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Figure S1 Cytotoxicity of Vero cells treated with different concentration of IVM at the appointed

time via CCK-8 assay. Error bars represent the standard deviation from three repeated experiments.
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Figure S2 Antiviral activity of IVM-NLCs was measured by CCK-8 assay. Error bars represent the
standard deviation from three repeated experiments. The mean value was calculated by the one-way
analysis of variance (ANOVA) (mean + SD, n = 3). *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01 , ns, non-significant
difference, compared with the PEDV group.



Table S1 Characterization of as-prepared [IVM-NLCs

Indicators HD (nm) PDI ZP (mV) EE (%) DL (%)

IVM-NLCs 153.5+0.80 0.153+£0.007 -31.5+0.569 95.72+0.30% 11.17 £0.75%




