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In this article, The following changes have been made in the Figure section.

Following publication of this article, we identified inadvertent image duplications in Figure 3 and
Figure 5e. Upon re-examination of our original image database, we confirmed that the duplications
resulted from unintentional errors during the final figure assembly process.

During preparation of the final manuscript, multiple sets of histological and microscopy images were
compiled from several subfolders into a single working folder. This consolidation step inadvertently
led to the reuse of certain micrographs in different treatment panels. After a complete review of all

original raw data, we have verified and corrected the affected figures as follows:



Correction 1 - Figure 3 (Histological analysis of Spleen)
The image representing for Spleen (C) was inadvertently reused for Spleen (F-1) and Spleen (F-
10) was reused for (F-25). The corrected figure now contains the proper histological panels

derived directly from the verified original micrographs of the corresponding treatment groups.




Correction 2 - Figure 5e (AO/EtBr live—dead cell fluorescence assay)

The micrograph for the F-1 treatment group was inadvertently reused for F-10 during final layout
compilation. This duplication occurred because multiple processed images were temporarily stored
in a single folder for comparative selection, and the same file was used twice in error. The corrected
version of Figure 5e now presents the verified image corresponding to the F-10 group obtained
from the original dataset.
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These issues arose solely from figure-placement and labeling errors during assembly and do not
affect any data, analyses, or conclusions presented in the article. These corrections were
made exclusively to ensure accurate figure representation. No experimental results, statistical
analyses, or study conclusions have been altered. The corrected versions of Figure 3 and Figure
5 are provided here for reference.

Data Availability Statement
The original image datasets and unprocessed microscopy files supporting these corrections are
available from the corresponding author upon reasonable request.
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