Pharmaceutical Research, Vol. 10, No. 6, 1993

Errata

The authors of ‘‘Instrumentation of a High-Shear
Mixer: Evaluation and Comparison of a New Capacitive
Sensor, a Watt Meter, and a Strain-Gage Torque Sensor for
Wet Granulation Monitoring” (Pharmaceutical Research,
Vol. 9, No. 12, 1992, pp. 1525-1533) would like to make a
correction and a clarification:

1. Fig. 1: Since the output voltage of the torque trans-
ducer is the dependent variable, voltage should have been
plotted along the y-axis and the applied torque on the x-axis,
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Fig. 1. Release of pilocarpine from Gelfoam, PEG-MS, and CE-
WAX matrices.
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Fig. 2. Percentage released versus square root of time plot for PEG-
MS matrix.
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the reverse of what appears in the paper. When properly
plotted, the regression equation for this calibration curve is
y =3.05% — 4+ 2.77e - 2xxr2 = 0.999.

2. Table I: The column titles for the voltage response of
the capacitive sensor to organic solvents having different
dielectric values were inadvertently omitted. The three col-
umns should read from left to right: Dielectric value, Am-
plitude channel, V(dc), and Frequency channel, V(dc).

Research, Vol. 10, No. 1, 1993, pp. 109-112) figures were
misplaced. The correct placement of figures is as follows:
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Fig. 3. Plot of In (fractional drug release) versus In (time) for PEG-
MS and CE-WAX matrices.
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Fig. 4. Dynamic penetrant (water) uptake by PEG-MS and CE-
WAX matrices.
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