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Supplementary figure S1: Amplification efficiency of Taqman primers. 
The efficiency of the primers was determined using the CT slope method with 6 concentrations of cDNA from 0.7 to 25 ng/uL (2x dilution factor). The efficiency of each primer is indicated on the graphs.







[image: ]


 
Supplementary figure S2: Effects of AEP and EEP solvent on DPSC viability. DPSCs were treated for 7 days with control media (Ctrl), dilutions of AEP solvent (A) or EEP solvent (B), and cell viability was evaluated using MTT assay. The dilutions of solvent correspond to the quantity of solvent in each dose of the respective propolis extracts (1/3 dilution, corresponds to the solvent dilution contained into the propolis extract solution at 33 mg/mL). Dash line indicates 30% decrease in cell viability, which represent the level of cytotoxicity. ** p<0.01, compared to control group, Dunnett’s test, 6 replicates from n=2 independent cell cultures. 
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