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The results from the dosing studies for dose weight, droplet size distribution and spray pattern

I NTRO D U CTI O N Group are shown in Figures 5 and 6 and Table 3.
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The study utilized normal saline solution in amber glass 10mL bottles with snap-on APF nasal pumps (Aptar Pharma, Princeton, NJ). e 0 e 0 4 g o 8 Table 3: Spray pattern data per study group.
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Table 2: Actuation parameters from hand studly.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT: The authors are greatly thankful to all DPT volunteers who participated in the current studly.
Without their cooperation and time, this study would not have been possible.



