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Figure S3. Analysis of cytotoxicity induced by doxorubicin, etoposide, cisplatin, melphalan, 9-cisRA and
atRA in neuroblastoma cell lines SK-N-FI and SK-N-Be(2). The figure shows the dose-response curves
obtained after 72 h of treatment. Data are presented as the mean + SEM of at least 3 independent

experiments.



