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Figure S1. Ag2S-NP A) product size as evaluated by TEM and B) concentration as evaluated by ICP measured over time during synthesis by a 1X SSMS chip. 
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Figure S2. UV-visible absorption spectra of Ag2S-NP immediately after synthesis (pre-concentration) and after concentration and washing using molecular weight cut off tubes (post-concentration).
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Figure S3. Table of zeta potential values for each Ag2S-NP synthetic condition.
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Figure S4. X-ray diffraction patterns of Ag2S-NP from each synthesis method.
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Figure S5. Survey XPS spectra of each type of Ag2S-NP.
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Description automatically generated]Figure S6. FT-IR spectra of each synthesis method of Ag2S-NP.

Figure S7. HR-TEM micrograph of representative CS-Ag2S-NP, showing 0.3 nm lattice fringe distance.


Figure S8. Representative µCT images showing Ag2S-NP being renally cleared through A) the kidneys (yellow circle) and B) the bladder (green circle). 
 [image: ]
Figure S9. Quantification of CT attenuation in the A) heart and B) liver at each time point. n=5 per group. Data is presented as mean ± SEM.
[image: A table with numbers and percentages

Description automatically generated]
Figure S10. Silver content retained by the carcass and the tail of mice injected with Ag2SNP. 
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