIF pH 6.8, the negligible
dissolution of the drug at 5% w/w loading could be due to a strong interaction between the
APIs and the polymer.

3.4. Effect of Drug Loading

Analysis from experiments reflects that higher loading is suitable for faster API release.
To gain insights into this observation at the atomic level, further MD simulations were
performed at higher loadings corresponding to the feasible pairs, i.e., NaDLO–HPMC(P)
and DMF–HPMC(AS) obtained by experiments. Figure 9a shows the interaction energy
between NaDLO and HPMC(P). As the loading of NaDLO in HPMC(P) increases from
5 wt% to 50 wt%, all interaction energy terms Ecoul, ELJ, and Etotal decrease. This indi-
cates that the strength of binding between NaDLO and HPMC(P) is reduced. Due to
reduced interaction or weaker binding, NaDLO shows faster release at higher loading,
as observed in experiments. Consistent with interaction energies, the energy ratio also
indicates weaker relative interaction between NaDLO and HPMC(P) at higher loading,
as shown in Figure 9b, which supports faster NaDLO release. It is instructive to observe
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NaDLO–NaDLO at both loadings. Figure S3a depicts Ecoul, ELJ, and Etotal at both load-
ings. Similarly to NaDLO–HPMC(P) interactions, all interaction terms in NaDLO–NaDLO
decrease as loading increases; however, Na+-DLO− interaction increases with loading
(Figure S3b). Interestingly, ELJ interactions between Na+ and DLO− ions are repulsive,
as indicated by positive energy values. Owing to very strong ionic interaction between
Na+ and DLO−, these ions reside very close to each other and hence LJ interactions are
repulsive. Figure 10 shows the interaction energies between DMF and HPMC(AS) as well as
the energy ratios at both loadings. With the increase in DMF loading from 5 wt% to 50 wt%,
both the DMF–HPMC(AS) interaction and the energy ratio are reduced, indicating weaker
binding between DMF and HPMC(AS), hence supporting faster DMF release at higher
loading, as observed in experiments. Despite a decrease in DMF–HPMC(AS) interaction,
DMF–DMF interaction showed a reverse trend with loading (Figure S4) as seen in the case
of Na+-DLO− interaction.

Pharmaceutics 2023, 15, x FOR PEER REVIEW 12 of 18 
 

 

  
Figure 8. The release of (a) NaDLO from extruded samples with HPMC(P), and (b) DMF from ex-
truded samples with HPMC(AS) under simulated gastric fluid (SGF) and simulated intestinal fluid 
(SIF) environments. 

3.4. Effect of Drug Loading 
Analysis from experiments reflects that higher loading is suitable for faster API re-

lease. To gain insights into this observation at the atomic level, further MD simulations 
were performed at higher loadings corresponding to the feasible pairs, i.e., NaDLO–
HPMC(P) and DMF–HPMC(AS) obtained by experiments. Figure 9a shows the interac-
tion energy between NaDLO and HPMC(P). As the loading of NaDLO in HPMC(P) in-
creases from 5 wt% to 50 wt%, all interaction energy terms  Ecoul, ELJ, and Etotal decrease. 
This indicates that the strength of binding between NaDLO and HPMC(P) is reduced. Due 
to reduced interaction or weaker binding, NaDLO shows faster release at higher loading, 
as observed in experiments. Consistent with interaction energies, the energy ratio also 
indicates weaker relative interaction between NaDLO and HPMC(P) at higher loading, as 
shown in Figure 9b, which supports faster NaDLO release. It is instructive to observe 
NaDLO–NaDLO at both loadings. Figure S3a depicts Ecoul, ELJ, and Etotal at both loadings. 
Similarly to NaDLO–HPMC(P) interactions, all interaction terms in NaDLO–NaDLO de-
crease as loading increases; however, Na+-DLO ̄ interaction increases with loading (Figure 
S3b). Interestingly, ELJ interactions between Na+ and DLO ̄ ions are repulsive, as indicated 
by positive energy values. Owing to very strong ionic interaction between Na+ and DLO ̄, 
these ions reside very close to each other and hence LJ interactions are repulsive. Figure 
10 shows the interaction energies between DMF and HPMC(AS) as well as the energy 
ratios at both loadings. With the increase in DMF loading from 5 wt% to 50 wt%, both the 
DMF–HPMC(AS) interaction and the energy ratio are reduced, indicating weaker binding 
between DMF and HPMC(AS), hence supporting faster DMF release at higher loading, as 
observed in experiments. Despite a decrease in DMF–HPMC(AS) interaction, DMF–DMF 
interaction showed a reverse trend with loading (Figure S4) as seen in the case of Na+-
DLO ̄ interaction. 

Figure 8. The release of (a) NaDLO from extruded samples with HPMC(P), and (b) DMF from
extruded samples with HPMC(AS) under simulated gastric fluid (SGF) and simulated intestinal fluid
(SIF) environments.

Pharmaceutics 2023, 15, x FOR PEER REVIEW 13 of 18 
 

 

  
Figure 9. (a) Interaction energies between NaDLO and HPMC(P) and (b) energy ratio: NaDLO– 
HPMC(P)/NaDLO–NaDLO at 5 and 50 wt% NaDLO. 

  

Figure 10. (a) Interaction energies between DMF and HPMC(AS) and (b) energy ratio: DMF– 
HPMC(AS)/DMF–DMF at 5 and 50 wt% DMF. 

The release phenomena of an API from solid dispersion could efficiently be illus-
trated by dynamics of the API in solid dispersion. Usually, the dynamics of a molecule in 
a mixture environment is evaluated by mean-squared displacement (MSD) [62,63]. Not 
only the dynamics, but also the diffusion modes of a molecule/particle can be character-
ized by MSD [64]. The MSD is quantified as 

2

1

1MSD ( ) | ( ) (0) |
=

=  −  r r
N

i i
i

t t
N

 (2)

where N is the number of active molecules and ri(t) is the position of the ith active molecule 
at time t. To be precise, MSD was computed based on the trajectory from 2 ns to 10 ns. 
Figure 11 depicts the MSDs of NaDLO and DMF in HPMC(P) and HPMC(AS), respec-
tively, at 5 and 50 wt% loadings. As simulation time proceeds, the MSDs continuously 
increase. As the loading of NaDLO increases from 5 to 50 wt%, the mobility of the NaDLO 
is enhanced, as indicated by the increased MSD value at 50 wt% (Figure 11a), which, in 
turn, indicates faster release of NaDLO from solid dispersion. This supports the experi-
mental observation obtained from the release study (Figure 8a). Similar to the MSD of 

Figure 9. (a) Interaction energies between NaDLO and HPMC(P) and (b) energy ratio: NaDLO–
HPMC(P)/NaDLO–NaDLO at 5 and 50 wt% NaDLO.



Pharmaceutics 2023, 15, 1164 13 of 18

Pharmaceutics 2023, 15, x FOR PEER REVIEW 13 of 18 
 

 

  
Figure 9. (a) Interaction energies between NaDLO and HPMC(P) and (b) energy ratio: NaDLO– 
HPMC(P)/NaDLO–NaDLO at 5 and 50 wt% NaDLO. 

  

Figure 10. (a) Interaction energies between DMF and HPMC(AS) and (b) energy ratio: DMF– 
HPMC(AS)/DMF–DMF at 5 and 50 wt% DMF. 

The release phenomena of an API from solid dispersion could efficiently be illus-
trated by dynamics of the API in solid dispersion. Usually, the dynamics of a molecule in 
a mixture environment is evaluated by mean-squared displacement (MSD) [62,63]. Not 
only the dynamics, but also the diffusion modes of a molecule/particle can be character-
ized by MSD [64]. The MSD is quantified as 

2

1

1MSD ( ) | ( ) (0) |
=

=  −  r r
N

i i
i

t t
N

 (2)

where N is the number of active molecules and ri(t) is the position of the ith active molecule 
at time t. To be precise, MSD was computed based on the trajectory from 2 ns to 10 ns. 
Figure 11 depicts the MSDs of NaDLO and DMF in HPMC(P) and HPMC(AS), respec-
tively, at 5 and 50 wt% loadings. As simulation time proceeds, the MSDs continuously 
increase. As the loading of NaDLO increases from 5 to 50 wt%, the mobility of the NaDLO 
is enhanced, as indicated by the increased MSD value at 50 wt% (Figure 11a), which, in 
turn, indicates faster release of NaDLO from solid dispersion. This supports the experi-
mental observation obtained from the release study (Figure 8a). Similar to the MSD of 
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The release phenomena of an API from solid dispersion could efficiently be illustrated
by dynamics of the API in solid dispersion. Usually, the dynamics of a molecule in a
mixture environment is evaluated by mean-squared displacement (MSD) [62,63]. Not only
the dynamics, but also the diffusion modes of a molecule/particle can be characterized by
MSD [64]. The MSD is quantified as

MSD(t) =
1
N

N

∑
i=1
〈|ri(t)− ri(0)|2〉 (2)

where N is the number of active molecules and ri(t) is the position of the ith active molecule
at time t. To be precise, MSD was computed based on the trajectory from 2 ns to 10 ns.
Figure 11 depicts the MSDs of NaDLO and DMF in HPMC(P) and HPMC(AS), respectively,
at 5 and 50 wt% loadings. As simulation time proceeds, the MSDs continuously increase. As
the loading of NaDLO increases from 5 to 50 wt%, the mobility of the NaDLO is enhanced,
as indicated by the increased MSD value at 50 wt% (Figure 11a), which, in turn, indicates
faster release of NaDLO from solid dispersion. This supports the experimental observation
obtained from the release study (Figure 8a). Similar to the MSD of NaDLO in HPMC(P),
the MSD of DMF in HPMC(AS) also depicts that, with an increase in loading, the mobility
of the DMF is raised (Figure 11b). This is also consistent with experimental observation
(Figure 8b). Overall, upon increasing the loading of API, API–polymer interaction decreases,
which results in higher mobility of APIs in solid dispersions, thus boosting the release of
APIs in the SIF environment.
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3.5. Effect of Temperature

To elucidate the effect of temperature at the molecular level, a model system, i.e., a
mixture of DMF and HPMC(AS) was considered. Particularly, simulations were performed
at three different temperatures at 300 K, 373 K and 433 K, respectively. It should be noted
that the examined temperatures are below the degradation temperature of DMF. Figure 12a
shows the interaction energies between DMF and HPMC(AS) at various temperatures.
The hierarchy of all the DMF–HPMC(AS) interaction terms (Ecoul, ELJ, and Etotal) is [DMF–
HPMC(AS)]433 K < [DMF-HPMC(AS)]373 K < [DMF-HPMC(AS)]300 K. This indicates that
DMF would be strongly bounded to HPMC(AS) at a lower temperature. As expected,
energy ratios indicate the same hierarchy as the interaction trend (Figure 12b). Furthermore,
the dynamics of DMF in the mixture of DMF and HPMC(AS) at these temperatures are
illustrated to predict the release behaviour. Figure 13 depicts the MSDs of DMF at 300 K,
373 K, and 433 K, particularly for the last 8 ns simulation. As the temperature increases,
the mobility of DMF is enhanced, as indicated by significantly increased MSD values at
433 K compared to 300 K. Weaker DMF–HPMC(AS) interaction at a higher temperature, as
explained above, results in higher mobility of DMF, which would support the release of
DMF from solid dispersion. In brief, a higher temperature would be expected to boost the
API release phenomena.
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4. Conclusions

To investigate molecular interactions in solid dispersions, MD simulations and exper-
imental approaches were adopted. The interaction energies between NPX and polymer
in terms of Ecoul, ELJ, and Etotal increased in the order of HPMC(AS) < HPMC(P) < Eu-
dragit L100, whereas for NaDLO, these quantities increased in the order of Eudragit L100
< HPMC(AS) < HPMC(P). For DMF and OPZ, the hierarchies of the energy terms are
Eudragit L100 < HPMC(P) < HPMC(AS) and HPMC(P) < Eudragit L100 < HPMC(AS). The
suggested API–polymer pairs are NPX-Eudragit L100, NaDLO-HPMC(P), DMF-HPMC(AS)
and OPZ-HPMC(AS), respectively. The energy ratio trends of API–polymer combinations
are consistent with the interaction energy hierarchies. All APIs were able to form hydrogen
bonds with polymeric excipients. Being ionic in nature, NaDLO showed a higher number
of hydrogen bonds compared to the other APIs. Among non-ionic APIs, OPZ had a higher
number of hydrogen bonds. The pairs NaDLO–HPMC(P) and DMF–HPMC(AS) were
successfully extruded by HME experiments. The release studies revealed that NaDLO and
DMF APIs could be loaded up to 50 wt% in HPMC(P) and HPMC(AS), respectively, as
these dispersions are rarely released in SGF but are mostly released in SIF. API–polymer
interaction decreases as API loading increases, which leads to a higher mobility of API,
thus boosting the release of API. The MSD indicates that with an increase in temperature,
the mobility of API increases, resulting in a faster release of API. This study, in suggesting a
potential polymeric excipient for delayed-release APIs, provides atomic-level insights into
the compatibility between APIs and polymeric carriers, which could accelerate the rational
design and development of a solid dispersion system for poorly soluble APIs.
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21. Punčochová, K.; Heng, J.Y.; Beránek, J.; Stěpánek, F. Investigation of drug-polymer interaction in solid dispersions by vapour
sorption methods. Int. J. Pharm. 2014, 469, 159–167. [CrossRef]

22. Zhao, Y.; Inbar, P.; Chokshi, H.P.; Malick, A.W.; Choi, D.S. Prediction of the thermal phase diagram of amorphous solid dispersions
by Flory–Huggins theory. J. Pharm. Sci. 2011, 100, 3196–3207. [CrossRef]

23. Marsac, P.J.; Shamblin, S.; Taylor, L. Theoretical and practical approaches for prediction of drug–polymer miscibility and solubility.
Pharm. Res. 2006, 23, 2417. [CrossRef]

24. Maniruzzaman, M.; Pang, J.; Morgan, D.J.; Douroumis, D. Molecular Modeling as a Predictive Tool for the Development of Solid
Dispersions. Mol. Pharm. 2015, 12, 1040–1049. [CrossRef]

25. Yani, Y.; Kanaujia, P.; Chow, P.S.; Tan, R.B.H. Effect of API-Polymer Miscibility and Interaction on the Stabilization of Amorphous
Solid Dispersion: A Molecular Simulation Study. Ind. Eng. Chem. Res. 2017, 56, 12698–12707. [CrossRef]

26. Meng, F.; Trivino, A.; Prasad, D.; Chauhan, H. Investigation and correlation of drug polymer miscibility and molecular interactions
by various approaches for the preparation of amorphous solid dispersions. Eur. J. Pharm. Sci. 2015, 71, 12–24. [CrossRef]

27. Meng, F.; Dave, V.; Chauhan, H. Qualitative and quantitative methods to determine miscibility in amorphous drug–polymer
systems. Eur. J. Pharm. Sci. 2015, 77, 106–111. [CrossRef]

28. Lu, X.; Li, M.; Huang, C.; Lowinger, M.B.; Xu, W.; Yu, L.; Byrn, S.R.; Templeton, A.C.; Su, Y. Atomic-Level Drug Substance and
Polymer Interaction in Posaconazole Amorphous Solid Dispersion from Solid-State NMR. Mol. Pharm. 2020, 17, 2585–2598.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.2174/138161209788682479
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19601822
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0939-6411(00)00076-X
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10840192
http://doi.org/10.1124/pr.112.005660
http://doi.org/10.1002/jps.22074
http://doi.org/10.1002/jps.21903
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19697391
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpharm.2012.11.001
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.drudis.2015.01.012
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0939-6411(02)00061-9
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.addr.2015.12.010
http://doi.org/10.1021/acsomega.0c04588
http://doi.org/10.1080/03639040701525627
http://doi.org/10.1111/jphp.12183
http://doi.org/10.1016/0378-5173(90)90221-O
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcb.6b11816
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28140590
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejpb.2013.09.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24056053
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejpb.2008.05.023
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18577451
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11095-009-9852-z
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19277850
http://doi.org/10.1021/mp500068w
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24708235
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.molpharmaceut.5b00655
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26866895
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpharm.2014.04.048
http://doi.org/10.1002/jps.22541
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11095-006-9063-9
http://doi.org/10.1021/mp500510m
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.iecr.7b03187
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejps.2015.02.003
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejps.2015.05.018
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.molpharmaceut.0c00268
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32401529


Pharmaceutics 2023, 15, 1164 17 of 18

29. Gupta, J.; Nunes, C.; Vyas, S.; Jonnalagadda, S. Prediction of Solubility Parameters and Miscibility of Pharmaceutical Compounds
by Molecular Dynamics Simulations. J. Phys. Chem. B 2011, 115, 2014–2023. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

30. Maus, M.; Wagner, K.G.; Kornherr, A.; Zifferer, G. Molecular dynamics simulations for drug dosage form development: Thermal
and solubility characteristics for hot-melt extrusion. Mol. Simul. 2008, 34, 1197–1207. [CrossRef]

31. Walden, D.M.; Bundey, Y.; Jagarapu, A.; Antontsev, V.; Chakravarty, K.; Varshney, J. Molecular Simulation and Statistical Learning
Methods toward Predicting Drug–Polymer Amorphous Solid Dispersion Miscibility, Stability, and Formulation Design. Molecules
2021, 26, 182. [CrossRef]

32. Liu, S.; Jia, L.; Xu, S.; Chen, Y.; Tang, W.; Gong, J. Insight into the State Evolution of Norfloxacin as a Function of Drug
Concentration in Norfloxacin-Vinylpyrrolidone/Hydroxypropyl Methylcellulose/Hydroxypropyl Methylcellulose Phthalate
Solid Dispersions. Cryst. Growth Des. 2019, 19, 6239–6251. [CrossRef]

33. Kabedev, A.; Zhuo, X.; Leng, D.; Foderà, V.; Zhao, M.; Larsson, P.; Bergström, C.A.S.; Löbmann, K. Stabilizing Mechanisms of
β-Lactoglobulin in Amorphous Solid Dispersions of Indomethacin. Mol. Pharm. 2022, 19, 3922–3933. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Gupta, K.M.; Liu, J.; Jiang, J. A molecular simulation study for efficient separation of 2,5-furandiyldimethanamine by a microp-
orous polyarylate membrane. Polymer 2019, 175, 8–14. [CrossRef]

35. Batwa, A.; Norrman, A. Blockchain Technology and Trust in Supply Chain Management: A Literature Review and Research
Agenda. Oper. Supply Chain. Manag. Int. J. 2021, 14, 203–220. [CrossRef]

36. Jorgensen, W.L.; Maxwell, D.; Tirado-Rives, J. Development and Testing of the OPLS All-Atom Force Field on Conformational
Energetics and Properties of Organic Liquids. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1996, 118, 11225–11236. [CrossRef]

37. Ribeiro, A.A.; Horta, B.; Alencastro, R. MKTOP: A program for automatic construction of molecular topologies. J. Braz. Chem. Soc.
2008, 19, 1433–1435. [CrossRef]

38. Available online: http://erg.biophys.msu.ru/wordpress/archives/32 (accessed on 23 February 2023).
39. Hess, B.; Kutzner, C.; van der Spoel, D.; Lindahl, E. GROMACS 4: Algorithms for highly efficient, load-balanced, and scalable

molecular simulation. J. Chem. Theory Comput. 2008, 4, 435–447. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
40. Humphrey, W.; Dalke, A.; Schulten, K. VMD: Visual molecular dynamics. J. Mol. Graph. 1996, 14, 33–38. [CrossRef]
41. Kim, Y.B.; Song, H.; Park, I. Refinement of the structure of naproxen, (+)-6-methoxy-α-methyl-2-naphthaleneacetic acid. Arch.

Pharmacal Res. 1987, 10, 232–238. [CrossRef]
42. Llinàs, A.; Burley, J.C.; Box, K.J.; Glen, R.C.; Goodman, J.M. Diclofenac Solubility: Independent Determination of the Intrinsic

Solubility of Three Crystal Forms. J. Med. Chem. 2007, 50, 979–983. [CrossRef]
43. Kooijman, H.; Sprengers, J.W.; Agerbeek, M.J.; Elsevier, C.J.; Spek, A.L. Di-methyl fumarate. Acta Crystallogr. Sect. E 2004, 60,

o917–o918. [CrossRef]
44. Deng, J.; Chi, Y.; Fu, F.; Cui, X.; Yu, K.; Zhu, J.; Jiang, Y. Resolution of omeprazole by inclusion complexation with a chiral host

BINOL. Tetrahedron Asymmetry 2000, 11, 1729–1732. [CrossRef]
45. Cadden, J.; Gupta, K.M.; Kanaujia, P.; Coles, S.J.; Aitipamula, S. Cocrystal Formulations: Evaluation of the Impact of Excipients

on Dissolution by Molecular Simulation and Experimental Approaches. Cryst. Growth Des. 2021, 21, 1006–1018. [CrossRef]
46. Gupta, K.M.; Jiang, J. Systematic Investigation of Nitrile Based Ionic Liquids for CO2 Capture: A Combination of Molecular

Simulation and ab Initio Calculation. J. Phys. Chem. C 2014, 118, 3110–3118. [CrossRef]
47. Gupta, K.M. Tetracyanoborate based ionic liquids for CO2 capture: From ab initio calculations to molecular simulations. Fluid

Phase Equilibria 2016, 415, 34–41. [CrossRef]
48. Gupta, K.M.; Das, S.; Wong, A.B.H.; Chow, P.S. Formulation and Skin Permeation of Active-Loaded Lipid Nanoparticles:

Evaluation and Screening by Synergizing Molecular Dynamics Simulations and Experiments. Langmuir 2023, 39, 308–319.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

49. Li, C.; Wang, J.-X.; Le, Y.; Chen, J.-F. Studies of Bicalutamide–Excipients Interaction by Combination of Molecular Docking and
Molecular Dynamics Simulation. Mol. Pharm. 2013, 10, 2362–2369. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

50. Luzar, A.; Chandler, D. Hydrogen-bond kinetic in liquid water. Nature 1996, 379, 55–57. [CrossRef]
51. Sovizi, M.R. Thermal behavior of drugs. J. Therm. Anal. Calorim. 2010, 102, 285–289. [CrossRef]
52. Vynckier, A.K.; De Beer, M.; Monteyne, T.; Voorspoels, J.; De Beer, T.; Remon, J.P.; Vervaet, C. Enteric protection of naproxen in a

fixed-dose combination product produced by hot-melt co-extrusion. Int. J. Pharm. 2015, 491, 243–249. [CrossRef]
53. Riedel, A.; Leopold, C.S. Degradation of Omeprazole Induced by Enteric Polymer Solutions and Aqueous Dispersions: HPLC

Investigations. Drug Dev. Ind. Pharm. 2005, 31, 151–160. [CrossRef]
54. Stroyer, A.; McGinity, J.; Leopold, C. Solid state interactions between the proton pump inhibitor omeprazole and various enteric

coating polymers. J. Pharm. Sci. 2006, 95, 1342–1353. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
55. Sharma, V.D.; Akocak, S.; Ilies, M.A.; Fassihi, R. Solid-State Interactions at the Core-Coat Interface: Physicochemical Characteri-

zation of Enteric-Coated Omeprazole Pellets without a Protective Sub-Coat. AAPS PharmSciTech 2015, 16, 934–943. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

56. Erickson, M.; Josefsson, L. Pharmaceutical Formulation of Omeprazole. U.S. Patent 6090827, 18 May 1998.
57. Shivakumar, H.N.; Desai, B.; Deshmukh, G. Design and optimization of diclofenac sodium controlled release solid dispersions by

response surface methodology. Indian J. Pharm. Sci. 2008, 70, 22–30. [CrossRef]
58. Chen, C.W.; Lee, T. Round Granules of Dimethyl Fumarate by Three-in-One Intensified Process of Reaction, Crystallization, and

Spherical Agglomeration in a Common Stirred Tank. Org. Process Res. Dev. 2017, 21, 1326–1339. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1021/jp108540n
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21306175
http://doi.org/10.1080/08927020802411695
http://doi.org/10.3390/molecules26010182
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.cgd.9b00708
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.molpharmaceut.2c00397
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36135343
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.polymer.2019.04.066
http://doi.org/10.31387/oscm0450297
http://doi.org/10.1021/ja9621760
http://doi.org/10.1590/S0103-50532008000700031
http://erg.biophys.msu.ru/wordpress/archives/32
http://doi.org/10.1021/ct700301q
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26620784
http://doi.org/10.1016/0263-7855(96)00018-5
http://doi.org/10.1007/BF02857746
http://doi.org/10.1021/jm0612970
http://doi.org/10.1107/S1600536804010177
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0957-4166(00)00114-2
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.cgd.0c01351
http://doi.org/10.1021/jp411434g
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.fluid.2016.01.021
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.langmuir.2c02550
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36573314
http://doi.org/10.1021/mp300727d
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23646858
http://doi.org/10.1038/379055a0
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10973-009-0668-1
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpharm.2015.06.010
http://doi.org/10.1081/DDC-200047787
http://doi.org/10.1002/jps.20450
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16625655
http://doi.org/10.1208/s12249-014-0263-z
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25595125
http://doi.org/10.4103/0250-474X.40327
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.oprd.7b00183


Pharmaceutics 2023, 15, 1164 18 of 18

59. Aielo, P.B.; Borges, F.A.; Romeira, K.M.; Miranda, M.C.R.; Arruda, L.B.d.; Filho, P.N.L.; Drago, B.d.C.; Herculano, R.D. Evaluation
of sodium diclofenac release using natural rubber latex as carrier. Mater. Res. 2014, 17, 146–152. [CrossRef]

60. Sinha, S.; Garg, V.; Sonali; Singh, R.P.; Dutt, R. Chitosan-alginate core-shell-corona shaped nanoparticles of dimethyl fumarate in
orodispersible film to improve bioavailability in treatment of multiple sclerosis: Preparation, characterization and biodistribution
in rats. J. Drug Deliv. Sci. Technol. 2021, 64, 102645. [CrossRef]

61. Adeyeye, C.M.; Li, P.-K. Diclofenac Sodium. Anal. Profiles Drug Subst. 1990, 19, 123–144.
62. Gupta, K.M.; Das, S.; Chow, P.S.; Macbeath, C. Encapsulation of Ferulic Acid in Lipid Nanoparticles as Antioxidant for Skin:

Mechanistic Understanding through Experiment and Molecular Simulation. ACS Appl. Nano Mater. 2020, 3, 5351–5361. [CrossRef]
63. Gupta, K.M.; Yani, Y.; Poornachary, S.K.; Chow, P.S. Atomistic Simulation to Understand Anisotropic Growth Behavior of

Naproxen Crystal in the Presence of Polymeric Additives. Cryst. Growth Des. 2019, 19, 3768–3776. [CrossRef]
64. Metzler, R.; Klafter, J. The random walk’s guide to anomalous diffusion: A fractional dynamics approach. Phys. Rep. 2000, 339,

1–77. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

http://doi.org/10.1590/S1516-14392014005000010
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jddst.2021.102645
http://doi.org/10.1021/acsanm.0c00717
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.cgd.9b00193
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-1573(00)00070-3

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Simulation Models and Methods 
	Experimental Description 
	Powder X-ray Diffraction Analysis 
	FTIR Spectroscopy 
	Dissolution Study 


	Results and Discussion 
	Force Field Validation of Drug API 
	Evaluation of Drug-Polymer Pairs for Solid Dispersion Formulations 
	Evaluation of Drug-Polymer Pairs by Experiment 
	Solid Dispersion by Hot Melt Extruder Experiments 
	PXRD and FTIR 
	Dissolution Experiments 

	Effect of Drug Loading 
	Effect of Temperature 

	Conclusions 
	References

