Comparative analysis of the CytoFLEX nano Flow Cytometer and the CytoFLEX LX Flow Cytometer
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affected depending on the instrument and specific channel.
This work aims to demonstrate the performance of the CytoFLEX nano Flow
Cytometer and provide a comparative analysis with the conventional CytoFLEX - PE -
Flow Cytometer. A side-by-side comparison of scatter and fluorescence Step 2. Isolation of EVs in PPP Rt W] | WG TN [ W S
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