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Figure 1: Liposome for drug delivery
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Figure 3: The AccuSizer SPOS system with SIS sampler
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Figure 4: Liposome size before extrusion
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Figure 5: Liposome size after extrusion through 0.4 pm
membrane three times
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Figure 6: Liposome size after extrusion through 0.1 um
membrane three times
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Figure 7: GMV liposome before centrifugation
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Figure 8: GMV liposome after centrifugation
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Figure 9: GMV liposome after extrusion through 5 pm
filter
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Figure 10: GMV liposome after extrusion through 10 pm
filter
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Figure 11: Cationic coated liposome size result
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Figure 12: **Cu labeled LCL liposome size result
AR AR -

AL, PR PR R FE 058 T B0 AE B AR AL T T 15 RORE TBORE T ) e
E— M FT pH-sensitive Z [0 & 24 R 25 2 (Fi] 2 %) A4
(CuDox) lysolipid-containing %L #BUIR B4 (LTSLs) 37 (4) o iX L& DPPC
JE Ji 44 & 1 : DSPE ~PEG2k :MPPC (86:4:10 EE/K Lt), DPPC & 1, 2
-Dipalmitoyl-sn—glycero—3-phosphocholine, DSPE-PEG2k & 1,2
distearoyl-sn—glycero—3-phosphoethanolamine-N-Methoxy
polyethyleneglycol-2000. MPPC /& 1
—palmitoyl-2-hydroxy—-sn—-glycero—3-phosphocholine. % TEA Z5Hg A4 (5 %
FEBRA (11) « = LEERZ (TEA) ) A\ non—encapsulated Hi s 23 B 1 H K 25 4E g i 4
7S ERBE I . MPPC—Copper 25 fig BRI K /M FE 13 B



Mean Diameter = 139.3nm Variance (P.L) = 0,049
Stnd. Dewviation =308 nm (22.1%) Chi Squared = 2 059
Norm. Sind. Dev. = 0.2217 Baseline Adj. = 0.000 %
(Coelff. of Var'n) Z-Avg. Diff. Coelf. = 3 34E-008 em2/s
REL NTENS-WT GALISSIAN DIS TRIBUTION
w  E S
® E -
o E -
© E i
» E :
[} = - A =
i 0 55 500 K
Dharm (rm))

Figure 13: MPPC-Copper TEA liposomes.
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Figure 14: Zeta potential results for NH2-Peg2K lipo-
somes
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