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Figure S1: Effect of CIN and EUG on (A) C. glabrata, (B) CCG1, (C) CCG2, (D) CCG3 and (E)
CCG4 biofilm development. The metabolic activity was measured by XTT reduction assay. Data
is expressed in terms of percent inhibition of biofilm relative to its untreated control biofilm.
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Figure S2: Effect of CIN and EUG in eradicating mature biofilm of (A) C. glabrata, (B) CCG1,
(C) CCG2, (D) CCG3 and (E) CCG4. The metabolic activity was measured by XTT reduction

assay. Data is expressed in terms of percent reduction of biofilm relative to its untreated control

biofilm.
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Figure S3: Quantification of hydrophobicity of C. glabrata and CCG3 cells treated with sub-
inhibitory concentration of CIN (64 pg mI™), and EUG (128 pg ml™).
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Table S1: Sequence of primers for RT-PCR

Primer Sequence (5°-3°) Amplified product
size (bp)

CgACT1-S TTACCAACTGGGATGACATGGA 145
CgACT1-AS GGAGCCTCGGTCAACAAGAC
CgCDR1-S AGATGTGTTGGTTCTGTCTCAAA 197
CgCDR1-AS CCGGAATACATTGACAAACCAAG
CgERG2-S TCCCAGGTATGACCCATCATC 204
CgERG2-AS TGCGAAGGAGTTTTGATCCAT
CgERG3-S TGCACTGGCCTCGTGTCTAC 188
CgERG3-AS TAACCGTCGACTGGGTGGAA
CgERG4-S CCCTCAATTAGGTGTCGTCATGT 162
CgERG4-AS GGCACGATTAATTCTTCACCCTTA
CgERG10-S GCCAGAACCCCAATTGGTT 195
CgERG10-AS | TGCAATGACACCTAGGTCAACAG
CgERG11-S TGTCTTGATGGGTGGTCAACA 184
CgERG11-AS | CTGGTCTTTCAGCCAAATGCA
CgAUS1-S TGGCTAACTTGTTCGCTGGT 125
CgAUSI-AS AGCGTACATTGCAGGGTTCA
CgKRE1-S CGAAGGCTACGACTACAAACA 102
CgKRE1-AS CGGCATCAGTGACAACAGTA
CgFKS1-S CGGTGATACAGCCAACTACAA 145
CgFKS1-AS CTCCTCCATGGCCTTCTTATTC

Table S2: Percentage reduction in metabolic activity of C. glabrata biofilm cells relative to

control cells developed on the surface of urinary catheter and contact eye lens.

QQOM (ng ml'l) CG (% reduction in biofilm) CCG 3 (% reduction in biofilm)
Catheter Eye lens Catheter Eye lens
CIN (128) 36.1+1.3 858+ 17 76.9+£1.6 4.4+ 1.1
CIN (256) 54.8+3.8 86.7+ 2.6 79.1+ 1.5 848+ 1.8
EUG (256) 144+23 747+ 2.7 57.1+£1.9 75.9 + 1.3
EUG (512) 2244+ 3.5 83.7+ 2.8 64.1+ 1.2 79.4+33
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