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Energy expenditure (EE) in Fgf2l WT and KO mice in response to different

diets.

(a-c) Correlation plots between lean mass and (a) total EE, (b) dark phase EE or (¢)

light phase EE in chow-fed Fgf2/ wild type and knock out mice. (d-f) Correlation

plots between lean mass and (d) total EE, (e) dark phase EE or (f) light phase EE in

FGF21 WT mice fed for three days with RP-KD, LP-KD or control diet (LFD). (g-h)

Correlation plots between lean mass and (g) total EE, (h) dark phase EE, (i) light

phase EE in Fgf2/ KO mice fed for three days with LFD, RP-KD or LP-KD,

respectively. N = 8 samples per group. All analyses were performed using Prism 6.0

(GraphPad, Inc, La Jolla, CA) or SPSS 20 (IBM, Armonk, NY).



