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Supplementary figure 2. Neutrophil mediated protection during ocular HSV-1 infection.

(A-F) Percent abundance of marker immune cell population is presented for the lymph node
tissue. For spleen tissue (G-L) a similar set of marker cell populations was determined by flow
cytometry. One-way ordinary ANOVA or Student’s t-test was performed for statistical analysis
(a=0.05). *p <0.05; **p <0.01; ***p < 0.001, ****p < 0.0001, ns, not significant.





