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INVENTORY OF SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION

Contains supplementary Table S1 and uncut Figures-

e Table S1 (related to Figure 8): Linear regression model of tumor weight
e Uncut Figures (related to Figure 4)



Table 1. Linear regression model of tumor weight after four weeks of treatment in mice
treated with ERKi NPs, free GEM, ERKi+GEM, or saline injections (control group).

Experimental Coefficient 95% CI P<value
Condition (grams)?
ERKi alone® -0.50 (-2.37,1.37) 0.58
GEM alone® -1.20 (-3.07,0.67) 0.19
ERKi+GEM! -2.56 (-4.43,-0.69) 0.01

CI: Confidence interval.

iMeasures the difference between average tumor weight under the corresponding
experimental condition and tumor weight on saline injections.

"The dichotomous variable was defined as 1 if the mouse received only ERKi, or 0
otherwise.

“The dichotomous variable was defined as 1 if the mouse received only GEM or 0
otherwise.

9The dichotomous variable was defined as 1 if the mouse received both ERKi and GEM,
or 0 otherwise.
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