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We conclude that MucilAir human 3D airway
Differences between MucilAir and the cell lines model is more resistant to air stream and
Figure 1 shows the experimental set-up. are confirmed by the gene expression analyses nano-CeO, compared to the cell lines, most
(PCA analyses, Figure 4). For Beas-2B a higher likely due to its in vivo relevant and protective
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Figure 1: Experimental set-up
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Figure 2: HO-1 response, upper panel =
nano-CeO0,; lower panel = micro-CeO,






