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Enteric tablet coating thickness is a critical quality attribute of the coating process
that can affect dissolution behavior in vitro as well as release in vivo. Raman
mapping offers unique advantages in analyzing the distribution of active
pharmaceutical ingredients and excipients in formulations. In this study, Raman
mapping was used to characterize the coating of enteric-coated erythromycin
tablets coated by two different processes and compare the differences in their
coating formulation, thickness, and uniformity. Furthermore, we aimed to select
the appropriate pH of the dissolution medium at which the coating slowly cracks
to release the drug and determine the dissolution profile. The differences in the
coating thickness and uniformity of the two products resulted in differences in
dissolution behavior. Although there are differences in the coating processes for
the two types of enteric-coated erythromycin tablets, the thickness of the outer
coating on the side is a critical quality attribute in both processes. The outer
coating of product A is relatively thick, and the thickness of the outer coating on
the side affects the dissolution amount. The outer coating of product B is relatively
thin, resulting in a short cracking time and large variation and a significant
difference in the initial dissolution amounts between tablets. Raman mapping
can be used to analyze the differences in coating formulations and for process
evaluation.

KEYWORDS
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1 Introduction

Enteric formulations are common formulations characterized by delayed release after
oral administration and are suitable for drugs that are acid-unstable or irritate the gastric
mucosa. Enteric-coated tablets are made resistant to the acidic environment in the stomach
by encapsulation with an enteric coating containing polymeric material that is dissolved and
released in the small intestine at a neutral pH (Ahmed et al, 2020; Ahmad, 2022).
Controlling the enteric-coated tablet coating process is essential because the coating
affects the in vivo pharmacokinetic behavior of the drug (Kaunisto et al, 2011;
Andersson Trojer et al., 2013). Control of the coating lies primarily in its thickness and
uniformity. Analyzing the effect of coating thickness on dissolution and corresponding
adjustments can make the enteric-coated tablets conform to specific in vivo release
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requirements. There are various methods for determining coating
thickness, including near-infrared spectroscopy (NIRS) (De Beer
etal., 2011; Gendre et al., 2011; Avalle et al., 2014; Korasa et al., 2016;
Hattori et al., 2018; Wahl et al., 2019; Mohan et al., 2020), Raman
spectroscopy (Muller et al.,, 2012; Wirges et al., 2013; Kim et al,,
2016; Barimani and Peter, 2017), optical coherence tomography
(Markl et al., 2015a; Markl et al., 2015b; Sacher et al., 2019; Matthias
et al,, 2022), terahertz pulsed imaging (Brock et al., 2012; Lin et al,,
2017; Pei et al, 2018; Dong et al, 2023), X-ray computed
tomography (X-CT) (Ariyasu et al,, 2017), and multispectral UV
imaging (Novikova et al, 2017). Compared with conventional
methods of calculating thickness by weight gain after coating,
these methods enable direct measurement of coating thickness
and can also be used for online control of the coating process.

However, most literature characterizes the thickness of enteric-
coated tablets as a whole and does not consider the effect of coating
uniformity in different parts of the tablet on its release or the
correlation with in vitro dissolution behavior. Ariyasu et al.
(2017) used NIRS to determine the coating spectra of enteric-
coated aspirin tablets from two manufacturers and the coating
thickness determined by optical microscopy as a reference value
to establish a prediction model to analyze coating thickness and the
correlation between the coating thickness of aspirin enteric-coated
tablets and the rate of dissolution. In addition, they used X-CT to
analyze the homogeneity of the coating of the two preparations.
They found that the dissolution rate of products with uniform
coating thickness negatively correlated with coating thickness,
and there was no correlation between dissolution and coating
with
concluding that the side coating thickness of enteric-coated
aspirin tablets was a critical attribute influencing their dissolution
rate (Ariyasu et al.,, 2017).

Raman mapping is a powerful tool for studying the

thickness of the products inhomogeneous coatings,

composition of pharmaceutical formulations. Since the area in a
formulation in which active pharmaceutical ingredients (APIs)
and excipients are located is only a few micrometers in size,
information on the physical and chemical characteristics and
spatial distribution of these components can be obtained using
a microscale confocal Raman spectrometer by scanning the Raman
spectra of every point of the surface of the formulation (Doridn
LaszIlo et al., 2022). Raman mapping can be used to analyze the
homogeneity of API or excipient distribution in a formulation as
well as the particle size distribution to determine the
of APIs,
transparent tablet coating thickness (Moriyama, 2016; Ewing
and Kazarian, 2017; Qi et al., 2022).

Erythromycin, a common clinical antibiotic, is acid-unstable

polymorphism crystalline  transformation, and

and must be formulated as enteric-coated tablets. Unlike enteric-
coated aspirin tablets, the coating of enteric-coated erythromycin
tablets usually consists of two layers of differently formulated
materials. The outer coating is acid-resistant and protects
erythromycin from degradation by gastric acid in the stomach.
The inner layer between the tablet core and outer coating
prevents interaction between the outer coating and API in the
tablet core thereby maintaining its stability (Tirpude and
Puranik, 2011; Katharina et al., 2022). The relationship between
coating thickness and dissolution characteristics of enteric
formulations with two coating layers has not been systematically
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investigated. In the present study, the thickness of the inner and
outer coats of enteric-coated erythromycin tablets produced by two
different coating processes was characterized by Raman mapping to
analyze the differences in coating processes. In addition, the critical
quality control points of the formulation coating process were
identified by investigating the correlation between the dissolution
behavior of the products of different processes and the coating
process.

2 Materials and methods
2.1 Materials

2.1.1 Reagents

The 10 batches of enteric-coated erythromycin tablets used in
the present study were approved products from two manufacturers
and labeled as products A and B. Six batches were produced by
domestic company A. Among these, three samples were 0.25-g
formulations designated A-1, A-2, and A-3, and the other three
samples were 0.125-g formulations designated A-5, A-6, and A-7.
The other four batches were produced by foreign company B and
included samples of 0.25-g formulations designated B-1, B-2, B-3,
and B-4.

2.1.2 Preparation of solutions

The dissolution medium used for acid resistance testing was
0.1 mol/L hydrochloric acid solution, while that used to determine
the dissolution curve was pH 5.5 phosphate buffer (9 mL of 0.2 mol/L
sodium hydroxide solution was added to 250 mL of 0.2 mol/L
potassium dihydrogen phosphate solution and diluted to 1,000 mL
with water).

The dissolution amount was determined using 50 mL of 35 g/L
anhydrous dipotassium hydrogen phosphate solution (dilute
phosphoric acid adjusted pH to 9.0) as mobile phase A. Next,
400 mL water and 190 mL of tert-butyl alcohol were added, and
then 530 mL water was added and mixed (Japanese, 2023).

2.2 Methods

2.2.1 Determination of coating thickness by Raman
mapping

A Thermo DXR2xi Microscopic Raman Imaging Spectrometer
(Thermo Fisher Scientific, Waltham, MA, United States) with a laser
assembly (laser, filter, grating), an Olympus microscope system
(Olympus Corporation, Tokyo, Japan), a motorized stage, and
charge coupled device (CCD) were used. Mapping was
performed using a x50 telephoto objective, a laser wavelength of
532 nm, a laser power of 8.5 mW, an exposure time of 0.2 s, 20 scans,
a scanning pixel width of 3.0 um, and a confocal aperture of 25 pm.
The samples were oval tablets (Figure 1). Two sites on the face region
and four sites on the side region were selected for a total of six sites to
determine the coating thickness of the six sides of the tablets. The
two face regions were designated F1 and F2, the side regions at the
vertices of the short axis of the ellipse were designated S3 and S4, and
the side regions at the vertices of the long axis of the ellipse were

designated S5 and S6. Due to the opacity of the sample coating, the
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Schematic diagram of enteric-coated erythromycin tablets. The tablets were cut along the blue line. Cross-sectional Raman mapping at the six
positions indicated by the arrows was performed to measure coating thickness on the six surfaces.

laser could not penetrate the coat to make measurements inside the
coat; therefore, cross-sectional Raman spectra were collected after
cutting the sample along the blue line shown in Figure 1. The spectra
were baseline-corrected, imaged, and analyzed using multivariate
curve resolution to measure coating thickness. The coating thickness
was measured five times on each side, and the average value was
calculated as the thickness of the coat on that side. The coatings of
six samples per batch were characterized.

2.2.2 Determination of dissolution profile

Six tablets were used from each sample batch, and the
dissolution profile of each tablet was determined. We adopted
the method outlined in the 2020 Chinese Pharmacopoeia to
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determine enteric-coated erythromycin tablet dissolution. A
SOTAX AT 7X dissolution apparatus (SOTAX, Aesch,
Switzerland) was used at a paddle speed of 50 rpm in a water
bath at a temperature of 37°C. The samples were first dissolved
in 0.1 mol/L hydrochloric acid solution for 60 min and then
transferred to pH 5.5 phosphate buffer solution for dissolution.
The time at which the coating began to dissolve was designated
0 min, and 5-mL samples were collected at 5, 7.5, 10, 12.5, 15, 17.5,
20, 22.5, and 25 min. After filtration through a 0.45-um filter
membrane, the dissolved amount was determined using a
Shimadzu 20AT HPLC instrument (Shimadzu, Kyoto, Japan)
with a Waters Xbridgeshiled RP column (4.6 mm x 150 mm,
3.5 um; Waters Corporation, Milford, MA, United States). The
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Raman mapping of the inner and outer coatings and tablet cores of the two product types. The rectangular area shows the imaging analysis of the

outer coating in blue, the inner coating in green, and the tablet core in red.

mobile phase was A-acetonitrile (60:40), the column temperature
was 45°C, the detection wavelength was 210 nm, and the reference
solution contained approximately 0.25 mg/mL erythromycin A
diluted with pH 5.5 phosphate buffer.

2.2.3 Statistics

The Mahalanobis distance between the dissolution curves was
calculated using Excel 2007 (Microsoft, Redmond, WA,
United States) and the DDSolver add-in (33). The Gompertz
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model was first used to parameterize the dissolution values at
each point of the dissolution curves and then to calculate the
Mahalanobis distance. The formula for the Gompertz model is as
follows (Yi et al., 1997):

X (t) = X max exp[—ae*ﬁlog (t)] W

where x(t) is the percent dissolution at time f, x,,, is the
maximum dissolution value, i.e., 100, « is the undissolved
amount at t = 1, and f is the amount dissolved per unit time,
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TABLE 1 Coating thickness (um) of the six sides of each sample batch.

Samples
Outer Inner Outer Inner Outer Inner Outer Outer Outer
A-1 499 + 3.4 224 + 42 373 + 82 269 + 5.8 49.7 + 1.7 245 + 2.2 457 + 4.3 28.1 + 4.1 565 + 7.8 333+ 6.0 54.8 + 8.2 355 + 124
2 65.5 + 8.2 209 + 7.4 639+ 7.3 27.9 + 4.2 62.7 + 3.1 317 + 59 57.6 + 4.6 21.8 +3.2 77.6 + 4.0 313+ 1.1 713 + 6.6 29.8 + 4.5
543 + 52 20.1 + 3.7 483 +10.2 255+ 11.3 46.3 + 3.0 19.1 £2.7 56.5 + 6.5 189 + 3.0 56.0 % 5.5 242 %38 62.2 + 11.1 22.6 +2.9
4 62.8 % 6.8 20.1 %59 572 + 4.1 24.0 + 82 58.0 + 3.3 254 + 3.6 535+ 84 225 + 2.4 70.0 % 6.0 335459 62.5 % 6.6 24.0 + 2.8
66.7 + 13.9 227 + 2.4 62.7 + 9.1 29.3 +3.9 58.4 + 2.4 25.0 + 5.6 60.2 + 2.7 232+ 54 70.7 + 3.5 259 + 6.2 78.4 + 11.0 442 +10.2
6 41.8 + 4.8 19.6 + 5.6 458 + 1.5 21.6 + 8.6 335+ 7.6 143 + 4.8 456 + 1.1 214 +7.8 59.8 + 7.0 19.4 +2.8 534+ 116 22.6 + 5.7
Mean 56.8 + 9.9 210+ 1.3 525 + 10.5 259 + 2.8 514 + 10.7 233 +59 532+ 62 22.6 + 3.0 65.1 + 8.9 279 + 57 63.8 9.6 29.8 + 8.7
A-2 449 + 57 292472 55.0 + 2.1 26.1 + 7.0 431+ 05 28.4 3.2 452 + 8.1 24.4 + 3.7 725+ 77 42.6 + 9.6 653+ 7.2 333 + 438
2 44.6 + 8.7 298 + 2.6 49.0 + 6.7 23.6 + 3.4 44.6 + 1.6 254 + 4.8 51.7 + 59 233 + 4.6 75.6 % 5.6 23.0 +23 68.6 + 9.8 28.9 + 5.0
3 68.5+ 7.3 29.6 + 7.7 48.6 + 3.8 293 +58 50.7 + 8.8 29.0 + 6.8 493 +59 295+ 1.5 67.5 + 6.2 314 + 34 833+ 9.6 36.7 + 3.9
4 68.0 + 3.9 19.6 + 4.8 58.4 + 9.2 27.8 + 5.0 68.1 + 2.3 183 + 6.0 64.7 + 3.5 232+ 34 64.2 + 4.1 26.0 + 6.1 75.5 + 8.7 25.6 + 5.8
533 + 6.9 28.7 + 6.2 56.0 + 2.2 322425 54.0 + 6.1 30.0 + 6.6 50.1 + 7.6 31.8 + 34 65.6 + 8.6 358 + 9.7 734 % 6.6 28.5 + 6.9
6 53.8 + 4.4 253+ 1.7 49.1 + 8.6 21.8 + 2.7 503 + 8.7 19.9 +52 523+ 6.7 19.7 3.1 65.4 + 3.5 305 + 5.4 67.4 + 5.4 27.5 + 4.6
Mean 55.5 + 10.6 27.0 + 4.0 52.7 + 4.3 26.8 + 3.8 51.8 + 9.0 252 + 5.0 522+ 66 253 + 4.5 68.5 + 4.6 315+ 7.0 723 % 6.6 30.1 + 4.1
A-3 63.0 6.1 292 + 48 66.0 + 2.5 227 +32 58.0 + 7.1 23.1+33 67.6 + 7.1 254 + 6.9 60.9 + 6.4 398+ 9.5 779 + 5.4 37.8 £57
2 46.2 + 3.7 24.6 + 7.2 57.8 + 2.2 309 52 56.1 + 7.3 23.5 + 4.1 498 + 5.7 19.9 + 3.1 495 + 6.5 274+ 18 60.9 + 3.1 32.8 + 6.8
3 70.1 + 5.8 262 + 6.4 617 + 1.4 299 + 6.1 545+ 17.2 242+ 13 59.6 % 5.8 224 + 3.6 56.5 + 16.0 27.9 + 3.2 60.7 + 182 28.6 + 6.8
4 60.6 + 4.5 26.8 + 3.4 61.3 +3.9 26.3 + 2.6 479 + 6.9 233 +3.7 60.8 + 5.8 259 + 8.3 625 + 14.3 24.8 + 4.5 622 + 89 235+ 15
64.4 % 5.8 29.6 + 2.1 69.0 + 2.7 28.6 + 4.9 64.3 + 6.8 31.0 + 4.8 579 + 5.4 343 %55 714 + 6.1 334+ 75 69.2 + 9.4 33.6 + 85
6 548 + 7.5 25.1 + 3.0 582 + 2.3 242 + 18 51.6 + 3.8 25.1 + 8.6 532+ 39 253 + 4.9 712 + 147 283+ 6.8 66.5 + 11.6 26.9 + 2.4
Mean 59.9 + 8.3 269 + 2.1 62.3 + 4.4 271 +33 554+ 5.6 25.0 + 3.0 58.1 %62 25.5 + 4.9 62.0 + 8.5 303 %55 66.2 * 6.6 30.5 + 5.2
A-5 49.7 + 6.8 48.6 + 5.4 50.3 + 6.1 42,6 + 5.1 49.4 + 6.0 42,0 +2.2 52.1 %65 374+ 66 559 + 5.5 39.8 + 4.1 544 + 9.4 523 + 6.0
2 633 %95 46.5 + 3.5 67.9 + 9.4 431 +38 60.5 + 2.8 39.0 + 2.6 59.4 + 5.8 373 %57 67.3 + 83 379+ 6.9 65.8 3.6 449 +73
64.4 % 5.0 381 + 1.4 59.9 + 4.2 40.7 + 1.9 62.7 + 5.6 33.0 + 54 593 + 6.0 333436 62.2 + 4.8 38.0 + 3.1 68.2 + 4.4 393 + 4.7
4 59.4 + 8.3 389 + 4.2 57.4 + 5.0 48.5 + 2.6 64.4 + 5.6 40.5 + 5.2 56.3 + 10.0 386+ 53 740 + 7.3 42,5 + 4.9 522433 50.0 + 5.5
62.6 + 6.4 411 + 4.7 559 + 10.5 42.7 + 6.4 533 + 4.5 442 + 50 55.1 + 6.2 42.1 +29 52.9 + 6.1 47.2 + 4.1 556 + 5.8 532+ 54
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TABLE 1 (Continued) Coating thickness (um) of the six sides of each sample batch.

Samples
Outer Inner Outer Inner Outer Inner Outer Inner Outer Outer

6 84.5+ 3.8 42,5+ 52 65.3 + 4.9 344 + 4.4 64.5 + 7.1 332 +36 57.0 £ 9.9 313 £43 64.4 + 7.5 421 +34 58.7 + 5.7 29.7 + 6.1
Mean 64.0 + 11.4 42.6 + 4.2 59.4 + 6.4 42,0 + 4.6 59.1 + 63 38.6 4.6 56.5 + 2.8 36.7 + 3.9 62.8 + 7.7 412 + 35 592 + 6.5 449 +9.1
A-6 58.8 + 6.8 355 + 4.1 538 + 5.3 40.0 + 4.4 56.1 + 4.8 378 + 5.7 443 + 45 319 + 39 56.8 + 4.5 39.8 + 4.9 615+ 6.3 417 + 43
2 81.7 + 11.9 42,0 + 3.4 544 + 59 442 +79 46.6 + 4.4 40.4 + 4.1 59.9 + 4.0 329 + 49 50.9 + 8.1 46.8 + 2.7 783 + 3.2 39.0 + 4.8
3 64.1 %59 417 + 6.4 63.6 + 5.4 388 + 5.1 549 +10.5 426 +53 582+ 55 39.1 % 3.0 62.2 + 6.1 497 +7.7 50.1 % 6.1 379 + 6.8
4 740 + 7.5 383 + 4.8 65.9 + 11.0 39.9 + 55 511+ 7.7 387 6.7 67.3 + 10.6 30.0 + 7.0 60.9 + 6.1 38.8 52 60.7 + 4.6 419 + 49
59.1 + 12.7 491 +92 60.4 + 10.9 413+ 113 46.9 + 3.7 381+ 1.8 52.8 3.7 351427 521+ 34 46.8 + 2.8 52.0 % 6.5 46.8 + 112
6 78.0 + 8.4 481 + 22 74.7 + 13.6 458 + 4.2 62.6 + 3.7 373 + 10.8 67.7 + 3.7 44.6 + 2.7 789 + 3.6 488 + 4.4 746 + 9.1 532+ 3.1
Mean 69.3 %99 425+ 53 62.1+78 417 +28 53.1+6.1 39.1 + 2.0 58.4 + 89 356+ 54 60.3 + 102 451 + 4.7 629+ 11.5 434 +57
A-7 80.2 + 6.6 357 + 58 70.6 + 5.6 37.8 + 3.0 88.1 + 8.4 435+ 9.7 60.6 + 6.4 393 +59 73.1 + 11.1 374+ 2.0 73.9 + 9.9 35.5 + 4.2
2 67.7 + 7.4 49.6 + 3.3 59.6 + 7.1 34.0 + 2.1 57.7 + 8.6 35.8 + 2.2 57.1 %56 36.7 + 4.2 58.8 + 11.6 422 +74 633+ 78 46.5 + 4.9
66.4 + 6.3 422 + 66 50.1 + 3.5 36.8 2.6 67.8 + 4.0 36.6 + 1.3 592 + 59 314 %55 60.3 + 3.5 452 + 3.7 543 + 4.2 42,5+ 3.9
4 78.8 + 7.7 374423 709 + 2.5 374 + 4.1 66.6 + 8.6 34.6 + 6.6 66.7 + 10.6 319 + 6.7 612+ 123 383 + 5.1 69.7 + 4.4 402 + 4.4
744 + 10.1 376+ 15 754 + 5.7 488 + 5.5 60.5 + 8.8 43.1 +50 61.4 + 6.1 346 + 6.2 723 + 94 43.0 + 55 59.3 + 3.9 413 +39
6 62.0 + 3.2 379 32 51.5 + 5.8 353 + 5.4 56.7 + 5.6 307 + 2.8 56.1 5.8 340 + 6.7 61.0 + 4.4 384+ 1.6 69.8 + 13.9 359 + 4.5
Mean 716 + 7.3 40.1 + 5.1 63.0 + 10.8 383 +53 66.2 + 11.7 374 +50 60.2 + 3.8 346 + 3.0 64.4 + 6.4 40.7 + 3.1 65.1 + 7.4 40.3 + 4.2
B-1 392425 36.6 + 1.8 37.6 + 4.2 32.1 %50 364 + 1.7 315 + 2.1 314 + 1.3 285 + 3.1 415 + 6.9 30.6 + 2.5 39.7 + 4.0 274 + 22
2 38.7 + 6.4 36.1 % 5.0 329422 411 +93 26.6 + 4.7 335+ 7.1 357+ 36 293 + 4.1 336+ 19 36.0 + 4.3 304 + 6.4 319 + 6.9
43.9 + 6.0 348 + 3.8 421 +33 37.7 £ 55 42.6 + 4.8 27.0 + 3.2 421 +63 27.7 + 3.1 40.8 + 6.9 325+ 22 397 + 1.9 32.1 %30
4 35.1 + 4.2 343 + 3.0 39.6 + 2.3 353 +23 27.6 + 3.4 28.4 + 3.7 46.2 + 1.4 302+ 38 338 + 4.1 347 + 2.1 331463 339 + 26
358 + 1.4 357 + 4.3 36.8 + 4.9 28.9 +2.9 322+26 27.8 + 2.7 355+ 1.9 282+ 33 29.1 + 4.0 40.7 + 7.4 29.9 + 3.0 379 5.0
6 412 +55 388 % 6.1 357 + 8.2 342 + 6.0 329+ 1.8 33.7 + 3.8 454 +52 36.8 5.9 43.0 + 3.9 39.6+ 738 337458 415+ 43
Mean 39.0 + 3.3 361+ 1.6 374 +32 349 + 4.3 33.1+59 303 + 3.0 394 + 6.0 30.1 + 3.4 37.0 £ 5.6 357 + 3.9 344 + 4.4 34.1 5.0
B-2 321418 350 + 0.6 338 + 4.1 345+ 1.6 27.1 + 3.7 312 + 26 254 +3.5 311+ 26 352+ 6.7 335+ 19 28.8 + 4.0 338 +23
2 323 + 4.4 331459 251 + 52 356+ 5.1 258 +7.3 29.2 + 2.9 214 +29 30.7 + 3.9 259 + 4.3 26.0 + 2.9 259 + 2.4 363 + 4.6
3 259 %32 280+ 1.6 237423 27.2 + 4.6 24.1 + 3.4 257 +33 21.8 + 3.1 27.0 + 2.1 242 + 4.6 311+ 27 28.6 4.6 264 + 2.5
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TABLE 1 (Continued) Coating thickness (pm) of the six sides of each sample batch.

Samples
Outer Inner Outer Inner Outer Inner Outer Inner Outer Inner Outer
4 30.1 + 4.0 329 +22 28.6 + 3.4 29.0 + 4.5 30.2 + 4.9 294 + 1.9 20.9 + 4.2 26.3 + 2.8 339 + 4.1 31.0 + 4.2 253 + 4.5 312 +52
5 40.0 + 5.7 38.5 + 3.2 475 + 37 371+ 19 44.0 + 4.4 349 + 4.7 472 +5.1 28.1 + 3.1 394+ 22 36.0 + 2.7 53.0 + 6.4 36.8 + 4.9
6 278 + 4.3 39.0 + 4.9 283 + 5.0 322+23 24.5 + 5.6 319 + 34 24.2 + 3.0 30.0 + 4.2 31.1 %50 283 %39 28.6 + 6.8 352 + 4.2
Mean 314 + 49 344 + 4.1 312 + 87 32,6 + 3.8 293+ 75 304 + 3.1 26.8 + 10.1 28.9 + 2.0 316 + 5.8 31.0 + 36 31.7 + 106 333 +39
B-3 1 343 %55 37.0 + 3.5 328 +57 343 + 5.7 304 + 4.3 305 + 1.0 325+ 32 313 +28 253423 29.8 3.9 347 + 3.4 34.0 + 5.0
2 389 + 4.3 348 + 1.6 341 + 27 34.1 + 5.4 30.7 + 2.2 31.1+35 30.7 26 274+ 25 317 £3.7 36.8 + 5.0 319 £ 27 29.9 +2.9
3 402 + 7.1 26.8 + 4.2 412 +33 27.8 +2.3 411 + 4.4 229 + 5.4 33.0 + 57 254 + 5.4 370+ 58 229429 34.0 + 52 282 + 3.1
4 347 + 7.0 35.6 + 4.2 278 + 4.2 339 +53 284 + 5.7 314+ 36 27.8 + 4.3 338 + 5.4 297+ 63 340 + 2.9 383 +57 35.0 + 3.6
5 36.7 + 4.5 383 + 2.1 29.9 + 4.6 332+ 43 319 2.0 33.8 3.0 316 2.5 317+ 16 342+ 6.0 36.6 + 3.1 342 + 4.6 36.0 + 3.3
6 369 + 8.3 351+ 28 252 +38 275+ 25 29.1 + 4.0 248 +33 337426 29.0 + 3.1 305 + 4.5 355+ 7.1 257 + 18 34.2 + 4.0
Mean 369 + 2.3 34.6 + 4.0 318 + 5.6 31.8 + 32 319 + 4.6 29.1 + 4.2 316 + 2.1 29.8 + 3.1 314 + 4.0 32,6 + 5.4 33.1 + 4.2 329 +3.1
B-4 1 326 +37 333+ 36 324 +29 36.3 + 2.4 283 + 4.2 345422 326+53 28.1 + 4.6 274456 29.1 %37 352+ 3.0 39.2 + 5.0
2 332+ 3.0 373 + 3.1 47.6 + 8.4 39.4 + 26 30.0 + 4.8 334+ 35 449 + 4.2 324+ 16 350 + 1.6 373432 39.4 + 3.4 38.8 + 3.3
3 287 % 6.5 36.6 + 2.7 347 + 45 38.5 + 3.8 28.6 + 2.3 29.6 + 2.0 26.6 + 3.6 373+76 312429 39.3 + 8.0 282+ 48 37.6 + 3.9
4 42,0 +38 324 + 43 340 + 1.1 415 + 4.2 29.8 + 4.8 302 + 2.0 342 + 42 311 %27 39.9 + 5.0 338+ 72 315+ 28 36.9 + 3.9
5 439 + 4.8 314 + 4.1 519 + 2.7 33.6 + 2.4 424 +59 30.6 + 3.7 435 + 3.1 306 + 4.3 38.6 + 4.6 30.6 + 3.4 473 +57 379 + 43
6 30.1 + 3.9 41.1 + 89 313 + 45 36.7 + 3.5 26.5 + 4.4 357 + 4.6 303 + 1.7 355 + 4.6 315453 36.6 + 3.9 322435 342 + 2.1
Mean 351463 354 + 3.7 38.6 + 8.8 37.6 + 2.7 309 + 5.7 323425 354+ 73 325+ 34 340 + 4.8 344 + 4.0 35.6 + 6.9 374+ 18
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FIGURE 3
The three phases of the coating crack during dissolution process.

i.e., the dissolution rate. The formula for calculating the
Mabhalanobis distance is as follows:

(X1 = X&) )

pooled

Dy = \|(Xr = X0)'S;)

where Spooied = (St + Sr)/2 is the variance-covariance matrix of the
two sample batches, X1 and Xy are vectors of the mean values of the
dissolution curves of the two sample batches, and Sy and Sy are the
variance-covariance matrices of the dissolution curves of the two
sample batches.

SPSS Statistics 23 (SPSS Inc., Chicago, IL, United States of
America) was used for Pearson correlation analysis.

3 Results and discussions

3.1 Differences in the coating of enteric-
coated erythromycin tablets produced by
different processes determined using
Raman mapping

The two types of enteric-coated erythromycin tablets were divided
into two layers (Figure 2). Although it was difficult to determine
whether the coating was layered from the color by observing its cross-
section under an optical microscope, Raman mapping analysis
showed that the coatings of both preparations were clearly divided
into two layers. Further comparison of the Raman spectra of the same
parts of the two formulations showed that the Raman spectra of the
core part of the tablets were the same, suggesting that the API and
excipients used were similar. However, the spectra of the two
formulations had obvious differences between the outer and inner
coatings. The spectra of the outer coating had small differences, which
were only manifested in the differences in the peaks at Raman shifts of
142.73, 194.74, and 397.66 cm 'for product A and 415.60 cm™ for
product B. The differences in the inner layer of the coating were larger.
The major difference was that product A had peaks at 291.93, 677.66,
850.36, 889.95, and 1,125.42 cm™’, whereas product B had major
peaks at 397.62, 516.81, and 639.14 cm™. This indicates that both
formulations had different coating materials for the inner and outer
coatings. These results suggest that Raman mapping is not only
capable of distinguishing the coating from the tablet core based on
spectral differences and determining the boundary between different
coating layers but could also be used to determine the similarities and
differences in coating formulations. Thus, the coating formulation
process can be more accurately characterized, and the thickness of the
coating can be measured.

Frontiers in Chemistry

3.2 Evaluation of the coating process
characteristics of different enteric-coated
erythromycin tablets

The coating thicknesses of the six sides of products A and B were
determined separately (Table 1) and used to characterize the two
formulation processes.

The coating thicknesses of the six sides of product A were
similar, with thick outer and thin inner coatings. For product A, the
outer coating thickness [mean + standard deviation (SD)] was 60.5 +
16.4 um. The inner coating thicknesses of the products with high
and low strengths differed; the inner coating thickness of A-1, A-2,
and A-3 was 26.8 + 4.4 um, while that of A-5, A-6, and A-7 was
429 + 6.3 um. However, the outer coating thicknesses of the
different sides were clearly uneven, with the largest difference in
F1, which had an SD of 9.6 pm.

The outer and inner layer thicknesses of product B were similar,
with the thickness of the outer layer being 33.7 + 5.8 um and that of
the inner layer being 34.4 + 3.4 um. There were no significant
differences in the thicknesses of the coatings on each side.

Taken together, the coating differences between the two types of
enteric-coated erythromycin tablets were primarily in the outer
coating. The outer coating thickness of product A was
significantly larger than that of product B, and the coating
thickness of product B was more uniform among the six sides of
each tablet, suggesting that the coating process is not identical for the
two formulations.

3.3 Disintegration-release characteristics of
enteric-coated erythromycin tablets

Usually, the dissolution curve of enteric-coated tablets is
measured using pH 6.8 phosphate buffer as the dissolution
medium. At this pH, the coating on each side of the enteric-coated
tablets dissolves and cracks rapidly, releasing the drug. However, the
dissolution profile is not sufficiently differentiated, making identifying
of different
manufacturers difficult (Supplementary Material S3). Therefore,

the differences in the formulation processes
selecting a dissolution medium with an appropriate pH is
necessary to allow enteric-coated tablets to dissolve slowly. Thus, a
pH 5.5 phosphate buffer solution was selected as the dissolution
medium. In this medium, enteric-coated erythromycin tablets began
to dissolve gradually only after 15-30 min.

The two types of enteric-coated erythromycin tablets had
different outer coating materials. The thickness and homogeneity
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FIGURE 4
Dissolution and average profiles of four batches for each products.

TABLE 2 Standard deviation of dissolution values at each time point for each batch of the six tablet samples.

Samples 5 min 7.5 min 10 min 12.5 min 15 min 17.5 min 20 min 22.5 min
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
A-1 2.4 127 18.4 20.0 19.0 134 74 17 28
A-2 0.2 6.3 10.1 10.2 152 8.8 6.4 39 3.1
A3 0.3 5.1 6.1 9.9 10.6 5.1 24 0.9 12
A-5 0.9 23 4.8 8.6 115 12.7 12.4 10.0 4.8
B-1 10.0 9.4 6.6 4.6 33 2.1 0.9 14 55
B-2 9.1 17.4 22.1 234 23.0 20.7 15.9 8.1 53
B-3 13.8 183 18.0 14.6 12.0 8.5 5.2 5.0 26
B-4 8.5 13.2 11.9 9.1 5.8 38 28 2.0 2.1

of the outer coating were also different, and dissolution tests further
compared their dissolution and release characteristics.

Real-time monitoring of dissolution showed that the coating
dissolution crack process was similar for both formulations and
could be divided into three phases (Figure 3) (Supplementary
Materials S1, S2). In phase I, the side coating begins to dissolve;
in phase II, the side coating cracks; in phase III, the side coating
almost completely breaks open, and the face coating detaches from
the core. Product A dissolved slowly, taking 23-33 min to phase I
from the beginning of dissolution, and it took a long time for the side
coating to crack after it started to dissolve. The interval between
phases I and III was approximately 8 min. Product B dissolved more
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rapidly, starting to dissolve within 20 min (entering phase I) and
cracking rapidly after the coating dissolved. The interval between
phases I and III was approximately 5 min.

For dissolution profile determination, the start of phase I was
defined as time 0. After entering phase III, the tablet core was
exposed to the dissolution medium over a large area and began to
dissolve rapidly, releasing the API. Due to the protective effect of
coating on the tablet core, the core only begins to dissolve when the
coating dissolves and cracks. At this stage, the formulation and
thickness of the coating are key factors affecting the dissolution rate.
When the coating is completely removed from the core, the
dissolution rate mainly depends on the characteristics of the core,
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TABLE 3 Results of Pearson correlation analysis for product A and product B.

SD of dissolution at 7.5 min

10.3389/fchem.2023.1270737

SD of dissolution at 10 min Dissolution at 15 min

Average of S5 and S6 (outer)

Product A Pearson Correlation — — —-0.965"
Sig. (2-tailed) — — 0.035
N - - 4
Product B Pearson Correlation -0.957* -0.983* —
Sig. (2-tailed) 0.043 0.017 —
N 4 4 —

“Correlation is significant at the 0.05 (2-tailed).

such as the particle size of the granules and hardness of the tablet.
This demonstrated that coating formulation and processing affect
the disintegration time of enteric-coated erythromycin tablets and
their dissolution behavior.

3.4 Dissolution characteristics of different
products

The two types of enteric-coated erythromycin tablets with
different coating formulations and processes exhibited different
dissolution characteristics in the dissolution test, producing
different dissolution profile (Figure 4). The dissolution of product
A was initially slow, and the amount dissolved was clearly lower than
that of product B. The degree of dissolution was less than 3% at
5 min, increased after 7.5 min, was over 80% at 20 min, and over
90% at the end of dissolution. It took nearly 8 min to transition from
phase I to phase III, and after entering Phase III, the core dissolution
rate accelerated, manifested as a fast dissolution rate within
10-20 min. The inter-tablet variability in dissolution amounts
indicated the differences in the entry into phase III between
tablets. The dissolution rate was most rapid and largest in
difference between tablets at 10-20 min. Product B coating
cracked early, with a rapid dissolution onset. The level of
dissolution reached 6%-12% at 5 min, was over 35% at 10 min,
and 80% at 20 min. There was a large difference in the amount of
tablets dissolved in the first 15 min, but the difference gradually
decreased thereafter. The inter-tablet variability of dissolution of
both preparations was large in the fast dissolution interval, due to
the differences in the time of entry into phase III between the tablets.
These differences gradually decreased when the dissolution rate
leveled off (Table 2). Thus, the rapid dissolution rate is the main
reason for the large inter-tablet variability in dissolution amounts,
which is caused by the formulation and thickness of the coating. The
coating materials of the two types of products and their tolerance to
the dissolution medium differ. The outer coating of product B is
relatively thin, and it dissolved and cracked quickly, the differences
in the time of entry into phase III is significant, and the variation in
the dissolution amounts during the initial stage (rapid dissolution
stage) of the dissolution was also greater.

The Mahalanobis distance of the dissolution profile of each
sample batch was calculated as previously described (Zhang et al.,
2010) (Supplementary Material S3). The Mahalanobis distance
between the dissolution curves of each batch of company A
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products was below 2.5, similar to that of each batch of company
B products. The Mahalanobis distance between the dissolution
curves of each batch of products from the two companies was
over 2.5, suggesting that differences in enteric-coated erythromycin
tablet coating formulations and processing were the principal reason
for dissolution profile differences.

3.5 Correlation analysis between coating
thickness and dissolution profiles

Both coating thickness and dissolution profiles reflect the
differences between the processing of the two products.
Coating thickness and uniformity in different parts may
correlate with dissolution behavior. Pearson correlation
analyses were performed on the outer coating thicknesses of
different sides of products A and B, as well as the SD of the
thicknesses with the amount of dissolution and the SD of the
respective dissolution curves for the nine time points. Due to the
symmetry of F1 and F2, S3 and S4, S5 and S6 in the tablets, it is
reasonable to use the mean value of symmetry plane thickness and
SD. Therefore, Pearson correlation analysis was performed using
the mean values of F1 and F2, S3 and S4, S5 and S6. The results
showed that the average thickness of S5 and S6 of product A was
strongly negatively correlated with the dissolution at 15 min
(Table 3). The coatings of both types of products started to
dissolve and crack from S5 or S6 at the time of dissolution.
Due to the thicker coatings of S5 and S6 of product A, the
coating dissolved slowly and the dissolution rate at 15 min was
low. The coating thickness at this site directly affects the amount
of dissolution, suggesting that the outer layer thickness of side
S5 and S6 is critical in the coating process for product A.

The outer coating of product B was thinner and more uniform in
thickness than that of product A. There was no significant
correlation between the variation in coating thickness and the
dissolution amount SDs, but the outer coating average thickness
of S5 and S6 was strongly negatively correlated with the SD of the
dissolution amount at 7.5 and 10 min (Table 3). Particularly, the
smaller thickness of the two side coatings was strongly correlated
with the larger difference in dissolution amounts at these two time
points, suggesting that the outer coating thickness of side S5 and
S6 is also critical to the coating process for product B. When the
outer coating thickness of side S5 and S6 was large, it caused low
dissolution. When the coatings of these two sides are thin, they affect
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the inter-tablet variability of dissolution. This is in agreement with
Ariyasu et al. (Korasa et al., 2016), who concluded that the side
coating of enteric-coated tablets is critical following studies on the
coating thickness of enteric-coated aspirin tablets.

4 Conclusion

Quality controls of enteric-coated tablets should emphasize
the formulation process in addition to the quality of the API. The
coating process is an important part of the formulation of
enteric-coated tablets that may affect the quality of the
formulation, which in turn affects in vivo release and efficacy.
Analysis of the disintegration-release characteristics of the two
enteric-coated erythromycin tablets revealed that the dissolution
and cracking of the coating started from the side of the tablet, and
the outer coating determined the dissolution rate. Although there
are differences in the coating processes for the two types of
enteric-coated erythromycin tablets, the thickness of the outer
coating on the side is a critical quality attribute in both processes.
The outer coating of product A is relatively thick, and the
thickness of the outer coating on the side affects the
dissolution amount. The outer coating of product B is
relatively thin, resulting in a short cracking time and large
variation and a significant difference in the initial dissolution
amounts between tablets. In addition, the formulation and
process of the tablet core affect the dissolution rate and final
dissolution amount after phase III.

Enteric-coated erythromycin tablets contain two layers of
coating. Raman mapping based on the spectral information of
the inner and outer coating and the core of the tablets could
clearly differentiate the boundary between the layers. Thus, the
thickness of the two coating layers could be accurately determined,
enabling the evaluation of coating process consistency. The coating
thickness and uniformity of enteric-coated erythromycin tablets are
important indicators reflecting control of the coating process.
Coating uniformity is influenced by the equipment geometry, the
coating solution properties, and a multitude of process parameters
during coating (Wahl et al., 2019). In conclusion, the coating process
of enteric-coated tablets can be evaluated rapidly and intuitively
using Raman mapping.
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