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The preparation and evaluatiq&k’ : carboxymethyl starch which prepared
as suspending agent from three nati tinous rice starch, rice starch and
tapioca starch) were studied. %ﬁe& gluti starch (MGS), modified rice starch
(MRS) and modified tap@(MTsp we@d by Filbert’s method to have
degrees of substitution (DS).e : ctively. The results indicated
that Filbert’s method gave M@s"and MRS at D -N{ne;iw()v% respectively. However,
the decreasing of reacti 0 t0 90 minutes'would be performed in order
to synthesize MTS with DS 33 er to select ‘optimum concentration of each
prepared modified stas (UT, commercial modified starch) as
suspending agent, te  suspension was prepared. The
reconstitution time, reé A
calcium carbonate suspénsiol - usi type and concentrations of
suspending were compafed. Jt was found tt i ncentrations of MGS, MRS, MTS
starches and UT as suspendi

‘ i dry s formulation of amoxicillin trihydrate
and cephalexin monohydratg'at ﬁﬁoﬁce@f 125 mg/ 5 ml was studied. Citrate
buffer was used to control the pH-of amoxis hydrate and cephalexin monohydrate
dry syrup at 6.0 and 4.5, respecti tively. The'e ffer at the concentration of 0.05 M
had slight effect o“the stability and vi{scosny of formulagion which stored at room
temperature and in u gerator(8.0-+-1-2C) o 14-days—thepreliminary result indicated
that MTS was not app rlate as suspending ag fips, since the bubble was
occurred after shaking. The stability study ' tnhydrate dry syrup using
MGS, MRS, UT at 2.5%, 3.0 % and 4.0 % w/v, respectively, and cephalexin dry syrup
using MGS, MRS, UT atg2.5 %, 2.5 % and 40,% w/v, respectlvely, were performed by
storage at roﬂ ﬁn m ﬁtl ﬂie evaluation of drug
content and ﬁmﬁﬁ)’m Ije ev ﬂ th. The drug content

and physicochefical properties of dry powder and reconstituted suspens1on remained

unchanged. In addition, the short ' constltutlon -ﬂm ersibility of
form ﬁ{l m % ﬁ- ere shghtly
decreas
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