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Figure S5. Effect of MEK/HDAC and EGFR/HDAC inhibition on body weight. Relative mouse
weight change compared from commencement of treatment in (A) Apc/®/"°%;Cdx-CrefR™? mice
treated with vehicle control (n=5), trametinib (n=4), panobinostat (n=5) and combination
(n=8) treated mice and (B) BALB/c nude mice harbouring LIM1215 xenografts and treated
with vehicle control (n=5), cetuximab (n=6), panobinostat (n=5) or the combination (n=6).

Error bars represent mean = SEM.



