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Fig. S2. Proportion of live cells compared to inhibition of population expansion. The
proportion of live cells following 24 hour drug treatment was determined by forward/side scatter or
calcein/ethidium live/dead assay by flow cytometry (Y-axis). The number of live cells was
determined by multiplying the total cell count (obtained by Coulter counting) by the fraction that is
alive. This number was expressed as a percentage decrease in the total number of live cells as
compared to the untreated sample (X-axis). Drug concentrations (in uM, except pentamidine in nM)
of selected points are indicated. The data were accumulated from analyses conducted over many
experiments, with each point representing the mean of triplicates in a specific day.



