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Assessment of simvastatin with a self- emulsifying capsule in vivo
TUN Da- ferg', LI Ying', MO Feng— kui', YUHong - kai®, WANG Zhong— yan'
(1. Schod  Pharmacy, Shenyang Pharmaceutical University, Shenyang 110016
2. Bejjing Red Sun Pharmaceutical co., Lid., Bejing 100020)

ABSTRACT Objective: To evluate the self— microemulsifying ablity and dissolution behavior of simvastatin in vitro and the phama-
cokinetic behavior in beagle dogs. Methods: The plasma concentrations were evaluated by HPLC and dissolution and phamacokinetic behavior
of self— microemulsifying formul ations were evaluated by comparison with commercial tablets. Results: The area under the curve (AUC) was
significantly higher in the simvastatin self- microemulsiying capsules group than that in the commercial tablets group. Also, T was snaller and
Cumax Was much higher in the simvastatin self— microemulsifying capsules group compared wih market products. Conclusion: The self - mi-
croemulsifying capsule can increase absormption in vivo significantly .
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Fig 1 The mean concentration — time curve of SVA in dogs' plasma afier an oral single dose of 20 mg SV— SMEDDS and SV tablets(n= 10)
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