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Additional experimental data
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Figure S1: Light microscope image of HMEC-1 treated with 100 uyg/mL CeO,

nanoparticles (sample #B, no fluorescence label) confirmes the peri-nuclear
localization.

S2



Q
—

1000 1~
900 -
800 A
700 A
600 -
500 A
400 A
300 A
200 A
100 A

Cytokine release compared
to untreated control [fg/cell]

o

OMCP-1 RIL-6 OIL-8

,_l_l

24h

72h

c

2000
1800
1600
1400
1200
1000

N
o
o

Cytokine release compared
o

to untreated control [fg/cell]

800 -
600 -
400 A

OMCP-1 RIL-6 OIL-8

f w

] [

24h 72h

Figure S2: Cytokine release of HMEC-1 (a) and HUVEC (b) after treatment with the
positive control IL-1B (c = 2000 pg/ml) at different incubation times (24 h; 72 h;n =3
independent experiments).
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Figure S3: Cytokine release of untreated HMEC-1 (a) and HUVEC (b) at different
incubation times (24 h; 72 h; n = 3 independent experiments).
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