Supplementary Figure 4
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Supplementary Figure 4. CYP, EPHX and ALOX enzyme expressions in lean, obese and obese/T2DM WAT of bariatric surgery patients.
Expression of CYP2S1, CYP2J2, CYP2CS, CYP2C9, EPHXI, EPHX2, ALOX5, ALOX12, ALOXI5 in the WAT of lean (N=8), obese (N=24) and obese /T2DM (N=11). Statistical

significance by Kruskal-Wallis with Dunn’s multiple comparison test.



