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Abstract 

Background  There is a soar in the figure of companies aiming to achieve efficiency in undergoing experimen-
tal processes. Therefore, instead of deploying one-factor-at-a-time, design of experiments is becoming rampantly 
utilized in order to reduce the resources outflow. There are a copious of different smart designs which could be 
employed as design of experiments tools. Central composite and d-optimal designs were investigated in this paper. 
The purpose of this investigation was to compare the two designs and identify the most accurate design at analyz-
ing, interpreting and making predictions with regards to the data offered. The aforementioned purpose was achieved 
by applying both designs to a preexisting study which sought to prolong the gastrointestinal retention of repaglinide 
tablets through deploying a full factorial design. Further optimization was performed using Design-Expert software 
after inducing an outlier point.

Results  R-squared, adjusted R-squared, predicted R-squared and adequate precision were computed in addition 
to acquiring diagnostics figures such as predicted versus actual, residual versus run, Box–Cox, contour plot and 3D 
surface plots. Model equations were also produced for each design. Results showed that both designs were suc-
cessful at modeling the data both scoring r-squared values > 0.7 and adequate precision > 4 implying high fitting, 
prediction power and ability to navigate the experimental space using a reduced number of experimental runs. The 
d-optimal design obtained the least relative error of only 3.81%.

Conclusions  In conclusion, the d-optimal design provides a great tool for reduction of experimental testing which 
in turn diminishes resources consumption. Therefore, this design is favored to be enforced in the pharmaceutical 
sector.
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Background
The production of pharmaceutical commodities is a 
sophisticated, time-consuming, expensive and labor-
intensive endeavor which necessitates extensive planning 
and exhaustive testing of products and processes with the 
aspire of achieving the most optimized process and the 
superlative quality of the medicine [1]. For this reason, 
many methods have prevailed with the purpose of coher-
ent optimizing the production of medications [2]. Con-
ventionally, one-factor-at-a-time (OFAT) studies were 
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adopted to deduce the optimized formulation of rem-
edies. The one-factor-at-a-time optimization approach 
adheres to the concept that in order to ascertain the 
impact of a single factor, it is imperative to keep all 
other factors constant. In other words, only one factor is 
altered at a time. This experimental design may not be the 
most efficient approach when the factors under consid-
eration are interacting or interfering. Due to the proven 
inefficiency of OFAT, it is now rarely implemented in 
the pharmaceutical engineering processes. To solve the 
impracticality of OFAT, a new statistical approach was 
developed by Sir Ronald Fitcher in the twentieth century 
[3]. His method was named as “design of experiments 
(DOE)”. This systematic formulation of experiments 
entails a multifaceted strategy aiming at enhancing the 
quality of a product through limited experimentation 
and judicious allocation of resources [4]. The design of 
experiment (DOE) approach relies on planning and exe-
cuting the least amount of experiments where variables 
are altered simultaneously to produce a cause-and-effect 
relationship, while minimizing errors [5–7]. The steps 
of DOE deployment are designing, developing, evaluat-
ing and finally analyzing the product. The application of 
design of experiments (DOE) is widely employed for the 
execution of Quality by Design (QbD) [8]. In this con-
text, Q8 and Q9 are major constituents of QbD where 
Q8-pharmaceutical development and Q9-quality risk 
assessment were first introduced in the international 
conference on harmonization (ICH) in 2009. Quality by 
Design is a concept which revolves around the notion 
that attainment of product and process understanding 
serves as the pivotal factor in ensuring the quality of the 
end product [9, 10]. This comprehensive apprehension is 
illustrated by embedding quality in the developing stages 
of the product and its processes of manufacturing in lieu 
of testing for quality after the manufacturing process is 
finalized [11]. Mitigating possible quality hazards is cru-
cially achieved by identifying possible failures that may 
negatively influence the quality of the product and subse-
quently actions are put in place to ensure sustainment of 
product compliance with the quality standards [12]. Pos-
sible failures that might prevail could be pinpointed using 
fishbone diagram, a root cause analysis tool.

There are a multitude of different designs currently 
employed throughout the pharmaceutical industry. Two 
of the response surface designs include the central com-
posite and the d-optimal. Central composite designs fun-
damentally select the upper and lower limits of testing 
values and extend the space of the experiments beyond 
both thresholds (alpha + 1 & alpha − 1) [13]. The cen-
tral composite design is suitable for materials which are 
insensitive to harsh testing condition. Sensitive mate-
rials which should not be implemented in the central 

composite design include proteins and liposomes. On the 
other hand, the d-optimal design works by assembling 
information matrices for all points then deducing their 
determinants. The points procuring the highest determi-
nants are encompassed in the model [14].

Despite differences, both are concurrently consid-
ered smart designs. These types of designs depend on 
exploiting rich-information points to establish their 
models. Rich-information points consist of a lower num-
ber of points which conceal the space of the experiment 
effectively.

In the current study, the use of smart response surface 
designs such as the d-optimal and the central compos-
ite was proposed instead of the full factorial in order to 
optimize pharmaceutical dosage forms aiming for the 
reduction of number of experiments and therefore sav-
ing resources, time and effort. Moreover, the two inves-
tigated smart designs were compared regarding the 
r-squared, adjusted r-squared, predicted r-squared, ade-
quate precision and through different diagnostics tests 
and finally comparing them regarding the percentage rel-
ative error. The design with the lowest relative error was 
recommended.

To our knowledge, this is the first study that compares 
these two smart experimental designs in the optimiza-
tion of pharmaceutical dosage forms. This concept can be 
projected to the other more sophisticated pharmaceuti-
cal processes such as extraction or analysis methods [15, 
16] and to optimize advanced drugs carriers and delivery 
systems such as the lipidic, polymeric and inorganic nan-
oparticles [17–19] and regarding their different processes 
of preparation and characterization [20–23].

Methodology
Software
The models and plots for the d-optimal and central com-
posite designs that were provided in this paper were pro-
duced using Design Expert v.7.0. software (Design-Expert 
software, Stat-Ease Inc., MN).

The investigated work
For the purpose of comparing the d-optimal and central 
composite designs, a paper was selected as a basis for 
application of both designs [24]. Subsequently, compar-
ing and contrasting the two models was conducted. The 
chosen paper was entitled “Design expert supported 
mathematical optimization of repaglinide gastroreten-
tive floating tablets: in vitro and in vivo evaluation” [24]. 
Repaglinide is an oral agent that falls under the megli-
tinide class, serving as an anti-hyperglycemic medica-
tion. It necessitates regular administration prior to meals 
due to its brief half-life, which lasts only one hour. Con-
sequently, the medication can result in adverse effects, 
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including discomfort in skeletal muscles, headaches, and 
gastrointestinal disturbances [25]. The investigation pre-
sented in the selected paper aimed to prolong the absorb-
ance of Repaglinide tablets by optimizing the critical 
quality attributes (CQAs) entailing the floating lag time 
response. This was accomplished using a three-factor 
three-level full factorial design (usually called 33 full 
factorial design). Three different components concen-
trations were altered: Okra gum (OG), HPMC (hydroxy-
propyl methylcellulose) K15M and xanthan gum. In QbD, 
the factors contributing in the CQAs are the CPPs (criti-
cal process parameters) and the material and formulation 
parameters.

Other than the factors included in the investigated 
study, some factors also representing CPPs of the pre-
pared tableting process included subjecting the granules 
to adjusted conditions of a temperature range of 55–60 °C 
for approximately 120 min, while ensuring that the mois-
ture content remained within the range of 3–5%. The 
powder was administered through an 80-mesh (0.177 mm 
pore size) after initial mixing. A 30-mesh (0.595 mm pore 
size) was used after adding a portion of the granulating 
medium. A 30-mesh (0.595 mm pore size) was used once 
more to sift the granules following drying. Furthermore, 
the compression force was adjusted to maintain the hard-
ness of the tablets within 5 to 8 kg/cm2.

The material and formulation parameters comprised 
other numerous crucial excipients satisfying various con-
centrations, including 2  mg of repaglinide, 10% sodium 
bicarbonate, 5% citric acid, 7% ethyl cellulose, 2% magne-
sium stearate, 1% talc in addition to lactose with a quan-
tity sufficient to produce a 200-mg tablet. The granulation 
medium comprised 8% PVP K30 in 80% ethanol [24].

The use of central composite and d‑optimal designs 
to reoptimize the results
Both central composite and d-optimal designs were used 
to further optimize the generated gastroretentive tablets 
regarding the floating lag time response instead of the 
three-level three-factor full factorial design which origi-
nally consisted of 27 experimental runs.

A total of 20 points were used to produce the central 
composite design model; six of the design points were 
center points.

On the other hand, a total of 25 points were used to 
build the d-optimal design model. The 25 points com-
prised 10 model points, 5 replicate points, 5 points to 
estimate lack of fit and 5 additional center points. The 
“Model use” was adjusted to point exchange prior to 
execution.

Table 1 demonstrates the used factors (the investigated 
material and formulation parameters) accompanied with 
their tested ranges.

Induction of an outlier
The results of the new embraced design points were 
produced from the equation that was generated in the 
extensively examined paper [24]. An outlier central point 
result was introduced for all the central points of both of 
the newly adopted designs. Accordingly, the floating lag 
time for coded points corresponding to (0, 0, 0) for OG, 
HPMC K15M and xanthan gum, respectively, was altered 
to a value of 90 s instead of 45.

Analysis of results
It is necessary to document the process by which the 
models were generated which were both quadratic. 
To empirically ascertain the significance of the model, 
ANOVA analysis was performed. This statistical test per-
mits the assessment of differences underlying groups and 
provides valuable insights into the overall effectiveness 
and sturdiness of the model. Moreover, in order to affirm 
the reliability and accuracy of the results, an assortment 
of values was computed including; R-squared, adjusted 
R-squared and predicted R-squared. R-squared value 
reflects the fitting of the model, adjusted R-squared 
reflects the model’s R-squared value after insignificant 
terms are excluded and the predicted R-squared rep-
resents the model’s accuracy at predicting the floating 
lag time [1]. Additionally, the adequate precision of the 
model was also determined. This measure provides a 
quantitative assessment regarding the signal to noise 
ratio [26]. Moreover, to further appraise the validity and 
precision of the model and identify any potential flaws 
or inefficiencies that could be ameliorated, a series of 
diagnostic tests were conducted. These tests includ-
ing Box–Cox, residual versus run and predicted versus 
actual provide a valuable insight regarding the valid-
ity of the model and notifies for any necessary adjust-
ments or modifications [27]. Finally, in order to visually 
portray the model and facilitate a deeper understand-
ing of its underlying relationships, contour and 3D sur-
face plots were obtained. These plots provide a graphical 
representation of how the change in the compositions of 
(OG, xanthan gum and HPMCK15) contributes to the 

Table 1  The investigated factors associated with their used 
ranges

Factors Ranges of values (%)

High (+ 1) Medium (0) Low (− 1)

Concentrations of OG 35 22.5 10

HPMC K15M 15 7.5 0

Xanthan gum 10 0 0
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response and highlights how the variation in these vari-
ables are reflected upon the outcome of the CQA (float-
ing lag time). Furthermore, contour and 3D surface plots 
clarify the observation of the optimum quadrants of the 
model and allow for a more intuitive interpretation of the 
findings. Overall, the process of generating the model, 
determining its significance, calculating the different val-
ues and adequate precision, performing diagnostic tests, 
and obtaining contour and 3D surface plots were essen-
tial elements for ensuring the validity and consistency of 
the findings presented in this study.

Calculation of the percentage relative error (% relative 
error)
The percentage relative error was calculated by utilizing 
the following equation [24]:

Results
Tables 2 and 3 demonstrate the different runs (points) 
generated as rich-information points of the central 
composite and the d-optimal designs, respectively, 
accompanied with the results of these runs as calcu-
lated from the generated equation of the used work of 
Naveen et  al. [24] utilizing a three-level full factorial 

Relative error(%) =
Predicted value− Actual value

Predicted value
× 100.

design to optimize the floating lag time of repaglinide 
floating tablets.

Table  4 illustrates the significance of both models 
(P < 0.001) [28]. The type of the two generated models 
corresponding to the two adopted designs was a quad-
ratic function. Furthermore, the R-squared, adjusted 
R-squared and predicted R-squared differences were 
within 0.2 increments for both models and all of them 
scored values above 0.7 implying acceptable and reli-
able models. For the central composite model, the 
discrepancy between the R-squared and predicted 
R-squared was 0.0056 which is a minimal value, while 
for the d-optimal model, the discrepancy was higher 
(0.1289). The adequate precision exceeded a value of 4 
as counseled for both models (adequate precision for 
d-optimal was 14.161 and for the central composite was 
122.830). Furthermore, the parameter “lack of fit” was 
favorably insignificant in both models.

It is highly visible by observing Fig. 1 that the points 
present in the predicted versus actual plot of the cen-
tral composite model were closer to the 45-degree line 
(indicating the close values of the predicted results to 
the actual counterparts). Hence, the model floating 
lag time predictions were closer to the actual values. 
Also obviously, the predicted versus actual plot of the 
d-optimal model acquired values that seemed relatively 
distant from the 45-degree line; yet, they were still con-
sidered close.

Table 2  The central composite generated design points associated with their calculated results

Experiment number OG concentration HPMCK15M Xanthan gum Floating lag time

1 0 0 0 90

2 − 1 1 1 71.34

3 0 − 1.68 0 141.39

4 0 0 − 1.68 74.71

5 − 1 − 1 − 1 72.18

6 1 1 1 69.84

7 1 1 − 1 94.78

8 1 − 1 − 1 177

9 0 0 0 90

10 − 1 1 − 1 52.28

11 − 1.68 0 0 77.72

12 0 0 1.68 79.02

13 0 1.68 0 46.27

14 0 0 0 90

15 − 1 − 1 1 102.24

16 1 − 1 1 163.06

17 0 0 0 90

18 0 0 0 90

19 0 0 0 90

20 1.68 0 0 164.60
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Table 3  The d-optimal generated design points associated with their calculated results

Experiment number OG concentration HPMCK15M Xanthan gum Floating lag time

1 − 1 1 − 1 52.28

2 − 1 0 1 70.21

3 0 0 − 1 56.24

4 0 0 0 90

5 0 0 0 90

6 − 1 1 1 71.34

7 0 0 0 90

8 0 0 0 90

9 − 1 − 1 1 102.24

10 0 1 0 35.24

11 1 − 1 − 1 177

12 − 1 1 − 1 52.28

13 1 − 1 1 163.06

14 1 1 − 1 94.78

15 1 − 1 − 1 177

16 0 − 1 − 1 98.35

17 0 0 0 90

18 1 1 1 69.84

19 − 1 − 1 0 76.63

20 0 − 0.5 0.5 69.20

21 1 − 1 1 163.06

22 1 0 0 99.01

23 1 1 − 1 94.78

24 1 1 1 69.84

25 − 1 − 1 − 1 72.18

Table 4  The generated model analysis results

Design type Central composite D-optimal

Significance Significant Significant

P < 0.0001 P < 0.0001

Model type Quadratic Quadratic

R-squared 0.9991 0.9210

Adjusted R-squared 0.9984 0.8736

Predicted R-squared 0.9935 0.7921

Adequate precision 122.830 14.161

Generated equation Floating Lag Time = −7828.09234

+ 1007.19857 * OG concentration

+ 880.39460 * HPMC K15M

+ 1364.29190 * Xanthan Gum

− 15.58000 * OG concentration * HPMC K15M

− 11.00000 * OG concentration * Xanthan Gum

− 2.75000 * HPMC K15M * Xanthan Gum

+ 4.43181 * OG concentration2

− 43.99831 * HPMC K15M2

− 125.72119 * Xanthan Gum2

Floating Lag Time = +76.99172

+ 26.21690 * OG concentration

− 27.47543 * HPMCK15M

+ 1.21784 * Xanthan Gum

− 16.51078 * OG concentration * HPMCK15M

− 10.24740 * OG concentration * Xanthan Gum

− 2.74859 * HPMCK15M * Xanthan Gum

+ 17.47349 * OG concentration2

+ 4.43398 * HPMCK15M2

− 1.65511 * Xanthan Gum2
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As inferred from Fig.  2, the points representing the 
different runs of the two investigated models were 
evenly scattered around the zero line of the Design-
Expert® generated plots of both designs and repre-
sents the models functions. Moreover, for the residual 
versus run point distribution of the central composite 
model, 40% of the points were situated above the zero 

line, approximately 30% were situated on the zero line, 
and 30% were situated under the zero line. On the other 
hand, for the residual versus run point distribution for 
the d-optimal model, 60% of the points were situated 
above the zero line, 8% of the points were approxi-
mately situated on the zero line, and 32% of the points 
were situated under the zero line.

Fig. 1  Predicted versus actual plots for a central composite and b d-optimal designs
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As obvious from Fig. 3, both models powers lied within 
the confidence interval ranges of the Box–Cox diagnostic 
and validating test generated from the utilized software 
while acquiring power correspondents of lambda = 1 [2].

Contour plots use varied gradients of colors to repre-
sent segments which occupy high and low floating lag 
time responses as depicted in Fig. 4.

3D surface plots are similar to contour plots in that 
they show areas where the response is at different 

Fig. 2  Residual versus run plots for a central composite and b d-optimal designs
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values but with a three-dimensional viewing facet. The 
peak response occurred at the red areas while the low-
est response occurred at the blue areas [29]. It is obvi-
ous from Fig. 5 that the peak floating lag time response 

was present at coded values of (1, 0, − 1) corresponding 
to OG, xanthan gum and HPMCK15 concentrations, 
respectively.

Fig. 3  Box–Cox plots for a central composite and b d-optimal designs
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The d-optimal design had a lower relative error com-
pared to the central composite design by a difference of 
0.7556% for the coded point: 0.66 OG concentration, 
HPMC K15M and 0.85 xanthan gum, in spite of inducing 
an outlier critical point (Table 5).

Discussion
Both of the discrepancy values between the adjusted 
r-squared and the predicted r-squared of the two inves-
tigated designs were considered low. Hence, the models 

Fig. 4  Contour plots for a central composite and b d-optimal designs at a constant xanthan gum (at its middle level, code = 0)
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were sufficient in predicting the results of un-carried 
experiments and to fully navigate the experimental space.

The values of adequate precision of both designs indi-
cated a very high signal to noise ratio. Therefore, the dif-
ferences in the acquired results for the floating lag time 
were a consequence of real signals and not due to random 

Fig. 5:  3D surface plots for a central composite and b d-optimal designs at a constant xanthan gum (at its middle level, code = 0)

Table 5  Percentage relative error obtained between the 
predicted and actual values for the coded point: 0.66 OG 
concentration, 1.00 HPMC K15M and 0.85 xanthan gum

Design Relative error (%)

Central composite 4.5699

d-optimal 3.8143
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outcomes and both models are considered successful in 
navigating the space of the investigated experiment [1].

The predicted versus actual plots mainly evaluate the 
accuracy of the model at making predictions regard-
ing actual experimental values through depicting how 
close the predicted values are to the actual ones [2]. This 
is implemented by using the 45-degree line as a refer-
ence. The closer the points are to this line, the higher the 
capability of the model at making accurate predictions. 
Despite the fact that the points in both predicted versus 
actual plots were relatively close to the 45-degree line, 
these results implied the high predictive ability of the two 
investigated designs-generated models.

Residual versus run plots usually identify the errors 
present in the model. The required ideal situation is that 
the total distances from the points above the zero line, 
which represents the model, are approximately equal 
to the total distances of the points under the same line 
so that the errors even out [30]. This was approximately 
obtained for both models. As a conclusion, the points 
in both models were moderately and favorably scattered 
around the zero line.

The Box–Cox test primarily aims to accommodate 
the model response (CQA) with the optimum numeri-
cal power. The response is raised to different powers and 
the power with the best fitting is recommended. Usually, 
the power which presents the optimum fitting lies in the 
area between the high and low confidence intervals. The 
confidence intervals are manifested by the red lines. If 
the value of the power (lambda) requires altering, then 
the recommended value should be applied through the 
transformation tab of the adopted software. Therefore, 
it was concluded that the power transformation was not 
required for both of the generated models.

The alteration of color gradients in the contour and the 
3D surface plots is correlated with the change of compo-
sitions of the factors contributing to the response [14].

The peak floating lag time response scored at coded 
values of (1, 0, − 1) corresponding to OG, xanthan gum 
and HPMCK15M concentrations, respectively, may be 
attributed to the higher swelling index of okra gum (260% 
[31]) as compared to the other constituents (xanthan 
gum and HPMCK15M which only reached a maximum 
of < 250% [32]) contributing to its significant positive 
effect on the floating lag time.

It could be interpreted from the current study fig-
ures and tables that both designs have been success-
fully leveraged to produce models with excellent 
qualities. Despite that the central composite scored bet-
ter R-squared, adjusted R-squared, predicted R-squared 
and adequate precision values, the d-optimal design 
was slightly more accurate at predicting the floating 
lag time response The high accuracy of both models 

generated from the two utilized smart surface response 
designs at predicting the floating lag time response is 
related to a statistical perspective where DoEs utilizing 
designs such as the central composite and the d-opti-
mal create response models by reducing the maximum 
variance of the predicted responses and minimizing 
the error in the estimated coefficients of the model. 
This approach offers benefits when employing dispro-
portionate shapes and incorporating additional design 
points [28]. Moreover, the superiority of the d-optimal 
design at predicting the response for experimental 
points which were not included as design points (as 
inferred from the calculated value of the percentage 
relative error) comes back to the statistical element of 
building the design through choosing rich-information 
points that originate from an information matrix pos-
sessing the highest determinant which allows handling 
of a larger experimental space [33]. Although the CCD 
resulted in excellent and slightly higher R-squared val-
ues, this may be ascribed to the problem of overfit-
ting that sometimes occur with experimental designs, 
wherein the model excessively coincides with and con-
forms to the existing data points. This phenomenon 
results in a perfect or ideal coinciding of the actual 
experimental design points with the generated model 
predictions. It usually happens with higher order func-
tions (above linear, quadratic, cubic, etc.) possessing 
high curvatures aiming to reduce residuals of the gen-
erated model results [34]. This was obviously noticed in 
the predicted versus actual figure corresponding to the 
CCD results (Fig.  1). It is worth-noting that the limi-
tation of this paper lied on the use of only one check 
point (experimental external validation point) in calcu-
lating the percentage relative error of the two investi-
gated statistical experimental designs. Nevertheless, 
that was a forced limitation because this point was 
solely conducted in the originally experimental paper 
that the current paper was based on.

Conclusion
The current study aimed to compare the central com-
posite and the d-optimal statistical experimental 
designs in optimizing the floating lag time response of 
repaglinide gastroretentive tablets.

The findings of this study showed that:

•	 Both smart designs extensively discussed in the 
paper have been successfully utilized to further 
optimize the tablets with a very high accuracy simi-
lar to a previous optimization implemented using a 
three-level full factorial design despite the induc-
tion of an outlier point representing the central 
critical point of both designs.
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•	 After computing the percentage relative error, it was 
concluded that the d-optimal design is more robust 
in predicting the accurate result values of actual 
experiments of points not included in the designs 
built.

•	 The adopted work drew the attention to the problem 
of overfitting which may lead to decrease the predic-
tivity power of the statistical experimental designs.

Based on the aforementioned conclusions, integrating 
both smart surface response designs and more specifi-
cally the d-optimal design into the routine of experimental 
activities, companies can excel the effectiveness of testing 
in addition to reducing expenses by considerable margins. 
The use of the investigated smart statistical experimental 
designs accompanied with its assessment can be projected 
to any dosage form design and conventional or advanced 
drug delivery systems aiming of reducing the number 
of runs and experiments conducted and hence saving 
resources, efforts and time.

One important contribution of this paper is that it pro-
vides a guide or an assist to companies and especially phar-
maceutical entities when choosing the smart design, they 
seek to adopt.

Moreover, another contribution of this paper toward the 
pharmaceutical industry is that it could guide users on how 
to calibrate design expert software efficiently to produce 
the d-optimal and central composite designs and their gen-
erated models. Future studies should compare the d-opti-
mal design with other smart counterparts.

Abbreviations
OFAT	� One-factor-at-a-time
DoE	� Design of experiments
GIT	� Gastrointestinal TRACT​
QbD	� Quality by design
ICH	� International Conference on Harmonization
GMP	� Good manufacturing practices
CQAs	� Critical quality attributes
CPPs	� Critical process parameters
OG	� Okra gum
HPMC	� Hydroxypropyl methylcellulose
ANOVA	� Analysis of variance
3D	� Three-dimensional

Acknowledgements
The authors declare no acknowledgements.

Author contributions
RMH contributed to conceptualization; TE and RMH provided methodology; 
RMH performed formal analysis and investigation; TE performed writing—
original draft preparation; RMH contributed to writing—review and editing, 
resources, and supervision.

Funding
This research received no funding from any organization.

Availability of data and materials
The data are available upon request.

Code availability
Not applicable.

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate
Not applicable for this work.

Consent for publication
The authors declare no conflict of interest.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Received: 24 January 2024   Accepted: 27 February 2024

References
	1.	 Hathout RM (2022) Teaching principles of DoE as an element of QbD for 

pharmacy students. In: Saharan VA (ed) Computer aided pharmaceutics 
and drug delivery: an application guide for students and researchers of 
pharmaceutical sciences. Springer, Singapore, pp 129–151. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1007/​978-​981-​16-​5180-9_5

	2.	 Naguib SS, Hathout RM, Mansour S (2017) Optimizing novel penetration 
enhancing hybridized vesicles for augmenting the in-vivo effect of an 
anti-glaucoma drug. Drug Deliv 24(1):99–108. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​
10717​544.​2016.​12335​88

	3.	 Jankovic A, Chaudhary G, Goia F (2021) Designing the design of experi-
ments (DOE)—an investigation on the influence of different factorial 
designs on the characterization of complex systems. Energy Build 
250:111298. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​enbui​ld.​2021.​111298

	4.	 Beg S, Swain S, Rahman M, Hasnain MS, Imam SS (2019) Chapter 3—
application of design of experiments (DoE) in pharmaceutical product 
and process optimization. In: Beg S, Hasnain MS (eds) Pharmaceutical 
quality by design. Academic Press, pp 43–64. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​
b978-0-​12-​815799-​2.​00003-4

	5.	 Kavita H, Huang Y, Angela D (2002) Influence of hydroxypropyl methylcel-
lulose mixture, apparent viscosity, and tablet hardness on drug release 
using a 23 full factorial design. Drug Dev Ind Pharm 28(5):601–608. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1081/​ddc-​12000​3456

	6.	 Mensah RA, Kirton SB, Cook MT, Styliari ID, Hutter V, Chau DYS (2019) 
Optimising poly(lactic-co-glycolic acid) microparticle fabrication using 
a Taguchi orthogonal array design-of-experiment approach. PLoS ONE 
14(9):e0222858. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1371/​journ​al.​pone.​02228​58

	7.	 Stamenkovic OS, Kostic MD, Radosavljevic DB, Veljkovic VB (2018) Com-
parison of Box–Behnken, face central composite, full factorial designs 
in optimization of hempseed oil extraction by n-hexane: a case study. 
Period Polytech Chem Eng 62(3):359–367. https://​doi.​org/​10.​3311/​PPch.​
11448

	8.	 Badawi MA, El-Khordagui LK (2014) A quality by design approach to 
optimization of emulsions for electrospinning using factorial and D-optimal 
designs. Eur J Pharm Sci 58:44–54. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​ejps.​2014.​03.​004

	9.	 Politis N, Colombo P, Colombo G, Rekkas M (2017) Design of experiments 
(DoE) in pharmaceutical development. Drug Dev Ind Pharm 43(6):889–
901. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​03639​045.​2017.​12916​72

	10.	 Sharma S, Sharma N, Das Gupta G (2010) Optimization of promethaz-
ine theoclate fast dissolving tablet using pore forming technology by 
3-factor, 3-level response surface-full factorial design. Arch Pharm Res 
33(8):1199–1207. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s12272-​010-​0810-4

	11.	 Mishra V, Thakur S, Patil A, Shukla A (2018) Quality by design (QbD) 
approaches in current pharmaceutical set-up. Expert Opin Drug Deliv 
15(8):737–758. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​17425​247.​2018.​15047​68

	12.	 Alagumurthi N, Palaniradja K, Soundararajan V (2006) Optimization of 
grinding process through design of experiment (DOE)—a comparative 
study. Mater Manuf Process 21(1):19–21. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​AMP-​
20006​0605

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-16-5180-9_5
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-16-5180-9_5
https://doi.org/10.1080/10717544.2016.1233588
https://doi.org/10.1080/10717544.2016.1233588
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enbuild.2021.111298
https://doi.org/10.1016/b978-0-12-815799-2.00003-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/b978-0-12-815799-2.00003-4
https://doi.org/10.1081/ddc-120003456
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0222858
https://doi.org/10.3311/PPch.11448
https://doi.org/10.3311/PPch.11448
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejps.2014.03.004
https://doi.org/10.1080/03639045.2017.1291672
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12272-010-0810-4
https://doi.org/10.1080/17425247.2018.1504768
https://doi.org/10.1080/AMP-200060605
https://doi.org/10.1080/AMP-200060605


Page 13 of 13Elsayed and Hathout ﻿Future Journal of Pharmaceutical Sciences           (2024) 10:34 	

	13.	 Hathout RM, Saharan VA (2022) Computer-aided formulation develop-
ment. In: Saharan VA (ed) Computer aided pharmaceutics and drug 
delivery: an application guide for students and researchers of pharma-
ceutical sciences. Springer, Singapore, pp 73–98. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​
978-​981-​16-​5180-9_3

	14.	 Abdel-Hafez SM, Hathout RM, Sammour OA (2014) Towards better 
modeling of chitosan nanoparticles production: Screening different 
factors and comparing two experimental designs. Int J Biol Macromol 
64:334–340. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​ijbio​mac.​2013.​11.​041

	15.	 Gabr S, Nikles S, Wenzig P, Maria E, Ardjomand-Woelkart K, Hathout RM, 
El-Ahmady S, Motaal AA, Singab A, Bauer R (2018) Characterization and 
optimization of phenolics extracts from Acacia species in relevance to 
their anti-inflammatory activity. Biochem Syst Ecol 78:21–30. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1016/j.​bse.​2018.​03.​001

	16.	 Hathout RM, Metwally AA, Woodman TJ, Hardy JG (2020) Prediction of 
drug loading in the gelatin matrix using computational methods. ACS 
Omega 5(3):1549–1556. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​acsom​ega.​9b034​87

	17.	 Hamzeh S, Mahmoudi-Moghaddam H, Zinatloo-Ajabshir S, Amiri M, 
Razavi Nasab SA (2024) Eco-friendly synthesis of mesoporous praseo-
dymium oxide nanoparticles for highly efficient electrochemical sensing 
of carmoisine in food samples. Food Chem 433:137363. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1016/j.​foodc​hem.​2023.​137363

	18.	 Hathout RM, Gad HA, Metwally AA (2017) Gelatinized-core liposomes: 
toward a more robust carrier for hydrophilic molecules. J Biomed Mater 
Res A 105(11):3086–3092. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​jbm.a.​36175

	19.	 Zinatloo-Ajabshir S, Mahmoudi-Moghaddam H, Amiri M, Akbari Javar H 
(2023) A facile green fabrication of sponge-like Pr2Ce2O7 nanostructure 
using sucrose for electrochemical quantification of anti-Parkinson drug 
pramipexole. Microchem J 195:109480. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​microc.​
2023.​109480

	20.	 Zinatloo-Ajabshir S, Salavati-Niasari M (2019) Preparation of magneti-
cally retrievable CoFe2O4@SiO2@Dy2Ce2O7 nanocomposites as novel 
photocatalyst for highly efficient degradation of organic contaminants. 
Compos Part B Eng 174:106930. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​compo​sitesb.​
2019.​106930

	21.	 Zinatloo-Ajabshir Z, Zinatloo-Ajabshir S (2019) Preparation and character-
ization of curcumin niosomal nanoparticles via a simple and eco-friendly 
route. J Nanostruct 9(4):784–790. https://​doi.​org/​10.​22052/​JNS.​2019.​04.​
020

	22.	 Zinatloo-Ajabshir S, Morassaei MS, Amiri O, Salavati-Niasari M (2020) 
Green synthesis of dysprosium stannate nanoparticles using Ficus carica 
extract as photocatalyst for the degradation of organic pollutants under 
visible irradiation. Ceram Int 46(5):6095–6107. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​
ceram​int.​2019.​11.​072

	23.	 Hardy JG, Sdepanian S, Stowell AF, Aljohani AD, Allen MJ, Anwar A, 
Barton D, Baum JV, Bird D, Blaney A, Brewster L, Cheneler D, Efremova O, 
Entwistle M, Esfahani RN, Firlak M, Foito A, Forciniti L, Geissler SA, Guo F, 
Hathout RM, Jiang R, Kevin P, Leese D, Low WL, Mayes S, Mozafari M, Mur-
phy ST, Nguyen H, Ntola CNM, Okafo G, Partington A, Prescott TAK, Price 
SP, Soliman S, Sutar P, Townsend D, Trotter P, Wright KL (2021) Potential 
for chemistry in multidisciplinary, interdisciplinary, and transdisciplinary 
teaching activities in higher education. J Chem Educ 98(4):1124–1145. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1021/​acs.​jchem​ed.​0c013​63

	24.	 Naveen NR, Gopinath C, Rao DS (2017) Design expert supported math-
ematical optimization of repaglinide gastroretentive floating tablets: 
in-ávitro and in-ávivo evaluation. Future J Pharm Sci 3(2):140–147. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​fjps.​2017.​05.​003

	25.	 Shakya R, Thapa P, Saha RN (2013) In-vitro and in-vivo evaluation of 
gastroretentive floating drug delivery system of ofloxacin. Asian J Pharm 
Sci 8(3):191–198. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​ajps.​2013.​07.​025

	26.	 Hathout RM, Gad HA, Abdel-Hafez SM, Nasser N, Khalil N, Ateyya T, Amr 
A, Yasser N, Nasr S, Metwally AA (2019) Gelatinized core liposomes: a new 
Trojan horse for the development of a novel timolol maleate glaucoma 
medication. Int J Pharm 556:192–199. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​ijpha​rm.​
2018.​12.​015

	27.	 Hassan EA, Hathout RM, Gad HA, Sammour OA (2022) Multi-purpose zein 
nanoparticles for battling hepatocellular carcinoma: a Green approach. 
Eur Polymer J 176:111396. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​eurpo​lymj.​2022.​
111396

	28.	 Safwat S, Hathout RM, Ishak RA, Mortada ND (2017) Augmented simv-
astatin cytotoxicity using optimized lipid nanocapsules: a potential for 

breast cancer treatment. J Liposome Res 27(1):1–10. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
3109/​08982​104.​2015.​11373​13

	29.	 Yehia R, Hathout RM, Attia DA, Elmazar MM, Mortada ND (2017) Anti-
tumor efficacy of an integrated methyl dihydrojasmonate transdermal 
microemulsion system targeting breast cancer cells: In vitro and in vivo 
studies. Colloids Surf B Biointerfaces 155:512–521. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1016/j.​colsu​rfb.​2017.​04.​031

	30.	 Mohamad Zen NI, Abd Gani SS, Shamsudin R, Fard Masoumi HR (2015) 
The use of D-optimal mixture design in optimizing development of okara 
tablet formulation as a dietary supplement. Sci World J 2015:684319. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1155/​2015/​684319

	31.	 Alalor C, Obunezie D (2020) Synthesis, characterization and evaluation 
of carboxymethylated okra gum as suspending agent in metronidazole 
suspension. J Appl Sci Environ Manag 24(1):85–90. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
4314/​jasem.​v24i1.​12

	32.	 Paudel P, Noori HM, Poudel BK, Shakya S, Bhatta P, Lamichhane L (2014) 
Influence of different grades and concentrations of hydroxypropyl methyl 
cellulose on the release of metformin hydrochloride. World J Pharm Sci 
2(9):966–980

	33.	 de Aguiar PF, Bourguignon B, Khots MS, Massart DL, Phan-Than-Luu R 
(1995) D-optimal designs. Chemom Intell Lab Syst 30(2):199–210. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1016/​0169-​7439(94)​00076-X

	34.	 Ying X (2019) An overview of overfitting and its solutions. J Phys Conf Ser 
1168:022022. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1088/​1742-​6596/​1168/2/​022022

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in pub-
lished maps and institutional affiliations.

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-16-5180-9_3
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-16-5180-9_3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijbiomac.2013.11.041
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bse.2018.03.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bse.2018.03.001
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsomega.9b03487
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2023.137363
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2023.137363
https://doi.org/10.1002/jbm.a.36175
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.microc.2023.109480
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.microc.2023.109480
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compositesb.2019.106930
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compositesb.2019.106930
https://doi.org/10.22052/JNS.2019.04.020
https://doi.org/10.22052/JNS.2019.04.020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ceramint.2019.11.072
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ceramint.2019.11.072
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jchemed.0c01363
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fjps.2017.05.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fjps.2017.05.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajps.2013.07.025
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpharm.2018.12.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpharm.2018.12.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eurpolymj.2022.111396
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eurpolymj.2022.111396
https://doi.org/10.3109/08982104.2015.1137313
https://doi.org/10.3109/08982104.2015.1137313
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.colsurfb.2017.04.031
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.colsurfb.2017.04.031
https://doi.org/10.1155/2015/684319
https://doi.org/10.4314/jasem.v24i1.12
https://doi.org/10.4314/jasem.v24i1.12
https://doi.org/10.1016/0169-7439(94)00076-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/0169-7439(94)00076-X
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/1168/2/022022

	Evaluating the prediction power and accuracy of two smart response surface experimental designs after revisiting repaglinide floating tablets
	Abstract 
	Background 
	Results 
	Conclusions 

	Background
	Methodology
	Software
	The investigated work
	The use of central composite and d-optimal designs to reoptimize the results
	Induction of an outlier
	Analysis of results
	Calculation of the percentage relative error (% relative error)

	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	References


