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Animals and other organisms
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Laboratory animals

Wild animals

Female Sprague Dawley rats (5 weeks old) were purchased from Charles River Laboratories (Chicago, IL). All the rats were prescreened for any
potential indigenous S. mutans biofilm with a Saliva Check Mutans Kit (GC America Inc, Alsip, IL). SalivaBio infant swab devices (Salimetrics,
LLC, Carlsbad, CA, US) were used for sample collection. The rats (n=3) were randomly placed into three treatment groups: 1) water, 2) CHX,
and 3) CHX PR4+ polymer NPs.

No data were excluded from the analyses.

All attempts for replication of the presented data in this manuscript were successful.

The allocation of groups were random.

The investigators were blinded during group allocation/ analyses.

ATCC

None of the cell lines used were authenticated.

The cell line used were not tested for mycoplasma contamination, but cultured with proper aesthetic condition with
necessary antimicrobial reagents.

The present study does not involve any cancer cell lines those are listed in the register of misidentified cell lines.

Female Sprague Dawley rats (5 weeks old) were purchased from Charles River Laboratories (Chicago, IL). All the rats were
prescreened for any potential indigenous S. mutans biofilm with a Saliva Check Mutans Kit (GC America Inc, Alsip, IL). SalivaBio infant
swab devices (Salimetrics, LLC, Carlsbad, CA, US) were used for sample collection.

The study did not involve wild animals.




