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Figure 1.
A. HspG41C Mean Diameter = 12.7 nm
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B. HspG41C-Dox Mean Diameter = 12.1 nm
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Figure A. Dynamic Light Scattering (DLS) Data (Brookhaven 90Plus) demonstrating that the
diameter of the HspG41C protein cage (A. HspG41C) does not change after linking doxorubicin
to its interior surface (B. HspG41C-MalDox); 12.7 nm and 12.1 nm diameter respectively.



