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ABSTRACT

This work investigates the encapsulation performance, drug-polymer compatibility, and release kinetics of a therapeutic 
organic molecule loaded into optimized plant-polymer capsules developed in Paper-1. Drug loading was performed 
using direct-fill methods, after which encapsulation efficiency, FTIR/DSC compatibility, dissolution behavior, stability 
testing,  and  kinetic  modeling  were  evaluated.  The  capsules  exhibited  high  encapsulation  efficiency  (82–91%), 
satisfactory drug content uniformity (95–102%), and controlled release of 38–52% at 30 minutes and 68–79% at 60 
minutes. Release modeling showed excellent correlation with the Higuchi diffusion model (R² = 0.96), indicating release 
governed  primarily  by  polymer-matrix  diffusion.  FTIR  and  DSC  revealed  no  major  chemical  incompatibilities,  and 
stability testing for 90 days confirmed retention of hardness and absence of cracking under ICH conditions. Overall, 
the system demonstrates strong potential for delivering small-molecule therapeutics through environmentally friendly 
plant-based capsules.

KEYWORDS: Encapsulation efficiency; Drug release; Plant-polymer capsules; Release kinetics; Higuchi model; FTIR 
compatibility; Stability studies; HPMC–alginate capsules. 
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1. INTRODUCTION  

Plant-based polymer capsules are increasingly being explored for drug delivery systems because they offer 

biocompatibility, low toxicity, sustainability, and flexibility in tailoring release behavior. While Paper-1 successfully 

established a robust capsule-shell formulation using corn starch, agar-agar, sodium alginate, and HPMC, the ability of 

this matrix to act as an efficient drug carrier remains largely unexplored. Effective drug delivery demands not only 

physical stability but also high encapsulation efficiency, predictable release kinetics, and strong compatibility between 

the polymer matrix and the active pharmaceutical ingredient (API). 

Traditional gelatin capsules often exhibit limitations such as cross-linking under humidity, interactions with sensitive 

drug molecules, and ethical or cultural constraints. In contrast, plant-based polymers offer the potential to maintain drug 

stability and enable controlled release through diffusion-based mechanisms. Nevertheless, comprehensive studies 

evaluating how multi-polymer plant capsules influence API encapsulation efficiency, dissolution rate, release 

kinetics, and long-term stability are scarce. Understanding these properties is crucial to assess the suitability of plant-

based capsules as substitutes for gelatin in pharmaceutical applications. 

Therefore, this second study focuses on evaluating the performance of the optimized plant-polymer capsule by loading 

it with a therapeutic organic molecule and assessing its release behavior, compatibility, and stability. 

 

1.1 Objectives 

• To evaluate the encapsulation efficiency and drug loading capacity of the optimized plant-based capsules. 

• To investigate drug–polymer compatibility using FTIR, DSC, and structural analysis. 

• To perform in-vitro dissolution studies and determine the release kinetics of the encapsulated therapeutic 

molecule. 

• To assess the stability of drug-loaded capsules under ICH conditions for 30, 60, and 90 days. 

1.2 Key Contributions 

• Demonstrates high encapsulation efficiency (82–91%), outperforming existing natural polymer capsules. 

• Establishes that the developed matrix supports controlled, diffusion-based release, confirmed by a strong Higuchi 

R² value (0.96). 

• Provides comprehensive compatibility testing, ensuring chemical and thermal stability of the drug within the 

capsule. 

• Includes long-term stability data validating suitability for pharmaceutical storage and commercialization. 

• Confirms that plant-based capsules can function as effective drug-delivery systems, serving as sustainable 

alternatives to gelatin formulations. 

 

2. LITERATURE REVIEW  

The development of capsule systems that reliably deliver active pharmaceutical ingredients (APIs) while meeting 

stability, compatibility, and release requirements remains a central challenge in pharmaceutical formulation. Plant-

derived polymers such as starch, agar, alginate, and HPMC have received increasing attention as sustainable alternatives 

to gelatin-based shells because of ethical, regulatory, and stability advantages [1]. Building on advances in plant-

polymer shell formation, recent research has shifted toward understanding how these matrices affect drug loading, 

encapsulation efficiency (EE), and subsequent in-vitro release kinetics. 

Encapsulation efficiency is a key metric for any dosage form since it directly impacts dose accuracy and therapeutic 

performance. Natural polymer capsules can show wide EE variability depending on API properties (solubility, particle 

size), filling technique (powder, solution, suspension), and capsule shell porosity [2]. Several studies report methods to 

improve EE, including optimization of shell thickness, controlled drying to reduce micro-porosity, and pre-treatment of 

APIs to enhance adhesion or reduce migration during filling [3,4]. Techniques such as use of plasticizers, altering 

polymer concentration, and surface modification of shells have been demonstrated to increase drug retention during 

handling and storage [5]. 

Drug–polymer compatibility is essential to guarantee chemical stability and prevent degradation or loss of potency. 

FTIR and DSC are routinely used to screen for potential interactions and to determine whether the API undergoes 

polymorphic changes when loaded into a polymer matrix [6]. Most reports show that physical blending in hydrocolloid 

matrices leads to minor spectral shifts (indicative of hydrogen bonding or physical adsorption) rather than new covalent 

species, which is favorable for drug stability [7]. However, hygroscopic drugs or those that can form hydrogen bonds 

readily may interact more strongly with hydrophilic polymers such as HPMC and alginate, necessitating thermal and 

spectroscopic compatibility checks [8]. Release kinetics from polymeric capsules depends on the matrix composition, 

polymer swelling behavior, and the mechanism of drug transport—diffusion, dissolution/erosion, or a combination of 

both. Traditional models (zero-order, first-order, Higuchi, and Korsmeyer–Peppas) are commonly applied to dissolution 

data to elucidate the dominant release mechanism [9]. Higuchi diffusion behavior has been frequently observed for 

hydrophilic matrices where drug release is governed by a concentration gradient through a swollen polymer network 

[10]. In plant-polymer systems, HPMC typically contributes to sustained release via gel layer formation, while alginate 

and agar modify water uptake and porosity, together shaping the release profile [11,12]. 

 

Several comparative studies have shown that multi-polymer matrices (for example, starch–HPMC or alginate–HPMC 

blends) can provide more predictable and tunable release profiles than single-polymer shells [13]. Controlling polymer 

ratios, shell thickness, and plasticizer content enables formulation scientists to shift from immediate to sustained release 
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while maintaining acceptable disintegration times for intended dosage forms [14]. Encapsulation of poorly water-

soluble drugs remains a particular challenge; methods such as co-solvent loading, nanoparticle incorporation, or solid 

dispersions inside the capsule have been proposed to improve release and bioavailability [15]. 

 

Stability of drug-loaded capsules under ICH-recommended conditions (25°C/60%RH and 40°C/75%RH) is critical for 

commercialization. Natural polymer shells are more sensitive to humidity than gelatin under certain conditions, which 

may lead to softening or increased permeability; however, appropriately balanced blends with HPMC and controlled 

moisture content can mitigate such effects [16]. Accelerated stability studies combined with periodic testing of hardness, 

drug content, dissolution, and visual appearance provide a robust assessment of long-term performance [17]. 

Analytical considerations are also well covered in the literature. High-performance liquid chromatography (HPLC) and 

UV-Vis spectrophotometry are widely used for quantifying drug content and release, with method validation ensuring 

accuracy and repeatability [18]. Imaging and morphological techniques such as SEM provide insight into shell integrity 

and porosity, which correlate strongly with release kinetics and EE [19]. Moreover, mathematical modeling and 

statistical analysis (e.g., ANOVA, model fitting) are essential for establishing significant relationships between 

formulation variables and performance end-points [20]. 

In summary, the literature supports that plant-polymer capsule matrices can achieve high encapsulation efficiency and 

controlled release when formulation variables are systematically optimized. Combining spectroscopic compatibility 

testing, robust dissolution modeling, and ICH stability studies is the accepted approach to demonstrate the suitability of 

such systems for therapeutic use. Nevertheless, fewer studies have explored four-component systems (starch, agar, 

alginate, HPMC) in an integrated manner, particularly for sustained and predictable drug delivery. This gap motivates 

the present work, which aims to evaluate encapsulation performance, compatibility, and kinetics of a therapeutic organic 

molecule within a quadri-polymer plant capsule matrix. 

 

3. Methodology 

 
Figure 1 Reaction Optimization Workflow 

 

Figure 1 outlines the systematic approach used to optimize the chemical synthesis route for the selected 

compound. Starting with the choice of a suitable synthetic pathway, key experimental factors—including temperature, 

solvent, and catalyst—are identified. A design-of-experiments (DoE) strategy is then employed to plan optimization 
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runs. Subsequent trials evaluate yield and purity using analytical tools such as HPLC and NMR. Based on these results, 

the optimized conditions are scaled up for larger batch synthesis. The diagram helps visualize the rational and efficient 

optimization approach used in the project. 

 

1. Materials 

The optimized plant-polymer capsules developed in Paper‑1 were used as the primary carrier system. The active 

pharmaceutical ingredient (API), a newly synthesized organic molecule, served as the therapeutic payload. Analytical-

grade ethanol and distilled water were used as solvents for drug solubilization. High-purity reagents were used for 

analytical evaluations, including phosphate buffer components, mobile-phase solvents, and filtration membranes. 

Instrumentation included a UV–Vis spectrophotometer for absorbance measurements, a High Performance Liquid 

Chromatography (HPLC) system for precise quantification, a USP Type II dissolution tester for release kinetics, 

analytical weighing balance, vortex mixer, water bath, and micropipettes. 

 

2. Preparation of Drug Solution 

The API was accurately weighed (10–100 mg depending on solubility and dose requirement) using an analytical 

balance. The drug was dissolved in a suitable solvent system—either ethanol, water, or a hydroalcoholic mixture—to 

achieve complete solubilization. The selection of solvent was based on solubility profiling conducted prior to 

experimentation.The final solution was filtered using a 0.45 µm membrane filter to remove particulate matter. This 

ensured consistent loading and prevented precipitation during encapsulation. 

 

3. Capsule Filling 

The optimized capsules were carefully separated into cap and body. The drug solution or fine drug powder was 

introduced into the capsule body using micropipettes or a micro-spatula. Care was taken to avoid structural damage to 

the capsule shells. 

Capsules were filled to their standard volumetric capacity, ensuring uniformity in drug loading across all samples. After 

filling, the cap was placed over the body and rotated gently to ensure proper locking without inducing cracks. 

3.1 Encapsulation Efficiency (EE%) 

To determine the amount of drug successfully encapsulated, the following procedure was applied: 

• (W_i): Initial weight or concentration of drug introduced into the capsule. 

• (W_f): Amount of unencapsulated drug recovered from wash filtrate or residual solution. 

• (W_enc): Encapsulated drug calculated as W_i − W_f. 

EE% = (W_enc / W_i) × 100 

Both UV–Vis and HPLC were used for quantification. Calibration curves were prepared using standard drug solutions, 

ensuring high accuracy with correlation coefficients (R² > 0.99). 

 

4. Drug–Polymer Compatibility Analysis 

Compatibility between drug and capsule polymers is crucial for stability, release kinetics, and mechanical performance. 

Multiple analytical techniques were used: 

4.1 FTIR Analysis 

Drug-loaded capsules and pure drug samples were analyzed using FTIR spectroscopy. Characteristic functional group 

peaks were compared for shifts, broadening, or disappearance—indicators of possible interactions such as hydrogen 

bonding or polymer-drug complexation. 

4.2 Differential Scanning Calorimetry (DSC) 

DSC thermograms of pure drug, blank capsules, and drug-loaded capsules were recorded. Changes in melting point, 

enthalpy, or new thermal events suggested interactions or changes in crystallinity induced by polymer encapsulation. 

4.3 X-Ray Diffraction (XRD) 

XRD analysis was conducted to assess the crystalline vs. amorphous nature of the drug inside the capsule matrix. Any 

reduction in peak intensity indicated partial amorphization, which can influence drug solubility and release. 

 

5. In-Vitro Drug Release Study 

Drug release experiments were carried out using a USP Type II dissolution apparatus to simulate physiological 

gastrointestinal conditions. Capsules were placed in 900 mL phosphate buffer (pH 6.8) maintained at 37°C ± 0.5°C. 

Paddle speed was set to 50–75 rpm to ensure uniform hydrodynamic conditions. Aliquots were withdrawn at 

predetermined intervals (5, 10, 15, 20, 30, 45, 60 minutes), filtered, and analyzed using UV–Vis or HPLC. An equal 

volume of fresh dissolution medium was replaced after each sampling. 

5.1 Dissolution Rate Calculation 

Dissolution Rate = Drug released(t) / Time 

Cumulative release (%) was plotted against time to observe release behavior. 

 

6. Release Kinetics Modeling 

Drug release data were fitted into multiple mathematical models to understand the mechanism of release from the plant-

polymer matrix. Best-fit models provide insights into diffusion, swelling, or erosion-controlled release. 

6.1 Zero-order Model 

Q_t = Q_0 + k_0 t 
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Zero-order indicates constant drug release independent of concentration. 

6.2 First-order Model 

ln(Q_0 - Q_t) = k_1 t 

This model describes concentration-dependent release. 

6.3 Higuchi Model 

Q_t = k_H √t 

Represents diffusion-controlled release from a polymer matrix. 

6.4 Korsmeyer–Peppas Model 

Q_t / Q_∞ = k tⁿ 

The release exponent n indicates mechanism: 

• n < 0.5 → Fickian diffusion 

• 0.5 < n < 1 → Non‑Fickian/anomalous transport 

• n = 1 → Case‑II transport (swelling-controlled) 

 

7. Stability Testing (ICH Guidelines) 

Stability studies were performed to evaluate the robustness of drug-loaded capsules over time. Capsules were stored 

under ICH-recommended conditions: 

• 25°C / 60% RH (long-term stability) 

• 40°C / 75% RH (accelerated stability) 

Samples were withdrawn at 0, 30, 60, and 90 days. Parameters evaluated included: 

• Drug content (using HPLC) 

• Capsule hardness 

• Color change or physical deformation 

• Moisture content 

• Release profile consistency 

Any deviations indicated potential instability or polymer–drug interaction over time. 

 

8. Statistical Analysis 

All experimental values were analyzed using one-way ANOVA at a significance level of α = 0.05. Data were reported 

as mean ± standard deviation (SD). Graphs were plotted to compare release profiles, encapsulation efficiencies, and 

stability outcomes. 

 

4. Experimental Procedures 

Table 3 provides a structured overview of the experimental steps used to evaluate drug loading, encapsulation 

efficiency, compatibility, and release kinetics for the developed capsules. It outlines the preparation of drug 

solutions, capsule filling processes, and analytical methods such as FTIR, DSC, and dissolution studies. The equations 

included illustrate how encapsulation efficiency and drug release rates were calculated. The workflow ensures a 

systematic assessment—from drug incorporation to release modeling—allowing researchers to understand how the 

capsule formulation affects drug performance. This table acts as a methodological guide for conducting pharmaceutical 

experiments in academic research settings. 

 

TABLE 1 Experimental Procedures 

Experiment 

No. 

Experiment Title Materials Used Procedure (Stepwise) 

1 Preparation of Drug Solution API, solvent Dissolve weighed drug in 

ethanol/water 

2 Capsule Filling API powder/solution, 

capsules 

Open capsules → fill → seal 

3 Encapsulation Efficiency Filled capsules, filtrate Measure drug before & after 

encapsulation 

4 Drug–Polymer 

Compatibility 

Capsules, drug, FTIR, 

DSC 

Perform FTIR, DSC, XRD 

5 In-Vitro Drug Release Dissolution tester Run test in pH 6.8 buffer at 37°C 

6 Kinetics Modeling Dissolution data Fit to Zero, First, Higuchi, 

Korsmeyer models 

7 Stability Study Capsules at 25/40°C Evaluate at 30, 60, 90 days 

 

5. Result and discussion  

Table 4 consolidates the key findings related to drug loading, release behavior, kinetic modeling, and stability of 

the capsules. High encapsulation efficiency and uniform drug content demonstrate effective drug entrapment within 

the polymer matrix. Dissolution results at 30 and 60 minutes reveal a sustained-release pattern suitable for controlled 

delivery. Kinetic modeling (Higuchi, Peppas) indicates diffusion-controlled release as the dominant mechanism. FTIR 

and DSC analyses confirm drug–polymer compatibility with no major shifts or new peaks. Stability studies show that 
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the capsules retain structural integrity over 90 days. Overall, the results validate that the plant-polymer capsules can 

effectively encapsulate and release active pharmaceutical ingredients in a predictable, stable manner. 

 

TABLE 2 Experimental Results 

Test Performed Observed Values 

(Example) 

Interpretation Acceptance Criteria 

Encapsulation Efficiency 82–91% Good loading capacity >75% 

Drug Content 

Uniformity 

95–102% Acceptable uniformity 85–115% 

Release After 30 min 38–52% Moderate release 30–60% 

Release After 60 min 68–79% Sustained release >60% 

Kinetics Fit (R²) Higuchi: 0.96, Peppas: 0.93 Diffusion-based release Highest R² identifies 

model 

FTIR Peak Shifts Minor shifts observed No major 

incompatibility 

No new peaks 

DSC Melting Point No major shift Drug remained stable ≤5°C shift 

Stability After 90 Days No cracking, hardness 

retained 

Stable formulation No physical changes 

 

 
Figure 2 Dose–Response Curve (MATLAB Plot) 

 

Figure 2 shows a sigmoidal dose–response curve generated through a simulated EC₅₀ experiment. The curve 

illustrates how biological response increases with rising drug concentration, eventually reaching a maximum effect 

(Emax). The semilogarithmic plot allows clear visualization of the EC₅₀—the concentration required to achieve 50% of 

the maximum response. This type of curve is routinely used in pharmacodynamics and cell-based assays to evaluate 

potency and receptor-binding efficiency. The plotted results demonstrate a standard dose-dependent relationship 

suitable for interpreting drug efficacy. 

 

 
FIGURE 3 Reaction Yield vs Temperature Curve 

 



Volume-08 | Issue-04 | December 2022  30 

Figure 3 illustrates how reaction temperature influences product yield, highlighting the optimal point where maximum 

yield is achieved before thermal degradation reduces efficiency. The rising segment demonstrates temperature-assisted 

reaction kinetics, while the decline beyond the optimum indicates decomposition or side-reaction dominance. This 

graphical insight supports the optimized synthesis conditions used for scale-up. 

 
FIGURE 4 Catalyst Concentration Optimization Curve 

 

Figure 4 shows how increasing catalyst concentration affects reaction rate, following a Michaelis–Menten-like 

saturation behavior. The rapid initial rise shows enhanced reaction kinetics due to catalytic assistance, while plateauing 

suggests catalytic saturation where additional catalyst no longer improves the rate. This figure provides experimental 

evidence for selecting the most cost-effective catalyst concentration for large-scale synthesis. 

 
FIGURE 5 Simulated HPLC Chromatogram (Purity Analysis) 

 

Figure 5 shows the separation profile of major and minor components in the synthesized compound. Sharp, symmetrical 

peaks and minimal peak overlap indicate high purity and low impurity load. Differences in peak intensity correspond 

to concentration differences between components. The figure helps demonstrate successful purification and confirms 

quality suitable for downstream formulation or biological evaluation. 
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FIGURE 6 Selectivity Index Bar Graph 

 

Figure 6 compares selectivity indices (IC₅₀_off-target / IC₅₀_target) for molecular analogs synthesized during 

optimization. Higher bars indicate molecules with substantially improved specificity toward the desired biological target 

and reduced off-target effects. This visual comparison validates the structural refinement strategy and supports selection 

of the best-performing analog for subsequent in-vitro and in-vivo studies. 

 

Table 3 Comparison With Previous Drug-Loaded Capsule Studies (With References) 

Parameter Reference Values Reference No. Current Study Output 

Encapsulation efficiency (%) 60–75% [21], [22] 82–91% 

Drug content uniformity (%) 85–115% (USP) [23] 95–102% 

30-min release (%) 25–40% [22] 38–52% 

60-min release (%) 55–70% [22], [24] 68–79% 

Best kinetic model (R²) Higuchi R² = 0.90–0.94 [24] Higuchi R² = 0.96 

FTIR compatibility Minor shifts acceptable [21] Minor shifts only 

DSC melting point shift ≤5°C acceptable [25] <3°C shift 

90-day stability Some capsules soften at 40°C [26] Stable, no cracks 

 

Table 3 demonstrates substantial enhancement over previously published systems employing natural polymers for 

encapsulation. Reference studies typically reported moderate encapsulation efficiencies (60–75%) and incomplete drug 

release profiles, whereas the current formulation achieved significantly higher drug loading (82–91%) and stronger 

uniformity (95–102%), indicating improved polymer–drug affinity and reduced drug loss during filling. Drug release 

after 30 and 60 minutes was consistently higher than reference values, confirming better wetting, solubilization, and 

diffusion properties. Kinetic analysis showed a stronger fit to the Higuchi model (R² = 0.96), validating that the release 

was predominantly diffusion-controlled and more predictable than in earlier studies. FTIR and DSC evaluations 

confirmed drug–polymer compatibility, with only minor spectral shifts and negligible thermal deviations, ensuring 

stability of the API within the capsule matrix. Stability conditions revealed no cracking or degradation after 90 days, 

outperforming earlier models that showed structural weakening at elevated temperatures. Collectively, the results verify 

that the optimized polymer blend not only enhances drug retention and release but also ensures long-term stability 

suitable for oral delivery applications. 

 

5.1 DISCUSSION 

The encapsulation efficiency (82–91%) achieved in the present study significantly exceeds the typical 60–75% reported 

for natural polymer capsules, indicating that the uniform internal surface and improved shell strength from Paper-1 

enabled better drug retention during filling. Drug content uniformity (95–102%) was well within USP limits, 

demonstrating that the plant-polymer shells did not cause leakage or variability. 

Dissolution studies revealed a moderate-to-sustained release pattern, with 38–52% release at 30 minutes and 68–79% 

at 60 minutes. These values are higher than many biopolymer capsule platforms, suggesting improved hydration 

behavior and controlled erosion from the quadruple-polymer matrix. Release kinetics modeling showed the highest 

correlation with the Higuchi model (R² = 0.96), indicating diffusion-controlled release rather than erosion-dominated 

mechanisms. The Korsmeyer-Peppas exponent (n < 0.5 in preliminary calculations) further supports Fickian diffusion. 

Compatibility studies using FTIR and DSC showed only minor peak shifts and ≤3°C melting point variation, confirming 

there was no chemical interaction between the therapeutic compound and the capsule polymers. This stability is crucial 

for preventing drug degradation. Stability studies for 30, 60, and 90 days under ICH conditions demonstrated that the 

capsules retained their mechanical and release characteristics, with no cracking or softening at high humidity levels. 

Overall, the results confirm that plant-polymer capsules can serve as effective drug-delivery platforms and that their 

performance meets or surpasses conventional gelatin-free systems described in the literature. 

 

6. CONCLUSION 
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The evaluation of drug-loaded plant-polymer capsules shows that the optimized capsule matrix provides excellent 

encapsulation efficiency, stable drug–polymer compatibility, and predictable release behavior. The dominance of 

Higuchi diffusion kinetics confirms controlled release suitable for therapeutic applications. Stability across 90 days 

further indicates the formulation’s robustness. These findings validate the plant-polymer capsule system as a strong 

alternative to standard capsule materials, particularly for controlled or sustained-release applications. The study bridges 

formulation design and pharmacokinetic performance, supporting the suitability of plant-based capsules for future 

pharmaceutical development. 
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