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Figure S1. The effect of BBR on the viability of both MDA-MB-436 and MDA-MB-468 cells. The cells

were treated with 0.1% DMSO as a vehicle control. The data are presented as mean + SEM; n = 5.

p <0.05 (*), p<0.01 (**), p<0.001 (***).
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Figure S2. Ultraviolet absorption of BBR.
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Figure S3. The effect of BBR on the viability of both MDA-MB-436 and MDA-MB-468 cells with the

changes of estrogen levels.
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