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Table S1. Evolution of biochemical parameters and reference range for swine in our institution. Data presented as mean+standard deviation. Intragroup and Intergroup comparisons at
each timepoint are denoted by a or b p <0.05 and * or ** p < 0.05, respectively. Bilirubin: In CON significant differences between baseline and 24h post-treatment timepoints, as well as
pre-and 24h post-treatment timepoints were observed. No significant differences between groups were detected. Values remained within the reference values for swine in all groups.
Creatinine: No significant differences were seen either within groups over time or between groups at the different timepoints in this parameter. Values remained within the reference
values for swine in all groups. Glucose: No significant differences were seen either within groups over time or between groups at the different timepoints in this parameter. Values
remained within the reference values for swine in all groups. GOT: In CON significant differences between baseline and pre-treatment timepoints as well as between pre and 24h post
treatment timepoints were observed. In CDCs significant differences between baseline and 24h post-treatment timepoints as well as between pre-and 24h post-treatment timepoints. In
APA-CDCs significant differences between baseline and pre-treatment as well as baseline and 24h post-treatment were detected. No significant differences between groups were seen.
GOT levels were increased over the upper range reference level at 24h post-treatment timepoint in all groups. GPT: In the three groups significant differences between groups were
found between baseline and pre-treatment timepoints as well as between baseline and 24h post-treatment. No differences between groups were seen. GPT levels were increased over
the upper range reference level at pre-treatment and 24h post-treatment timepoints in all groups. Proteins: In CON and CDCs significant differences between baseline and
pre-treatment timepoints, as well as between pre and 24h post treatment timepoints were observed. Significant differences between CON and APA-CDCs and CDCs and APA-CDCs
were observed in this parameter at pre-treatment timepoint. Values remained within the reference values for swine in all groups. Urea: In APA-CDCs significant differences between
groups were found between pre and 24h post-treatment. Significant differences were observed between CON and APA-CDCs at baseline timepoint. Values remained within the ref-
erence values for swine in CON and CDCs and increased slightly over the upper range reference level at 24h post-treatment timepoint in APA-CDCs.
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Groups Reference Range CON CDCs APA-CDCs
Baseline Before 24h after Baseline Before 24h after Baseline Before 24h after
Treatment Treatment Treatment Treatment Treatment Treatment

Bilirubin (mg/dL) 0-0.5 0.5+0.4a 0.2+0.1b 0.1+0.1a,b 0.3+0.2 0.2+0.1 0.2+0.1 0.2+0.1 0.2+0.1 0.2+0.1

Creatinine (mg/dL) 0.8-2.3 1.6+£0.3 1.5+0.3 1.5+0.3 1.6+0.3 1.5+0.3 1.5+0.2 1.7+0.6 1.8+08 22+17
Glucose (mg/dL) 60-150 110.2 +43.9 88.8 +21.3 92.3 +£20.0 90.0 +28.7 77.1+16.0 86.6 +19.0 905+ 12.7 116.8+95.6 1189 +70.3
GOT (U/L) 15-80 343+9.2a 57.0+22.1ab 923+13.5ab 33.9+£6.9a 63.8+40.3b 105.8+46.4ab 32.3+7.2ab 82.1+504a 123.0+30.4b
GPT (U/L) 22-60 32.7+£9.8a,b 75.0+23.1a 82.7 +£18.8b 36.2£13.7a,b 76.3+21.1a 86.0£21.5b  323+32ab 78.0+35.7a 84.9+29.7b
Proteins (g/dL) 5.8-8.3 6.3+0.5a 53+0.4%ab 6.3 £0.5b 6.2 £0.5a 51+0.9%,ab 59+1.2b 6.3+0.6 72+38% 83+44
Urea (mg/L) 10-30 274 +5.1% 223+54 27.9+3.9 27.1+13.9 229+64 25.1+6.6 19.4 + 3.5 224+56a  32.5+18.6a
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Figure S1. Treatment Effect of MRI derived cardiac function parameters: LVEF, EDVi, ESVi and IS.
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