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Particle morphology

of aprepitant.

(B) Raw drug suspension
(20 X magnification,
PLM).

Mastersizer 3000, PLM, HPLC-UV.
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» Raw drug suspension: 0.4 mg/mL Aprepitant
= Stir at 1000 rpm for 30 min
= Sonicate for 15 min (40 kHz, 25°C)
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