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Figure S2. Efficacy of nitroxoline in combination with miltefosine and pentamidine isethionate for
inhibition of B. mandrillaris. (A and B) Heat maps show mean treatment effect (percent inhibition of B.
mandrillaris population viability relative to untreated control) across dose matrices for nitroxoline in
combination with miltefosine (A) and pentamidine isethionate (B). The viability of B. mandrillaris
trophozoite populations was measured following 72 hours of drug treatment in three independent
replicates. (C and D) Heat maps of excess effect over highest single agent (EOHSA) showing the
additional effect of dose combinations beyond the effect of the most active single agent in the
combination (EOHSA = E_ - E_,,) across dose matrices for nitroxoline in combination with
miltefosine (C) and pentamidine isethionate (D). For both drug pairs, mild antagonism (negative
values colored in red) is observed for a small number of combinations, whereas most combinations
produce a modest additive effect (positive values colored in blue). No strong antagonism or synergy
is observed between nitroxoline and miltefosine or pentamidine isethionate.



