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Figure 1

DNA damage lesions
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Figure 2

Method Workflow

| UV Damage Assay | Oxidative Damage Assay
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Figure 3

Size assessment of human geénomic DNA using three different DNA purification misthods
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Figure 4
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Figure 5

Size aszessment of UVC Damage assessmeant via UVDE
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Figure 6
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Figure 7

Alternative Cell-based DNA Damage Assay
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Figure 8
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Figure 9

LY Damage on Human Genomic DNA
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Figure 10

Oxidative Damage Chemistry
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Figure 11
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Figure 12
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Figure 13
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Figure 14
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Figure 1 5
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Figure 16
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Figure 17
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