( A) WT-Al vs. WT-N (B) osalr3-Al vs. WT-Al

Intercepts:R2=(0.0,1.00), @2=(0.0,-1.63) Intercepts:R2=(0.0,0.95), Q2=(0.0,-1.90)
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(C)  osalr3-Alvs. osalr3-N (D) WT-N vs. osalr3-N
Intercepts:R2=(0.0,0.98), Q2=(0.0,~1.83) Intercepts:R2=(0.0,0.95), Q2=(0.0,~1.83)
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Fig. S4. (A-D) Valid test of PLS-DA model for WT-Al vs. WT-N, osalr3-Al vs. WT-Al, osalr3-Al
vs. osalr3-N and WT-N vs. osalr3-N.



