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Figure S1: Phenotypic analysis of DCs (A) and M@s (B) differentiated in the
absence or presence of conditioned media from ALL cells. Histograms show the
expression of several surface molecules analysed by flow cytometry. The mean
fluorescence intensity (MFI) of the whole cell population is shown in the
histograms. The percentage of HLA-DRPg&" and CD163* DCs is also included in
the corresponding histograms.
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Figure S2: Allostimulatory capacity of DCs differentiated in the absence or
presence of conditioned media from ALL cells. Representative histograms
show the percentages of proliferating (CFSE-low) CD4* and CD8" T cells.
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Figure S3: Conditioned media from different ALL cell lines alter the
differentiation of DCs and M®@s. (A) Representative dot plots show CD14
versus CD1a expression in DCs, and the percentages of CD1la* CD14” and
CDla CD14* cell populations, delimited by red gates, are shown. (B)
Representative dot plots show CD14 versus CD163 expression in M@s, and
the percentages of CD14* CD163* cells, delimited by red gates, are shown.
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