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Figure S1. Optical micrographs of HDFs cells exposed to different concentrations of cacao-AuNPs and 

the untreated controls. Panel I, panel II and panel III denote the Au concentrations of 125, 250 and 500 

µg/ml. (A) and (B) represent 50% confluent cells exposed to S1, S2 and S3 for 24 h and 72 h respectively. 

80% confluent HDFs incubated with AuNPs for 24 h (C) and 72 h (D).  

 



Table S1. DF (The degrees of freedom) and P (probability) values obtained from cell viability assay. 

Treatments and exposure time DF value P value Adjusted P value 
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125 µg/ml 

of Au 

C vs S1 
9 (Treatment 

between columns) 

<0.001 0.0003 

C vs S2 ns 0.1589 

C vs S3 <0.0001 <0.0001 

250 µg/ml 

of Au 

C vs S1 
9 (Treatment 

between columns) 

ns 0.4513 

C vs S2 ns 0.0734 

C vs S3 <0.0001 <0.0001 

500 µg/ml 

of Au 

C vs S1 
9 (Treatment 

between columns) 

ns 0.2300 

C vs S2 <0.001 0.0001 

C vs S3 <0.0001 <0.0001 
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125 µg/ml 

of Au 

C vs S1 
9 (Treatment 

between columns) 

ns 0.6048 

C vs S2 ns 0.9968 

C vs S3 ns 0.9996 

250 µg/ml 

of Au 

C vs S1 
9 (Treatment 

between columns) 

ns 0.9996 

C vs S2 ns 0.9999 

C vs S3 <0.01 0.0039 

500 µg/ml 

of Au 

C vs S1 
9 (Treatment 

between columns) 

ns 0.9997 

C vs S2 ns 0.9996 

C vs S3 <0.01 0.0024 
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125 µg/ml 

of Au 

C vs S1 
9 (Treatment 

between columns) 

ns 0.9735 

C vs S2 <0.0001 <0.0001 

C vs S3 <0.0001 <0.0001 

250 µg/ml 

of Au 

C vs S1 
9 (Treatment 

between columns) 

ns 0.9994 

C vs S2 <0.05 <0.0280 

C vs S3 <0.0001 <0.0001 

500 µg/ml 

of Au 

C vs S1 
9 (Treatment 

between columns) 

ns >0.9999 

C vs S2 <0.0001 <0.0001 

C vs S3 <0.0001 <0.0001 
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125 µg/ml 

of Au 

C vs S1 
9 (Treatment 

between columns) 

ns 0.9759 

C vs S2 ns 0.9996 

C vs S3 ns 0.2457 

250 µg/ml 

of Au 

C vs S1 
9 (Treatment 

between columns) 

ns 0.9348 

C vs S2 ns 0.2850 

C vs S3 ns 0.2110 

500 µg/ml 

of Au 

C vs S1 
9 (Treatment 

between columns) 

ns 0.8420 

C vs S2 ns 0.9994 

C vs S3 ns 0.6855 

 


