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Comparison between in vitro 
performance of the Child “Alberta” 
Idealized Throat and Ph.Eur./USP
induction port for the delivery of 
salbutamol sulfate inhalation aerosol
by pressurized metered dose inhaler

Introduction
The right-angle bend European Pharmacopeia/United
States Pharmacopeia (Ph.Eur./USP) throat (also referred
to as the induction port) is recognized as the standard
upper airway model for the laboratory evaluation of emit-
ted aerosol aerodynamic particle size distribution (APSD)
from orally inhaled products (OIPs).1-2Although this inlet
has proven to be satisfactory as a means of establishing a
standardized testing regime for the assessment of prod-
uct quality in the regulatory environment, it is well estab-
lished that its characteristics with respect to aerosol trans-
fer through its interior are not well matched to the actual
flow behavior that takes place in  the adult upper airway.3

As a result, it has proven difficult to develop robust in
vitro/in vivo correlations (IVIVCs), when assessing the
performance of OIPs in the clinical setting.4

The flow dynamics within the Ph.Eur./USP throat are
complex at the flow rates used to evaluate OIPs, involving
turbulent as well as inertial deposition of particles in tran-
sit.5 However, evidence shows that the compendial inlet
removes fewer of the larger particles entering than
would be the case in an adult oropharynx, based on dis-
placement of curves describing the movement of depo-
sition efficiency to larger particle aerodynamic diame-
ters, when this inlet was used in a comparative study with
anatomic inlets.6 Following from the theoretical work of
Stapleton, et al. on the flow dynamics in the adult

oropharynx,7 Finlay and coworkers at the University of
Alberta, Edmonton, Canada, developed an “idealized”
upper airway model to mimic aerosol interaction as
would be the case with an average adult human orophar-
ynx.  This adult “Alberta” idealized throat (A-AIT) can be
manufactured relatively easily in aluminum, in contrast
with anatomically-correct oropharyngeal models.8Apart
from its ability to mirror the behavior of particle transport
through the oropharynx, the use of metal rather than
non-conducting materials in its construction may be
important in the context of possibly mitigating the influ-
ence of electrostatic charge that is known to be present
with all types of inhaler-generated aerosols. 

The acquisition of electrostatic charge by inhaler-gener-
ated aerosols is highly probable,  given the processes of
triboelectrification with dry powder inhaler-generated
aerosols9 and charge transfer associated with ligament
formation and break-up during the liquid atomization
processes that are associated with nebulizing systems
and pressurized metered dose inhalers.10There is evi-
dence that aerosol electrostatic charge can influence
lung deposition,11 but the underlying physical processes
have not thus far been explained. For this reason, any coat-
ing of internal surfaces of a (conducting) metal inlet to
mimic mucosa should be undertaken using an electri-
cally-conducting substance.

A scoping study was undertaken to compare APSDs of
pMDI-delivered salbutamol sulfate (SS) aerosols through
the A-AIT and Ph.Eur./USP inlets (at a flow rate of 30
L/min representing adult inhalation) to a Next Genera-
tion Pharmaceutical Impactor (NGI).10  The authors con-
cluded that the former slightly reduced the mass of
coarser particulate emitted from the pMDI entering
either the full resolution ACI or abbreviated impactor
measurement apparatus configured to collect fractions
of possible relevance in terms of particle deposition at
key locations in the human respiratory tract (AIM-pHRT
configurations), compared with the situation in which
the compendial Ph.Eur./USP induction port was used.
The overall outcome with the A-AIT was a slight, but
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measurable, shift of the impactor-sized  APSD of the prod-
uct to finer sizes. 

Since this study was undertaken, Finlay’s group has
developed a child version of the AIT (C-AIT), whose
aerosol pathway is based on computed tomography
(CT) upper airway data from nine children aged 6 to 14
years, in similar materials to those used with the adult
version.11  This inlet is now available commercially (Cop-
ley Scientific Ltd., Nottingham, UK). The aim of the pre-
sent investigation was, therefore, to repeat the original
study but this time operating the NGI at the lowest flow
rates for which an archival calibration data-set is avail-
able (15 L/min),12 deemed to be more suited to mimic
an average inhalation flow rate by a tidal-breathing small
child aged approximately 4 to 10 years. 

Materials and methods
All measurements were undertaken using the NGI as
the particle size fractionating instrument, delivering the
SS aerosol emitted from primed, commercially-available
pMDIs (100 μg/actuation ex metering valve), directly to
the entry of the inlet on test, with sampling at 15.0
L/min ± 5%, as illustrated in Figure 1.  The patient
instructions for the inhaler used were non-specific as to
detailed preparation for use, so the authors chose to
actuate the inhaler 10 times, with each actuation con-
sisting of a 5-second shake, a 2-second actuation, fol-
lowed by a 5-second hold, before removing the device
for the next actuation cycle.

Two different analysts and two different inlets of the
same type (Devices 1 and 2) were evaluated following
the scheme outlined in Table 1 to minimize possible bias
from operator and test order. Each inlet configuration
was therefore tested 6 times. 

Following each measurement, the apparatus was dis-
mantled and the mass of SS recovered from the interior
of the throat and each stage of the NGI was assayed by a
validated HPLC-spectrophotometric procedure. The
mass median aerodynamic diameter (MMAD) and geo-
metric standard deviation (GSD) for each configuration
were determined using CITDAS v.3.10 statistical analy-
sis software (Copley Scientific Ltd., Nottingham, UK).

Results
Figure 2 represents the mass deposition profiles through
the entire measurement system, including the inlet. Each
contribution is represented in percentage terms based
on the total mass/actuation of SS emitted from the pMDI
on test.  This approach was chosen rather than presenting
the data in terms of absolute mass because the values of
total mass ex inhaler (mean ± SD) with either inlet were
insignificantly different (Ph.Eur./USP Inlet = 101.5 ± 5.5
μg/actuation;  C-AIT = 103.0 ± 7.1 μg/actuation [unpaired
t-test, p = 0.93]).

Examining the data as a whole, regardless of analyst or
pMDI, the bulk of the SS (mean ± SD) was recovered
from either inlet, but significantly more (82.4 ± 1.6%)

was collected from the C-AIT than from the Ph.Eur./USP
design (67.4 ± 2.1%) [un-paired t-test, p < 0.001]. The
choice of device had minimal effect on this outcome (C-
AIT inlet: device 1 = 82.8 ± 0.8%; device 2 = 81.7 ± 2.2%;
Ph.Eur./USP inlet: device 1 = 69.3 ± 2.2%; device 2 =
65.6 ± 1.3%).  Figure 3 illustrates the same data, but with-
out the throat deposition, so that the difference in the
mass deposition on size-classifying stages contributing
to the APSD is more evident.

The cumulative mass-weighted  APSDs for the two inlets,
combining the data from both devices in each instance,
are compared in Figure 4.  If these APSD data for each inlet
type are plotted on a log-probability scale (not shown),
the results were straight lines between 1% (bottom of
range measured by CI) and 90% (stage 2 of CI).  There was
also no evidence of bi-modality at higher probability val-
ues, both lines just curved slightly to become less sensi-
tive to changes in aerodynamic diameter.  Both APSDs
were unimodal and close to log-normal in overall profile.
Although the spread of each APSD (based on its GSD
value) was unchanged, there was a small but discernable
shift in  APSD to finer sizes when the C-AIT was used.
Thus, the average values of the derived metrics MMAD
and GSD were 2.4 μm and 1.81 for the C-AIT and 2.6 μm
and 1.77 for the Ph.Eur./USP inlet configuration (Table 2).
The shift in APSD also resulted in a movement of fine par-
ticle mass fraction < 5.0 μm aerodynamic diameter based

Set-up for inlet assessment by NGI
operated at 15 L/min to simulate average

inspiratory flow rate associated with 
small child inhalation.

Figure 1

Table 1

Test Device Ph.Eur./
USP Throat

C-AIT Inlet

1
2
3

Device 1 Analyst 1 Analyst 2

4
5
6

Device 2 Analyst 2 Analyst 1

Analyst

Test order for inhalers, NGIs and analysts
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Deposition profiles including the Child “Alberta” Idealized Throat with the Ph.Eur./USP and 
C-AIT inlets as alternative entries to the NGI operated at 15 L/min; 

error bars denote maximum/minimum range of data.

Figure 2
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Figure 3
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on the total emitted mass ex inhaler (FPF < 5.0 μm) from
28.0% for the Ph.Eur./USP inlet to 15.6% when the C-AIT
was substituted. Fine particle mass per actuation, also
based on total emitted mass (FPM < 5.0 μm), decreased
from 28.2 μg to 16.0 μg for the same change in inlet.

Discussion
The results from the present investigation are broadly
similar to the outcomes from the previous evaluation of
the A-AIT with a pMDI-delivered aerosol (Figure 5),10 con-
firming the trend that the Ph.Eur./USP inlet removes
fewer of the larger particles from the incoming aerosol
than is likely to be the case in reality. Interestingly, taking
the Ph.Eur./USP inlet as reference, the magnitude of the
shift of the MMAD to finer sizes was smaller for the C-AIT
(7%, from 2.6 μm to 2.4 μm ) compared with the equiva-
lent movement reported previously with the A-AIT (16%,
from 2.5 μm to 2.2 μm).10 This small difference may
reflect the fact that measurements were made at a lower
flow rate (15 L/min), compared with 30 L/min for the
original work comparing the A-AIT and Ph.Eur./USP inlet.
The amount of inertial/turbulent deposition associated
with the Ph.Eur./USP inlet would be expected to be
reduced at the lower flow velocity (flow Reynolds num-

ber) associated with measurements made at 15 L/min
rather than 30 L/min. Importantly however, the measure-
ments of MMAD in both studies with the Ph.Eur./USP
inlet were consistent (2.6 μm in the present study com-
pared with 2.5 μm in the previous work), regardless of
the flow rate reduction from 30 L/min to 15 L/min to
more closely mimic child inhalation from the pMDI in the
present study. The spread of the APSDs obtained with
either inlet were similar, with GSD values both close to
1.8. In summary, both studies with the C-AIT and A-AIT

Cumulative mass-weighted APSDs for pMDI-delivered salbutamol sulfate, sampling by NGI at 
15 L/min with the two different inlet configurations. 

Figure 4
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Table 2

Measure Ph. Eur./USP Throat C-AIT Inlet

MMAD (μm) 2.6 ± 0.1 2.4 ± 0.1

GSD 1.77 ± 0.04 1.81 ± 0.16

FPF < 5.0 μm(%) 28.0 ± 1.2 15.6 ± 1.6

FPM < 5.0 μm
(μg/actuation)

28.2 ± 2.1 16.0 ± 1.3
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add confirmatory evidence that the idealized inlet design
significantly increases the capture of the coarse fraction
compared with that collected by the Ph.Eur./USP induc-
tion port.13 This behavior is consistent with the theoreti-
cal assessment of the Ph.Eur./USP inlet by Zhou, et al., in
which they predicted from considerations of inertial
deposition behavior, that more of the ballistic/coarse par-
ticle fraction should penetrate downstream to the
impactor from this relatively simple internal right-angle
bend geometry at a given flow rate than would be the
case with other more clinically-appropriate inlets that
they investigated.3

This study and its predecessors can be criticized, in that
all measurements were made at constant flow rates,
rather than simulating the continuously-variable flow
rate associated with tidal breathing. In defense of the
approach chosen, the selection of a constant-operating
flow rate (15 L/min in this particular investigation) was
a compromise to keep the measurement process as sim-
ple as possible. It is important to note that the NGI, like
all cascade impactors, needs to be operated in accor-
dance with the principles of inertial impaction theory,
so that stage cut-off sizes remain constant during each
APSD measurement.14 However, recent studies, in
which the Nephele mixing inlet (Copley Scientific Ltd.,
Nottingham, UK) has been interposed between the

inlet and the impactor may may offer offer a more satis-
factory way forward in the future towards more clini-
cally-appropriate testing.15-16 In both investigations, tidal-
flowing air from a breathing simulator supplied the
inlet, so that patient use of the inhaler could be mimic-
ked closely.  At the same time, a fixed flow of make-up air
was supplied to the impactor, located distal to the mix-
ing inlet. Given the potential for this method to provide
more clinically-appropriate data than sampling the OIP-
generated aerosol at constant flow rate,17 it is therefore
recommended that these scoping studies with both C-
AIT and A-AIT be repeated in due course, simulating
either patient-generated breathing cycle waveforms or
age-appropriate standardized breathing patterns, such
as those provided in a Canadian Standard for laboratory
evaluation of spacers and valved holding chambers
(VHCs) used with pMDIs.18  Furthermore, it is acknowl-
edged that testing at a higher flow rate, such as 30
L/min, would also be a useful extension of the work to
cover the upper end of the intended age range for the C-
AIT,  of 14 years of age.11

A further criticism that might be raised is that, in the
clinical situation, a small child would likely have been
prescribed a VHC for use with their pMDI, and so this
testing should have included such an add-on device. In
defense of the methodology that was undertaken, a

Cumulative mass-weighted APSDs for pMDI-delivered salbutamol sulfate, sampling by NGI at 
30 L/min with the two different inlet configurations. Data from reference 10.

Figure 5
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VHC would have retained much of the coarse compo-
nent of the dose from the inhaler, preventing it from
reaching the inlet of the sampling apparatus. The inclu-
sion of a VHC was therefore considered inappropriate
since the purpose of the study was to characterize the
performance of the C-AIT. However, it is foreseen that a
future investigation focusing more on clinically-appro-
priate testing by evaluating pMDI-VHC performance
with the C-AIT might be a useful extension of the pre-
sent work. 

Acknowledgements
The authors acknowledge Ainkaran Sivaaji, Rosa Mon-
serrat-Amengual and Cécile Vitré who supported the
testing at Intertek Melbourn. 

References
1. European Directorate for the Quality of Medicines and Healthcare (EDQM):

European Pharmacopeia 8. Chapter 2.9.18. Preparations for inhalations:  Aero-

dynamic assessment of fine particles. Strasbourg: Council of Europe; 2014. 

2. United States Pharmacopeial Convention. <601> Inhalation and nasal drug

products:  Aerosols, sprays, and powders—performance quality tests, Rockville,

MD, US. USP37-NF32 Suppl.2,  August 2014.

3. Zhou, Y., Sun,  J. and Cheng, Y-S. Comparison of deposition in the USP and phys-

ical mouth-throat models with solid and liquid particles. J. Aerosol Med. Pul-

mon. Deliv. 2011; 24(6):277-284.

4. Newman, S.P. and Chan, H-K. In vitro/in vivo comparisons in pulmonary

drug delivery. J. Aerosol Med. 2008; 21(1):1-8.

5. Zhang, Y. and Finlay, W.H. Experimental measurements of particle deposition

in three proximal lung bifurcation models with an idealized mouth-throat. J.

Aerosol Sci. 2005; 18(4):460-473.

6. Cheng, Y.S., Zhou, Y. and Su, V-C. Deposition of particles in human mouth–

throat replicas and a USP induction port. J.  Aerosol Med. Pulmon. Deliv. 2014; in

press.

7. Stapleton, K.W., Guentsch, E., Hoskinson, M.K. and Finlay, W.H. On the suitabil-

ity of k-ε turbulence modeling for aerosol deposition in the mouth and throat:

A comparison with experiment.  J.  Aerosol Sci. 2000; 31(6):731-749.

8. Zhang, Y., Gilbertson, K. and Finlay, W.H. In vivo–in vitrocomparison of depo-

sition in three mouth–throat models with Qvar® and Turbuhaler® inhalers. J.

Aerosol Med. 2007; 20(3):227-235.

9. Kwok, P. C. L., Glover, W. and Chan H-K. Electrostatic charge characteristics of

aerosols produced from metered dose inhalers. J. Pharm. Sci. 2005;

94(12):2789–2799.

10. Copley, M., Mitchell,  J. and Solomon, D. Evaluating the Alberta throat:  An

innovation to support the acquisition of more clinically applicable aerosol aero-

dynamic particle size distribution (APSD) data in oral inhaled product (OIP)

development. Inhalation. 2011; 5(4):12–16.

11. Golshahi, L. and Finlay,  W.H.  An idealized child throat that mimics average

pediatric oropharyngeal deposition.  Aerosol Sci. Technol. 2012; 46(5):i-iv.

12. Marple, V.A., Olson, B.A., Santhanakrishnan, K., Mitchell, J.P., Murray, S.C. and

Hudson-Curtis, B.L. Next generation pharmaceutical impactor (a new impactor

for pharmaceutical inhaler testing)—Part III: Extension of archival calibration

to 15 L/min. J.  Aerosol Med. 2004; 17(4):335–343.

13. Mitchell,  J., Copley, M., Sizer Y., Russell, T. and Solomon, D.  Adapting the abbre-

viated impactor measurement (AIM) concept to make appropriate inhaler

aerosol measurements to compare with clinical data:  A scoping study with the

‘‘Alberta’’ idealized throat (AIT) inlet. J. Aerosol Med. Pulmon. Deliv. 2012;

25(4):188-197.

14. Marple, V.A. and Liu, B.Y.H. Characteristics of laminar jet impactors. Environ.

Sci. Technol. 1974; 8(7):648-654.

15. Olsson, B., Borgström, L., Lundbäck, H. and Svensson M. Validation of a gen-

eral in vitro approach for prediction of total lung deposition in healthy adults.

J.  Aerosol Med. Pulmon.  Deliv. 2013; 26(6):355-369.

16. Casaro, D., Brambilla, G., Pasquali, I. and Sisti, V.  In vitro aerosol performances

of NEXThaler® using representative inhalation profiles from asthmatic

patients. Respiratory Delivery 2014 Proceedings. 2014; 375-379.

17. Mitchell, J.P. and Dolovich, M.B. Clinically relevant test methods to establish

in vitro equivalence for spacers and valved holding chambers used with pres-

surized metered dose inhalers (pMDIs).  J. Aerosol Med. Pulmon. Deliv. 2012;

25(4):217-242.

18. Canadian Standards Association: Spacers and holding chambers for use with

metered-dose inhalers. Mississauga, ON, Canada. CAN/CSA/Z264.1-02: 2002,

revised 2008.  Available at: http://shop.csa.ca/en/canada/drug-labeling-and-

delivery/cancsa-z2641-02-r2011/invt/27017422002. Visited January 15, 2015.

Mark Copley, MEng is Sales Director, Copley Scientific, Ltd., Notting-

ham, UK. Mark Parry, MA, MSci (Cantab) is Technical Projects

Manager, Intertek-Melbourn, Cambridge, UK. Derek Solomon, BSc

is Operations Director, Intertek-Melbourn, Cambridge, UK. Jolyon

Mitchell, PhD, FRSC(UK), CChem, CSci is an Affiliate Professor at the

Daniel K. Inouye College of Pharmacy, University of Hawaii and

an Adjunct Professor at the University of Western Ontario and

owns Jolyon Mitchell Inhaler Consulting Services, Inc.,1154 St.

Anthony Road, London, Ontario, N6H 2R1, Canada, Tel: +1 519

472-5364, mitchelljolyon@gmail.com. 

To read the team’s article on the Adult Alberta Throat, please visit

the Inhalationwebsite home page or article archive. 

Copyright CSC Publishing




