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Supplementary Figure 1: Gating strategy for BAL flow cytometry analysis. BAL cells were
washed and stained for a range of cell surface molecules. Cells were acquired using a BD
LSRFortessa flow cytometer and analysed using FlowJo v10 software. The following gating
strategy was used: (a) Debris was excluded using an FSC-A vs SSC-A gate. (b) Single cells were
selected using an FSC-A vs FSC-H gate. (c) Live cells were selected using Zombie NIR viability

dye staining.
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Supplementary Figure 2: Gating strategy using Fluorescence Minus One (FMO) controls. Cells
were stained and acquired as shown in Supplementary Fig. 1. Gating was applied to approximate the
proportion of cells which were single positive, double positive, and double negative for each
combination of markers. Upper gate boundaries were set using the FMO controls. (a) ADGRE1 vs

CD206 gating, (b) CD1b vs CD40 gating, (c) CD86 vs CD80 gating.



