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context of infection. Secondary, THC and CBD temporal and tissue- Concentration (ug/mL) Figure 4: Cytokine analysis. Macrophage cells were treated with
specific cytotoxic effects were evaluated. Figure 1: Cytotoxicity. Epithelial cells were treated CBD (left) CBD or THC for 6-hours: cells infected (MOI 1:1) for 2 hours.
or THC (right) for 6-hours. Supernatant was collected and LDH Supernatant collected and analyzed by ELISA. P = < 0.05.
H h _ quantified. P = £ 0.05; ** (= 0.01).
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activities of macrophages, specifically phagocytosis, in an agonist or manner
antagonist manner. Additionally, the effects of CBD and THC on g
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Figure 2: Cytotoxicity. Macrophage cells were treated with CBD INF-y secretion is decreased in a dose dependent manner when cells
(left) or THC (right) for 6-hours. Supernatant was collected and are incubated with THC
CBD (0, 2, 5, 10, 15, 25 pg/mL) THC (0, 2,5, 10, 15, 25 pug/mL) LDH quantified. P = < 0.05; ** (< 0.01).
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Extracellular bacteria Extracellular bacteria - The o treatment was removed, and FUtu re DI reCtI ons
eliminated, and cells removed, and cells =3 CBD ! * cells infected (MOI 1:1) for 2
NESs NeSs 107 hours. Extracellular bacteria Testing different CBD and THC ratios in the context of infection.
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