Figure S1. Anti-proliferative effect of UA or DOX on colorectal cancer cell lines HCT116 and HT29. Cells were treated with
DMSO, UA or DOX for 48 h and cell viability was assessed using MTT assay. 'P<0.05 and ““P<0.001 vs. CONT. CONT, control;
DMSO, dimethyl sulfoxide; UA, ursolic acid; DOX, doxorubicin.
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Figure S2. Representative flow cytometry plots for the groups quantified in Fig. 1C and Fig. 3A. CONT, control; UA, ursolic acid;
DOX, doxorubicin.
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