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Figure S1 - Representative curves of the antiradical activity of AE-S (A), HE-S (B), EE-S (C), AE-T (D),
and HE-T (E) obtained from Salvia officinalis leaves against DPPH*. AE: aqueous extracts; HE:
hydroethanolic extracts; EE: ethanolic extracts; S: soxhlet extraction; T: traditional extraction.
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Figure S2 — Representative curves of the antiradical activity of AE-S (A), HE-S (B), EE-S (C), AE-T (D),
and HE-T (E) obtained from Salvia officinalis leaves against ABTS**. AE: aqueous extracts; HE:
hydroethanolic extracts; EE: ethanolic extracts; S: soxhlet extraction; T: traditional extraction.
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Figure S3 — Representative curves of antioxidant activity of AE-S (A), HE-S (B), EE-S (C), AE-T (D),
and HE-T (E) obtained from Salvia officinalis leaves against ROO*. AE: aqueous extracts; HE:
hydroethanolic extracts; EE: ethanolic extracts; S: soxhlet extraction; T: traditional extraction.
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Figure S4 — Antioxidant activity of AE-S, HE-S, EE-S (A), AE-T and HE-T (B) obtained from Salvia
officinalis leaves against NO*. AE: aqueous extracts; HE: hydroethanolic extracts; EE: ethanolic
extracts; S: soxhlet extraction; T: traditional extraction.
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Figure S5 — Antioxidant activity of AE-S, HE-S, EE-S (A), AE-T and HE-T (B) obtained from Salvia
officinalis leaves against O2*. AE: aqueous extracts; HE: hydroethanolic extracts; EE: ethanolic extracts;
S: soxhlet extraction; T: traditional extraction.
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Figure S6 — Reducing power of AE-S, HE-S, EE-S (A), AE-T and HE-T (B) obtained from Salvia
officinalis leaves. AE: aqueous extracts; HE: hydroethanolic extracts; EE: ethanolic extracts; S: soxhlet
extraction; T: traditional extraction.
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Figure S7 - HR-SEM micrographs of fibroblasts incubated only with medium (negative control) for
24,48 and 72 h of culture.
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Figure S8 - HR-SEM micrographs of fibroblasts incubated in the presence of Salvia officinalis aqueous
extracts obtained from soxhlet extraction (AE-S) at different concentrations and culture time. AE:
aqueous extracts; S: soxhlet extraction.
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Figure S9 - HR-SEM micrographs of fibroblasts incubated in the presence of Salvia officinalis
hydroethanolic extracts obtained from soxhlet extraction (HE-S) at different concentrations and
culture time. HE: hydroethanolic extracts; S: soxhlet extraction.
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Figure S10 - HR-SEM micrographs of fibroblasts incubated in the presence of Salvia officinalis

ethanolic extracts obtained from soxhlet extraction (EE-S) at different concentrations and culture time.

EE: ethanolic extracts; S: soxhlet extraction.
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Figure S11 - HR-SEM micrographs of fibroblasts incubated in the presence of Salvia officinalis aqueous
extracts obtained from traditional extraction (AE-T) at different concentrations and culture time. AE:

a 250 pg/mL 48h

aqueous extracts; T: traditional extraction.
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Figure S12 - HR-SEM micrographs of fibroblasts incubated in the presence of Salvia officinalis
hydroethanolic extracts obtained from traditional extraction (HE-T) at different concentrations and
culture time. HE: hydroethanolic extracts; T: traditional extraction.
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Figure S13 — Optical microphages of non-stimulated macrophages (negative control), LPS-stimulated
macrophages (positive control) and LPS-stimulated macrophages cultured in the presence of
clinically used anti-inflammatory drugs (dexamethasone, diclofenac, salicylic acid and celecoxib, 10
uM) after 24 h of culture at 37 °C.
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Figure S14 - Optical microphages of non-stimulated macrophages cultured in the presence of AE-S,

HE-S, and EE-S obtained from Salvia officinalis leaves at different concentrations and culture time. AE:
aqueous extracts; HE: hydroethanolic extracts; EE: ethanolic extracts; S: soxhlet extraction.
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Figure S15 - Optical microphages of non-stimulated macrophages cultured in the presence of AE-T
and HE-T obtained from Salvia officinalis leaves at different concentrations and culture time. AE:
aqueous extracts; HE: hydroethanolic extracts; T: traditional extraction.
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Figure S161 — Optical microphages of LPS-stimulated macrophages cultured in the presence of AE-S,
HE-S, and EE-S obtained from Salvia officinalis leaves at different concentrations and culture time. AE:
aqueous extracts; HE: hydroethanolic extracts; EE: ethanolic extracts; S: soxhlet extraction.
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Figure S172 — Optical microphages of non-stimulated macrophages cultured in the presence of AE-T
and HE-T obtained from Salvia officinalis leaves at different concentrations and culture time. AE:
aqueous extracts; HE: hydroethanolic extracts; T: traditional extraction.



