Supplementary Figures

Figure S1
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Figure S1. Densitometric analysis and subsequent statistical analysis for Fig 5B and Fig
6A.A.Densitometric analysis and subsequent statistical analysis for Fig. 5B. *P<0.05, as
compared with NPT1 and NPT2. B.Densitometric analysis and subsequent statistical analysis

for Fig. 6A. *P<0.05, as compared with Scr control in Penll or Penl2, respectively.



Figure S2
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Figure S2. Over-expression of CXCL5 mildly affected cell proliferation and clonogenesis in in
LM156 and 149RCa cells. A. Over-expression of CXCL5 in LM156 and 149RCa cells. B.
Over-expression of CXCL5 mildly affected cell growth of PC cell lines. The cell viability in
empty vector (EV) control was regards as 100%.C.Over-expression of CXCL5 mildly
affectedBrdU incorporation in PC cell lines. The BrdU incorporation in empty vector (EV)
control was regards as 100%.D. Over-expression of CXCL5 mildly affected colony formation

in LM156 and 149RCa cells. The colony formation in empty vector (EV) control was regards as
100%.
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Figure S3. Knockdown of CXCL5 or CXCR2 expression inhibited cell migration and
transwell invasion ofPenl1 cellsA. Knockdown of CXCL5 or CXCR2 expression inhibited cell
migration ofPenll cells. Bars: 100 pum.B.Knockdown of CXCL5 or CXCR2 expression

inhibitedtranswell invasion ofPenl1 cells. Bars: 50 pm.
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1.5
= p-STAT3/STAT3
= = p-AKT/AKT
(=]
g 1.0= - . p-ERK1/2/ERK1/2
S 1
x
@
Q
2 0.5m= *
® *
© *
& *
* % ﬁ
R 0 0. o O L
O L am S X L a0 O -l 62 & 0
7] »n (7} 7] (7] (7}
SR R2 RE ORR 2R %%
2 (&) 2 (8] g (&) g (&) g (&) L_:) (&)
® 5 » B o B » B 5 & G
Penl1 Penl2 Penl1 Penl2 Penl1 Penl2

Figure S4.Densitometric analysis and subsequent statistical analysis for Fig. 8A. *P<0.05, as

compared with Scr control in Penll or Penl2, respectively.



