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* Post polarization, M¢s were treated with equivalent amounts
of formalin-fixed (FF), electroporated (EP), or FF EP modified
human A549 NSCLC exosomal nanocarriers for 24 hours.
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A novel implication to the findings presented herein is that
processes used to convert exosomes into nanocarriers could
Impart unforeseen functional properties to the nanocarriers.
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