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Supplementary Figure 1.
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Supplementary Figure 1. Relative abundance of metabolites of DL X in mouse liver. Liver
were collected 90 min after the treatment. The samples were analyzed using UHPLC-Q Exactive
MS in positive mode. The relative quantification was conducted based on the peak area. The
overall abundance of metabolites was set as 100% in each sample. (A) Relative abundance of
metabolites in liver (positive mode). (B) Relative abundance of metabolites in liver. (negative

mode). All the data are expressed as mean + SEM.



