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Supplementary Figure 1 | Additional comparison of ‘Exo-PE’ and ‘PE2’ performance on 11 loci.  Efficacy and precision 
data were combined for all loci on which direct comparisons of ‘PE2’ and ‘Exo-PE’ were conducted (data taken from Figures 4c, 
5, 6, Extended Data Figure 7a). The predicted editing efficacy (left) and precision (right) from the linear model (~ Locus * Strategy * 
iPE-N/iPE-C) averaged over iPE-N/C are plotted color-coded for all 11 loci using the emmeans package in R (3.4.1). 
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Supplementary Figure 2 | Reproducibility of editing results. Plotting all efficacy data points for FLAG insertion 
taken from Figure 4c and Figure 5 shows the correlation between two independently executed experiments (P = 
0.0002 for ‘PE2’, P = 0.0012 for ‘Exo-PE’). Gray lines indicate the 0.95 confidence bands of the linear regression. 
Please see Supplementary Table 1 for complete statistical results. 
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