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Fig. S1. Absolute numbers of macrophages, eosinophils, and neutrophils

in each treatment group from which the percentage of each cell type was

derived shown in Fig. 1. ***p<0.001, ****p<0.0001 compared to vehicle treatment;
##p<0.01, #H####p<0.0001 when compared to MWCNT treatment;

&p<0.05, &&p<0.01, &&&&p<0.0001 when compared to HDM treatment;
AMp<0.01, MAMp<0.0001 when compared to co-exposure treatment;

ap<0.05, 8ap<0.01, 83a3ap<0.0001 when comparing sexes as determined by

two-way ANOVA with Tukey’s post hoc analysis.
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Fig. S2. Original western blot images used in Fig. 4.
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Fig. S3. Dynamic light scattering (DLS) results showing the hydrodynamic
diameter and polydispersity index (PDI) of pristine MWCNTs and MWCNTs

with HDM allergencorona (HDM-MWCNT). ns = not significant.
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Fig. S4. Absolute numbers of macrophages, eosinophils, and neutrophils

in each treatment group from which the percentage of each cell type was derived
shown in Fig. 7. *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ****p<0.0001 compared to vehicle treatment;
#p<0.05, ##H#H#p<0.0001 when compared to MWCNT treatment; **p<0.001 when
compared to co-exposure treatment; @8p<0.05, 3@p<0.01, 8333p<0.0001 when

comparing sexes as determined by two-way ANOVA with Tukey’s post hoc analysis.
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Fig. S5. Original western blot images used in Fig. 9.
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