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SUPPORTING INFORMATION 

 

Copolymer characterization of HEI6 and HEI14 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure S1: 1H-NMR spectra of (A) HEI6 and (B) HEI14 
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Figure S2: (A) Comparison of particle size distributions (Dh, by intensity) of NP based on HEI6 and 

HEI14. (B) Titration curves of PVI and NPs from HEI-6 and HEI-14. 
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NPs characterization 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure S3. (A) Comparison of particle size distributions (Dh, by intensity) of NPs based on MVE-HEI6 

90:10 and 80:20. (B) Comparison of size distributions of NPs based on MVE-HEI6 and MVE-HEI14 

90:10. SEM micrographs of (C) unloaded and (D) Dx loaded NPs based on MVE-HEI14 (80:20). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

Figure S4: NPs mean diameter variation of MVE-HEI14-10Dx (A) and MTOS-HEI14-10Dx 

(B) with a temperature trend from 24 to 42ºC. 

 

Table S1: Experimental groups (IP; intraperitoneal administration). 
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NPs sample N 
Encapsulated Dx  

(% w/w) 

CDDP IP 

(10 mg/kg) 

MVE-HEI6-10Dx 2 10 - 

MTOS-HEI14-10Dx 2 10 - 

MVE-HEI6-10Dx 2 10 + 

MTOS-HEI14-10Dx 6 10 + 


