Additional file 1: Table S1
Extended statistical information for Figures 1 - 6 and Figures S1 - 9
	Figures
	n
	Normality
	Equality of Variances
	Analysis methods
	Statistics
	P Value
	Post hoc multiple comparisons test

	Figure 1B
	n = 8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-way ANOVA with Sidak's post hoc comparison
	F(3,56) = 16.31
	< 0.001
	1d: P < 0.001 
3d: P < 0.001 
5d: P < 0.001 

	Figure 1C
	n = 8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-way ANOVA with Sidak's post hoc comparison
	F(3,56) = 10.02
	< 0.001
	1d: P < 0.001 
3d: P < 0.001 
5d: P < 0.001 

	Figure 1E
	n = 8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 0.4172
	0.6829
	/

	Figure 1F
	n = 8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 4.079
	0.0011
	/

	Figure 1G
	n = 8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 3.559
	0.0031
	/

	Figure 1I
	n = 8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 2.176
	0.0472
	/

	Figure 1J
	Sal, n = 8; 
CFA, n = 7
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 3.398
	0.0048
	/

	Figure 1K left
	n = 16
	/
	/
	Simple linear regression
	r2 = 0.5364
	0.0013
	/

	Figure 1K right
	n = 16
	
	
	Simple linear regression
	r2 = 0.4657
	0.0036
	/

	Figure 1L left
	n = 16
	/
	/
	Simple linear regression
	r2 = 0.2160
	0.0697
	/

	Figure 1L right
	n = 15
	/
	/
	Simple linear regression
	r2 = 0.3588
	0.0183
	/

	Figure 1N
	n = 6/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 2.541
	0.0293
	/

	Figure 1P
	n = 8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 5.422
	< 0.001
	/

	Figure 1R
	n = 8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 1.392
	0.1858
	/

	Figure 1S
	n = 8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 4.802
	< 0.001
	/

	Figure 1T
	n = 8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 3.715
	0.0023
	/

	Figure 1V
	n = 8/group
	Yes
	No
	Two-tailed unpaired t test with Welch's correction
	t = 2.957, df = 9.475
	0.0152
	/

	Figure 1W
	n = 8/group
	Yes
	No
	Two-tailed unpaired t test with Welch's correction
	t = 2.358, df = 8.284
	0.0450
	/

	Figure 2C
	n = 4/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t =8.660
	0.0001
	/

	Figure 2E
	Saline, n = 8; 
CNO, n = 10
	Yes
	No
	Two-tailed unpaired t test with Welch's correction
	t = 4.247, df = 7.212
	0.0036
	/

	Figure 2G
	Saline, n = 8; 
CNO, n = 10
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 0.00608
	0.9481
	/

	Figure 2H
	Saline, n = 8; 
CNO, n = 10
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t =0.3.140
	0.0063
	/

	Figure 2I
	Saline, n = 8; 
CNO, n = 10
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 3.558
	0.0026
	/

	Figure 2K
	Saline, n = 8; 
CNO, n = 10
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 2.811
	0.0126
	/

	Figure 2L
	Saline, n = 8; 
CNO, n = 10
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 2.382
	0.0300
	/

	Figure 2N
	Sal, n = 8
Sal+Gi: n = 8
CFA, n = 9
CFA+ Gi, n = 9
	Yes
	Yes
	One-way ANOVA with Bonferroni’s post hoc multiple comparisons test
	F = 11.99
	< 0.0001
	Sal vs. Sal+Gi: P = 0.5080
Sal vs. CFA: P < 0.0001 
CFA vs. CFA+Gi: P = 0.0039

	Figure 2P
	Sal, n = 8
Sal+Gi: n = 8
CFA, n = 9
CFA+ Gi, n = 9
	Yes
	Yes
	One-way ANOVA with Bonferroni’s post hoc multiple comparisons test
	F = 1.514
	0.2309
	Sal vs. Sal+Gi: P = 0.4092
Sal vs. CFA: P = 0.5196
CFA vs. CFA+Gi: P >0.9999

	Figure 2Q
	Sal, n = 8
Sal+Gi: n = 8
CFA, n = 9
CFA+ Gi, n = 9
	Yes
	Yes
	One-way ANOVA with Bonferroni’s post hoc multiple comparisons test
	F = 6.645
	0.0014
	Sal vs. Sal+Gi: P > 0.9999
Sal vs. CFA: P = 0.0058
CFA vs. CFA+Gi: P = 0.0120

	Figure 2R
	Sal, n = 8
Sal+Gi: n = 8
CFA, n = 9
CFA+ Gi, n = 9
	Yes
	Yes
	One-way ANOVA with Bonferroni’s post hoc multiple comparisons test
	F = 11.16
	< 0.0001
	Sal vs. Sal+Gi: P > 0.9999 
Sal vs. CFA: P = 0.0014
CFA vs. CFA+Gi: P = 0.0041

	Figure 2T
	Sal, n = 8
Sal+Gi: n = 8
CFA, n = 9
CFA+ Gi, n = 9
	Yes
	Yes
	One-way ANOVA with Bonferroni’s post hoc multiple comparisons test
	F = 5.378
	0.0044
	Sal vs. Sal+Gi: P > 0.9999 
Sal vs. CFA: P = 0.0370
CFA vs. CFA+Gi: P = 0.0186

	Figure 2U
	Sal, n = 8
Sal+Gi: n = 8
CFA, n = 9
CFA+ Gi, n = 9
	Yes
	Yes
	One-way ANOVA with Bonferroni’s post hoc multiple comparisons test
	F = 4.990
	0.0063
	Sal vs. Sal+Gi: P > 0.9999 
Sal vs. CFA: P = 0.0214
CFA vs. CFA+Gi: P = 0.0207

	Figure 3A
	n = 4/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 2.725
	0.0344
	/

	Figure 3E
	n = 10/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 6.257
	< 0.0001
	/

	Figure 3G
	Control, n = 8; MK212, n = 7
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 0.8227
	0.4225
	/

	Figure 3H
	n = 10/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 2.634
	0.0168
	/

	Figure 3I
	n = 10/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 2.632
	0.0169
	/

	Figure 3K
	n = 10/group
	Yes
	No
	Two-tailed unpaired t test with Welch's correction
	t = 3.006, df = 10.28
	0.0128
	/

	Figure 3L
	n = 10/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 3.654
	0.0018
	/

	Figure 3O
	n = 4/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 3.767
	0.0093
	/

	Figure 3P
	EGFP, n = 9;
5HT2C-OE, n = 8
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 7.173
	< 0.001
	/

	Figure 3R
	EGFP, n = 9;
5HT2C-OE, n = 8
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 0.6326
	0.5365
	/

	Figure 3S
	EGFP, n = 9;
5HT2C-OE, n = 8
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 4.818
	0.0002
	/

	Figure 3T
	EGFP, n = 9;
5HT2C-OE, n = 8
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 3.728
	0.0020
	/

	Figure 3V
	EGFP, n = 9;
5HT2C-OE, n = 8
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 3.205
	0.0059
	/

	Figure 3W
	EGFP, n = 9;
5HT2C-OE, n = 8
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 2.294
	0.0367
	/

	Figure 4B left
	Sal, n = 8;
Sal+RS, n = 7
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 1.422
	0.1785
	/

	Figure 4D left
	n = 7/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 1.647
	0.1256
	/

	Figure 4E left
	n = 7/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 0.5294
	0.6062
	/

	Figure 4F left
	n = 7/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 0.3112
	0.7610
	/

	Figure 4H left
	Sal, n = 8;
Sal+RS, n = 7
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 0.8982
	0.3854
	/

	Figure 4I left
	Sal, n = 8;
Sal+RS, n = 7
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 1.085
	0.2974
	/

	Figure 4B right
	n = 8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 2.531
	0.024
	/

	Figure 4D right
	CFA, n = 8;
CFA+RS, n = 7
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 1.289
	0.2197
	/

	Figure 4E right
	CFA, n = 8;
CFA+RS, n = 7
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 2.384
	0.0331
	/

	Figure 4F right
	CFA, n = 8;
CFA+RS, n = 7
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 2,415
	0.0312
	/

	Figure 4H right
	n = 8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 1.720
	0.1075
	/

	Figure 4I right
	n = 8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 2.276
	0.0391
	/

	Figure 4K
	Sal, n = 9
Sal+shRNA: n = 8
CFA, n = 9
CFA+ shRNA, n = 9
	Yes
	Yes
	One-way ANOVA with Bonferroni’s post hoc multiple comparisons test
	F = 18.61
	< 0.0001
	Sal vs. Sal+shRNA: P > 0.9999 
Sal vs. CFA: P < 0.001
CFA vs. CFA+shRNA: P = 0.0001

	Figure 4M
	Sal, n = 9
Sal+shRNA: n = 8
CFA, n = 9
CFA+ shRNA, n = 9
	Yes
	Yes
	One-way ANOVA with Bonferroni’s post hoc multiple comparisons test
	F = 1.768
	0.1738
	Sal vs. Sal+shRNA: P= 0.5834 Sal vs. CFA: P  > 0.9999 
CFA vs. CFA+shRNA: P = 0.8606

	Figure 4N
	Sal, n = 9
Sal+shRNA: n = 8
CFA, n = 9
CFA+ shRNA, n = 9
	Yes
	Yes
	One-way ANOVA with Bonferroni’s post hoc multiple comparisons test
	F = 6.642
	0.0014
	Sal vs. Sal+shRNA: P > 0.9999 
Sal vs. CFA: P = 0.0009
CFA vs. CFA+shRNA: P = 0.0454

	Figure 4O
	Sal, n = 9
Sal+shRNA: n = 8
CFA, n = 9
CFA+ shRNA, n = 9
	Yes
	Yes
	One-way ANOVA with Bonferroni’s post hoc multiple comparisons test
	F = 5.537
	0.0037
	Sal vs. Sal+shRNA: P > 0.9999 
Sal vs. CFA: P = 0.0173
CFA vs. CFA+shRNA: P = 0.0110

	Figure 4Q
	Sal, n = 9
Sal+shRNA: n = 8
CFA, n = 9
CFA+ shRNA, n = 9
	Yes
	Yes
	One-way ANOVA with Bonferroni’s post hoc multiple comparisons test
	F = 8.161
	0.0004
	Sal vs. Sal+shRNA: P > 0.9999 
Sal vs. CFA: P = 0.0009
CFA vs. CFA+shRNA: P = 0.0292

	Figure 4R
	Sal, n = 9
Sal+shRNA: n = 8
CFA, n = 9
CFA+ shRNA, n = 9
	Yes
	Yes
	One-way ANOVA with Bonferroni’s post hoc multiple comparisons test
	F = 7.573
	0.0006
	Sal vs. Sal+Gi: P > 0.9999 
Sal vs. CFA: P = 0.0141
CFA vs. CFA+Gi: P = 0.0223

	Figure 4T
	n =4/group
	Yes
	Yes
	One-way ANOVA with Bonferroni’s post hoc multiple comparisons test
	F = 12.32
	0.0006
	Sal vs. Sal+shRNA: P > 0.9999 
Sal vs. CFA: P = 0.0025
CFA vs. CFA+shRNA: P = 0.0466

	Figure 5C
	n =10/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 1.858
	0.0796
	/

	Figure 5D
	n =10/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 2.782
	0.0123
	/

	Figure 5F
	n =10/group
	Yes
	No
	Two-tailed unpaired t test with Welch's correction
	t = 2.237, df = 10.35
	0.0484
	/

	Figure 5G
	n =10/group
	Yes
	No
	Two-tailed unpaired t test with Welch's correction
	t = 4.097, df = 11.60, 
	0.0016
	/

	Figure 5H
	n =10/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 3.292
	0.0041
	/

	Figure 5I
	n =10/group
	No
	Yes
	Two-tailed Mann-Whitney U test
	U = 21
	0.0288
	/

	Figure 5J
	n =10/group
	Yes
	No
	Two-tailed unpaired t test with Welch's correction
	t = 2.814, df = 12.04
	0.0156
	/

	Figure 5K
	n =10/group
	Yes
	No
	Two-tailed unpaired t test with Welch's correction
	t = 3.557, df = 9.868
	 0.0053
	/

	Figure 5L
	n =10/group
	Yes
	No
	Two-tailed unpaired t test with Welch's correction
	t = 3.957, df = 11.82
	0.0020
	/

	Figure 5M
	n =10/group
	Yes
	No
	Two-tailed unpaired t test with Welch's correction
	t = 2.730, df = 11.86, 
	0.0184
	/

	Figure 5N
	n =10/group
	Yes
	No
	Two-tailed unpaired t test with Welch's correction
	t = 5.679, df = 10.52
	0.0002
	/

	Figure 5O
	n =10/group
	No
	Yes
	Two-tailed Mann-Whitney U test
	U = 19.50
	0.0121
	/

	Figure 5P
	n =10/group
	Yes
	No
	Two-tailed unpaired t test with Welch's correction
	t = 3.765, df = 12.20
	0.0026
	/

	Figure 5Q
	n =10/group
	Yes
	No
	Two-tailed unpaired t test with Welch's correction
	t = 4.587, df = 9.621, 
	0.0011
	/

	Figure 6B
	n = 20
	/
	/
	Simple linear regression
	r2 = 0.3306
	0.0080
	/

	Figure 6C
	n = 20
	/
	/
	Simple linear regression
	r2 = 0.2137
	0.0401
	/

	Figure 6D
	n = 20
	/
	/
	Simple linear regression
	r2 = 0.2229
	0.0356
	/

	Figure 6E
	n = 20
	/
	/
	Simple linear regression
	r2 = 0.3219
	0.0091
	/

	Figure 6F
	n = 20
	/
	/
	Simple linear regression
	r2 = 0.3207
	0.0092
	/

	Figure 6G
	n = 20
	/
	/
	Simple linear regression
	r2 = 0.5044
	0.0005
	/

	Figure 6H
	n = 20
	/
	/
	Simple linear regression
	r2 = 0.5196
	0.0003
	/

	Figure 6I
	n = 20
	/
	/
	Simple linear regression
	r2 = 0.3618
	0.0050
	/

	Figure 6J
	n = 20
	/
	/
	Simple linear regression
	r2 = 0.1880
	0.0562
	/

	Figure 6K
	n = 20
	/
	/
	Simple linear regression
	r2 = 0.3606
	0.0051
	/

	Figure 6L
	n = 20
	/
	/
	Simple linear regression
	r2 = 0.3084
	0.0110
	/

	Figure 6M
	n = 20
	/
	/
	Simple linear regression
	r2 = 0.2072
	0.0438
	/

	Figure S1B
	n = 8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-way ANOVA with Sidak's post hoc comparison
	F(4,70) = 12.25
	< 0.001
	1d: P < 0.001 
3d: P < 0.001 
5d: P < 0.001
7d: P = 0.869 

	Figure S1D
	n = 8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 0.2654
	0.7946
	/

	Figure S1E
	n = 8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 0.3850
	0.7060
	/

	Figure S1F
	n = 8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 0.0366
	0.9713
	/

	Figure S1H
	n = 8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 0.2145
	0.8333
	/

	Figure S1I
	n = 8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 0.5087
	0.6189
	/

	Figure S2C
	n = 4/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 0.9428
	0.3822
	/

	Figure S2F
	n = 4/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 0.4540
	0.6658
	/

	Figure S3C
	n = 4/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 3.797
	0.0090
	/

	Figure S4C
	CFA, n = 8; CFA+DRN-Gi, n = 7
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 3.755
	0.0024
	/

	Figure S4D
	CFA, n = 8; CFA+DRN-Gi, n = 7
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 0.2509
	0.8058
	/

	Figure S4E
	CFA, n = 8; CFA+DRN-Gi, n = 7
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 2.602
	0.0219
	/

	Figure S4F
	CFA, n = 8; CFA+DRN-Gi, n = 7
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 2.972
	0.0108
	/

	Figure S4H
	CFA, n = 8; CFA+DRN-Gi, n = 7
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 2.229
	0.0441
	/

	Figure S4I
	CFA, n = 8; CFA+DRN-Gi, n = 7
	Yes
	No
	Two-tailed unpaired t test with Welch's correction
	t = 2.425, df = 6.861
	0.0465
	/

	Figure S6B
	n = 4/group
	/
	/
	/
	/
	/
	/

	Figure S6D
	n = 4/group
	/
	/
	/
	/
	/
	/

	Figure S7A
	n = 8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 1443
	0.8873
	/

	Figure S7C
	n = 8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 0.4021
	0.6937
	/

	Figure S7D
	n = 8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 0.1333
	0.8958
	/

	Figure S7E
	n = 8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 1.203
	0.2489
	/

	Figure S7G
	n = 8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 0.2206
	0.8286
	/

	Figure S7H
	n = 8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 0.1631
	0.8727
	/

	Figure S7I
	n = 8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 0.6753
	0.5105
	/

	Figure S7K
	n = 8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 0.6067
	0.5537
	/

	Figure S7L
	n = 8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 0.6263
	0.5412
	/

	Figure S7M
	n = 8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 0.2791
	0.7842
	/

	Figure S7O
	n = 8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 0.1475
	0.8848
	/

	Figure S7P
	n = 8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	Two-tailed unpaired t test
	t = 0.2277
	0.8283
	/

	Figure S9B
	n =8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	One-way ANOVA with Bonferroni’s post hoc multiple comparisons test
	F = 35.65
	< 0.001
	Sal vs. Sal+RS: P = 0.5619 
Sal vs. CFA: P < 0.001
CFA vs. CFA+RS:  > 0.9999

	Figure S9D
	n =8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	One-way ANOVA with Bonferroni’s post hoc multiple comparisons test
	F = 0.2991
	0.8258
	Sal vs. Sal+RS: P > 0.9999 
Sal vs. CFA: P > 0.9999
CFA vs. CFA+RS: P > 0.9999

	Figure S9E
	n =8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	One-way ANOVA with Bonferroni’s post hoc multiple comparisons test
	F = 8.095
	0.0005
	Sal vs. Sal+RS: P > 0.9999 
Sal vs. CFA: P = 0.0064
CFA vs. CFA+RS: P > 0.9999

	Figure S9F
	n =8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	One-way ANOVA with Bonferroni’s post hoc multiple comparisons test
	F = 10.02
	0.0001
	Sal vs. Sal+RS: P > 0.9999 
Sal vs. CFA: P = 0.0121
CFA vs. CFA+RS: P > 0.9999

	Figure S9H
	n =8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	One-way ANOVA with Bonferroni’s post hoc multiple comparisons test
	F = 5.765
	0.0034
	Sal vs. Sal+RS: P > 0.9999 
Sal vs. CFA: P = 0.0345
CFA vs. CFA+RS: P > 0.9999

	Figure S9I
	n =8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	One-way ANOVA with Bonferroni’s post hoc multiple comparisons test
	F = 6.426
	0.0019
	Sal vs. Sal+RS: P > 0.9999 
Sal vs. CFA: P = 0.0181
CFA vs. CFA+RS: P > 0.9999

	Figure S9K
	n =8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	One-way ANOVA with Bonferroni’s post hoc multiple comparisons test
	F = 29.54
	< 0.0001
	Sal vs. Sal+RS: P > 0.9999 
Sal vs. CFA: P < 0.001
CFA vs. CFA+RS: P > 0.9999

	Figure S9M
	n =8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	One-way ANOVA with Bonferroni’s post hoc multiple comparisons test
	F = 0.0539
	0.9831
	Sal vs. Sal+RS: P > 0.9999 
Sal vs. CFA: P > 0.9999
CFA vs. CFA+RS: P > 0.9999

	Figure S9N
	n =8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	One-way ANOVA with Bonferroni’s post hoc multiple comparisons test
	F = 11.70
	< 0.0001
	Sal vs. Sal+RS: P > 0.9999 
Sal vs. CFA: P = 0.0014
CFA vs. CFA+RS: P > 0.9999

	Figure S9O
	n =8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	One-way ANOVA with Bonferroni’s post hoc multiple comparisons test
	F = 8.206
	0.0004
	Sal vs. Sal+RS: P > 0.9999 
Sal vs. CFA: P = 0.0067
[bookmark: _GoBack]CFA vs. CFA+RS: P > 0.9999

	Figure S9Q
	n =8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	One-way ANOVA with Bonferroni’s post hoc multiple comparisons test
	F =10.44
	< 0.0001
	Sal vs. Sal+RS: P > 0.9999 
Sal vs. CFA: P = 0.0109
CFA vs. CFA+RS: P > 0.9999

	Figure S9R
	n =8/group
	Yes
	Yes
	One-way ANOVA with Bonferroni’s post hoc multiple comparisons test
	F =11.18
	< 0.0001
	Sal vs. Sal+RS: P > 0.9999 
Sal vs. CFA: P = 0.0076
CFA vs. CFA+RS: P > 0.9999



