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Supplementary Figure S1. Effect of 5-CQA on BV2 cells treated with LPS. Each value represents the mean
+ SEM (n =3-5, %, p < 0.05, Fisher’s least significant difference test).
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Supplementary Figure S2. Effect of 5-CQA on REST and CREB expression in BV2 cells. Each value
represents the mean + SEM (n = 3-5, ¥, p <0.05, Fisher’s least significant difference test).

TGFB-1 . IL-4
2 r l*—\ ,—\*
— .
R S—
| 0?2 —
2 P | o
! ' }
3 s
= <1
z z
£ S
0 0
0 20 100 200 0 20 100 200
5-CQA (M) 5-CQA (M)
OIL-4()  mIL-4(+ OIL-4(-)  mIL-4(+)

Supplementary Figure S3. Effect of 5-CQA on BV2 cells treated with IL4. Each value represents the mean +
SEM (n =3-5, *, p <0.05, Fisher’s least significant difference test).



