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: Fine particle dose

: Fine particle fraction

: Fourier Transform Infrared Spectroscopy
: Hoechst 33342 dye

: Hydroxyethylcellulose

: High-Resolution Transmission Electron Microscope
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XRD

: Hydrogenated Soyphosphatidylcholine
: Intravenous
: Half maximal inhibitory concentration (IC50)
: Inhalation

: Mononuclear phagocytic system

: Nanocrystals

: Non-small cell lung cancer

: Phosphate Buffer Saline

: Propidium iodide

: Polydispersity index

: Paclitaxel

: Reticuloendothelial system

: Respirable fraction

: Reactive Oxygen Species

: Scanning electron microscope
: Simulated lung fluid

: Soluplus

: Scanning probe microscope

: Solid-state NMR

: Tyrosine kinase inhibitors

: Tocopherol polyethylene glycol succinate
: United States of Pharmacopeia

: X-ray photoelectron spectroscopy

: Powder X-ray diffraction

: (3-(4, 5-dimethylthiazolyl-2)-2, 5-diphenyltetrazolium bromide)
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