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Figure 1: Effect of Example 30 in the attachment of CXCR4-tropic HIV-1 assay.
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Figure 2: Effect of Example 30 in the HIV-1 antiviral assay
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* p < 0.05 vs vehicle control (One way Anova with Dunnett's post test)
# p < 0.05 vs GCSF (Cne way Anova with Dunnett's post test). Data are meants.e.m, n=5
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*p < 0.05 vs vehicle control (One way Anova with Dunnett's post test)
#p < 0.05 vs GCSF (One way Anova with Dunnett's post test). Data are mean + s.e.m, n=5



