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SUPPLEMENTARY FIG. S10. Comparison of the promoting effects of NaHS on glucose uptake with those of the
biological thiols GSH and r-cysteine. (A, B) Effects of NaHS, GSH, and L-cysteine on glucose uptake in myotubes (A) and
adipocytes (B) cultured in a low-glucose (5.5 mM) medium. Effects of NaHS, GSH, and L-cysteine on glucose uptake in
myotubes (C) and adipocytes (D) cultured in a high-glucose medium (25mM) with insulin (100nM). *p<0.05 vs. NaHS
control; #p<0.05 vs. GSH control; +p <0.05 vs. L-cysteine control; GSH, glutathione.





