Table S1. Statistical significance between different treatment groups in Ca-Ski cells

NPs Conc. (pug/mL) 0.78 1.56 3.125 6.25 12.5 25 50 100
IMQ vs. CS-IMQ NPs ns B ns — — —— —— -
IMQ vs. IMQ NPs ns *kk ns *k Hkkok Hkkk *kkk *kkk
IMQ vs. CS-NPs ns ns Hekkk *xkx *xxx *kkk *kkk Hkkk
||\/|Q vs. NPs ns ns *kkk . . e *kkk *kkk
CS-IMQ NPs vs. IMQ NPs ns ns ns dedede HHAK *kkk *kkk Sekkk
CS_|MQ NPs vs. CS_N Ps ns *kk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk
CS-IMQ NPs vs. NPs ns *x Hkkk *kkk *kkk Kk *kkk Fkkk
IMQ NPs vs. CS-NPs * Kkkk *kkk Hkkk Hkkk Hkkk Kkkk *kkk
IMQ NPs vs. NPs * Rkkk *kkk Hkkok Hkkk Hkkk Rkkk *kkk
CS-NPs vs. NPs ns ns ns ns e * el bl

p-values of < 0.05 were considered statistically significance, where * p< 0.05, ** p< 0.005,

*** p <0.001, and **** p < 0.0001

Table S2. Statistical significance between different treatment groups in HelLa cells

NPs Conc. (ug/mL) 0.78 1.56 3.125 6.25 12.5 25 50 100
IMQ_vs. CS-IMQ NPs ns o ns ns b ns ns ns
IMQ vs. IMQ NPs ns Hekdkk *kkk Hkkk Hkkek Fekdkek Hekdkek Fkkk
IMQ vs. CS-NPs ns ok *kkk Hkkk Hkkk Hkkk Kkkk *kkk
|MQ VS. NPS ns *kk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk
CS_|MQ NPs vs. |MQ NPs ns *% *kkKk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk
CS_lMQ NPS VS. CS_N PS ns *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk
CS_lMQ NPS VS. NPS ns *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk kkkk *kkk *kkk
IMQ NPS VS. CS'NPS ns *kkKk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk
IMQ NPS VS. NPS ns *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk kkkk *kkk *kkk
CS-NPs vs. NPs ns ns ns ns ns ns ns ns

p-values of < 0.05 were considered statistically significance, where * p< 0.05, ** p< 0.005,

*#% 5 <0.001, and **** p < 0.0001




Table S3. Statistical significance between different treatment groups in C-33 A cells

NPs Conc. (ug/mL) 0.78 1.56 3.125 6.25 12.5 25 50 100
|MQ VS. CS_|MQ NPs ns ns ns *kkk *kkk *kkk ns *
|MQ VS. |MQ NPS ns * *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk
|MQ VS. CS_NPS ns ns *kkk *kkk *kkk kkkk *kkk *kkk
|MQ VS. NPS ns ns *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk
CS'IMQ NPS VS. IMQ NPS ns * *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk
CS-IMQ NPs vs. CS-NPs ns ns *kk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk
CS-IMQ NPs vs. NPs ns ns ek ok ook - — -
|MQ NPS VS. CS'NPS ns *k *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk
|MQ NPS VS. NPS ns *%k *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk
CS-NPs vs. NPs ns ns ns ns ns ns ns ns

p-values of < 0.05 were considered statistically significance, where * p< 0.05, ** p< 0.005,

*** p <0.001, and **** p < 0.0001

Table S4. Statistical significance between different treatment groups in VK/E6E7 cells

NPs Conc. (ug/mL) 0.78 156 | 3.125 | 6.25 12.5 25 50 100
IMQ vs. CS-IMQ NPs ns * ns ns * ** ns ns
IMQ VS. IMQ NPS ns ns *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk
|MQ VS. CS_NPS ns *kkKk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk
|MQ VS. NPS ns *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk
CS_|MQ NPs vs. |MQ NPs ns ns *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk
CS_lMQ NPS VS. CS_N PS ns *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk
CS_lMQ NPS VS. NPS ns *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk kkkk *kkk *kkk
IMQ NPS VS. CS'NPS ns *kkKk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk
IMQ NPS VS. NPS ns *kkk *kkk *kkk *kkk kkkk *kkk *kkk
CS-NPs vs. NPs ns ns ns ns il ** ns ns

p-values of < 0.05 were considered statistically significance, where * p< 0.05, ** p< 0.005,

*#% 5 <0.001, and **** p < 0.0001




