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FIGURE 1

Efficacy and tolerability of liposomal formulated Compound A after 10 mg/kg QW

administration in female nude rats bearing MV4;11 AML xenografts
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*p <0.05, compared with vehicle group (one way ANOVA with post hoc Dunnett’s test).
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FIGURE 2

Efficacy and tolerability of liposomal formulated Compound A after 30 mg/kg QW

administration in female nude rats bearing MV4;11 AML xenografts
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*p <0.05, compared with vehicle group (one way ANOVA with post hoc Dunnett’s test).
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FIGURE 3
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FIGURE 4

Release profile of Compound A from SUV to 100 % ePC MLV at different SUV:MLV
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