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Supplementary Figure 1. Akt, p-Akt, Bad, Bcl-xl, Cytochrome c, cleaved caspase-9 and cleaved

caspase-3 protein expression.

From left to right: Sham group, RM+BM group, RM+BM+MSCs group.

Akt

p-Akt

Bad

Bcl-xI




Cytochrome ¢

cleaved
caspase-9

cleaved
caspase-3

B-actin




Supplementary Figure 2. Effect of MSCs and LY294002 on the cell viability, cell injury, protein
expressions.

From left to right: Control group, Mb group, Mb+MSCs group, Mb+MSCs+LY 294002 group.
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Supplementary Figure 3. Effect of LY294002 on Akt phosphorylation and renal expression of
mitochondria apoptotic proteinsin the kidneys of glycerol-induced AKI with MSCs treatment.

From left to right: RM+BM+MSCs group, RM+BM+MSCs+LY 294002 group.
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Supplementary Figure 4. Additional figures of immunofluorescencestaining of E-cadherin. (a) Sham
group; (b) RM(rhabdomyolysis) group; (¢) RM+BM(biological membrane) group; (d) RM+BM+MSCs
(biological membrane-packed mesenchymal stem cells on the renal tissue) group; (e) Quantitative
analysis of staining intensity showed a higher expression of E-cadherin in RM+BM+MSCs group
compared with RM and RM+BM groups. Note:*p<0.05 versus the sham group, “p<0.05 versus the RM
group, n=6.
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