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Figure 3.8  a) XPS spectra of C 1s region of the 28.6% drug loading at depth = 0 
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Figure 4.2  a) ToF-SIMS depth profile showing ions of significance for a bilayer 

film of codeine/PLA cast on top of a HPMC film onto a silicon wafer. The 

contaminant sodium is also displayed and values indicate ellipsometrically 
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adjacent scans summed from the top layer and the bottom layer. (pg. 142) 
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(pg. 165/166) 
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