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Table 2-source data 1. Michaelis Menten analysis of SpNOX and SpNOXbpn as a function
of the flavin substrate. Cytochrome c¢ reductase activity was monitored at 550 nm. For all
flavin substrates the Michaelis Menten plots and the Lineweaver-Burk plots are presented. Km
and kcar extracted from these experiments are presented in Table 2.



