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Supplementary Figure 1. Normalized Linear regression analysis of all WT mice.
WT/NT (n = 5), WT/Sham (n = 6), WT/WT (n = 6), WT/HD-NPC (n = 6),and WT/shHD-HD-NPC (n = 6).
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T P=7.9229¢-05
‘515 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5
s o
.g g o . +++
o8 1 1 1 z 1M 1
© © o0 o >
16 | + + a a
[ T o\ O +
Q@ o fe) o e +
N o) + *
=05 0.5 0.5 0.5 + + 0.5 0.5
+
£
=
[e] +
=z
0 : -0 : 0 : -0 : 0 - -0 : '
0 10 20 0 10 20 0 10 20 0 10 20 0 10 20 0 10 20
£ P=0.031433
215 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5
€ £ |
= ¥
D o B o
% Q. o ’ * X T
b = 1 d o 1 F 55— 1 1
= Q) ¥
7 B  * .
o o o
= N .
15 Tgo.s ) 0.5 0.5 0.5
= o +
o +
2 +
0 : -0 : -0 : -0 : 0 : -0 : :
0 10 20 0 10 20 0 10 20 0 10 20 0 10 20 0 10 20
Age (Wks) Age (Wks) Age (Wks) Age (Wks) Age (Wks) Age (Wks)

© HD/No Treatment o HD/Sham * HD/WT-NPC + HD/HD-NPC & HD/shHD-NPC‘

Supplementary Figure 2. Normalized Linear regression analysis of all HD mice.
HD/NT (n =7), HD/Sham (n = 5), HD/WT-NPC (n = 5), HD/HD-NPC (n = 5), and HD/shHD-HD-NPC (n = 5).
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Supplementary Figure 3. Raw Data Linear regression analysis of all WT mice.
WT/NT (n = 5), WT/Sham (n = 6), WT/WT (n = 6), WT/HD-NPC (n = 6),and WT/shHD-HD-NPC (n = 6).
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Supplementary Figure 4. Raw Data Linear regression analysis of all HD mice.
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HD/NT (n = 7), HD/Sham (n = 5), HD/WT-NPC (n = 5), HD/HD-NPC (n = 5), and HD/shHD-HD-NPC (n = 5).
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Supplementary Figure 5
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Supplementary Figure 5. Kaplan-Meier graph of HD mice.

(a) Survival graphs of all HD mice treatment groups.

(b) Statistical analysis compares each treatment group to no treatment (NT) group.
(c) Statistical analysis compares every treatment group to sham treatment group.
HD/NT (n = 7), HD/Sham (n = 5), HD/WT-NPC (n = 5), HD/HD-NPC (n = 5), and
HD/shHD-NPC (n = 5).



Supplementary Figure 6
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Supplementary Figure 6. Uncropped images of Western Blot. (a) Western blot of all samples using mEMA48 antibody. (b) Western blot of all samples using 1C2 antibody.
(c) Western blot of all samples using K-tubulin antibody.
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