Enrichment Overview (top 25)
¢ s o ©
1 ER
] .
- .
E————
[ °
[ “
I e ®
. | deat e ©
1 »
== 8 o o
S g
I
e 8008 g
I
=] <
o
=
— 2007
[
e W
S
o co ©
—— 8 o 08 @] o
——
- . Y ) : ! :
00 0.2 0.4 06 08 1.0
T —
0 5 10 15 Pamway Impact
Enrichment Ratio
b Overview of Enriched Metabolite Sets (Top 25) d [ IO
® NS
® [ e— Q@
.‘ @ [ Va———
[ @ o v v
L] @ o e e o
o P-value . iy o S Mt
" M b O, o
° e @ -
® prede [
® 0000 [ - ot e
o E Ra
. nrichment Ratio ki
¥} .0 R . "
ot 1o Doprtonn L/ [re—
L [ B Tt 4 Acoag (g o M s
° [ BG
o [ RE T a0 £ o e Oy ——
4 @
il [ AT————— @
{e
19 .,..._......._.""‘ et f Vory Lo o Py A
— % ot s
log10 (pvakee) .-»,_ i i

Supplemental Figure 5. Metabolic pathways showed various metabolism changes when
comparing CPUO and HC. (a, b) Enriched metabolic associations are demonstrated, with darker
red circles indicating a more significant (lower) g-value (FDR-adjusted p-value). In figure b, the
larger circles indicate a larger enrichment ratio, or the ratio of expected to actual hits in the
pathway, (¢) The pathway view shows matched pathways arranged by p-values from pathway
enrichment analysis (Y-axis) and pathway impact values from pathway topology analysis (X-
axis), (d) Visualization of pathway relationships. Node color and radius are based on the p-value
and pathway impact value respectively.



