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Fig. 1. Schematic representation of expected biodistri-
bution of mPEG/bFGFp-liposome targeted to
the tumor cells.
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Fig. 2. Effect of bFGF pretreatment on the cellular association of mPEG/bFGFp-liposomes by different cells.
(A) [3H] mPEG/bFGFp-liposomes containing 10%, 5% mPEGsq0-DSPE, and 10% mPEGsq0-DSPE
without or with bFGF were used for the uptake study. Each result represents the mean = S.D. of
three experiments. (**, p<0.01; *** p<0.001; N.S., not significant). (B) FITC-labeled mPEG/bFGFp-
liposomes without or with bFGF were used for the confocal microscopic study.
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Fig. 3. MMP-2 cleavable PEGylated liposome as tu-
mor targeting carrier.
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Fig. 4. Effect of MMP-2 pretreatment on the uptake
of PEG-PD/Gal-liposomes by HepG2 cells. (A),
[3H] PEG-PD/Gal-liposomes pre-incubated
without or with 1, 5, and 10 pg/ml MMP-2
were used for the uptake study.
Each result represents the mean =S.D. of
three experiments (**, p<0.01; N.S., not
significant). (B), FITC-labeled PEG-PD/Gal-
liposomes without or with MMP-2 were used
for the confocal microscopic study.
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