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Supplementary Figure 1. Normalized distributions of lipids concentrations from A)

CF notPA and CF PA; B) CF P SUF and CF INS; C) CF FEV mild and
CF_FEV severe; D) CF_notLD and CF_LD and E) CF_noRD and CF_RD datasets.
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Supplementary Figure 2. Significantly different lipid concentrations in CTR_CF (heathy

controls, n=64), CF_notPA (patients without P. aeruginosa colonization, n=32) and CF_PA
(patients with P. aeruginosa colonization, n=38). Plots represents the original lipid
concentrations (means + SD). Multiple comparison was performed by ordinary one-way
ANOVA test and Hold-Sidak’s multiple comparison test in normally distributed datasets and
Kruskal-Wallis test and Dunn’s multiple comparison test in not-normally distributed
datasets. The normal distribution was verified according to D’Agostino Pearson test. The
mean differences between original concentrations and the value of adjusted p-value were
reported to each comparison.
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Supplementary Figure 3. Significantly different lipid concentrations in CTR_CF (heathy

controls, n=64), CF_P SUF (patients with pancreatic sufficiency, n=28) and CF_P INS
(patients with pancreatic insufficiency, n=42). Plots represents the original lipid
concentrations (means + SD). Multiple comparison was performed by ordinary one-way
ANOVA test and Hold-Sidak’s multiple comparison test in normally distributed datasets and
Kruskal-Wallis test and Dunn’s multiple comparison test in not-normally distributed
datasets. The normal distribution was verified according to D’Agostino Pearson test. The
mean differences between original concentrations and the value of adjusted p-value were
reported to each comparison.
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Supplementary Figure 4. Significantly different lipid concentrations in CTR_CF (heathy
controls, n=64), CF_notLD (patients without liver disease, n=58) and CF_LD (patients with
liver disease, n=12). Plots represents the original lipid concentrations (means + SD).
Multiple comparison was performed by ordinary one-way ANOVA test and Hold-Sidak’s
multiple comparison test in normally distributed datasets and Kruskal-Wallis test and
Dunn’s multiple comparison test in not-normally distributed datasets. The normal
distribution was verified according to D’Agostino Pearson test. The mean differences
between original concentrations and the value of adjusted p-value were reported to each

comparison.
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Supplementary Figure 5. Significantly different lipid concentrations in CTR_CF (heathy

controls, n=64), CF_notRD (patients without diabetes, n=54) and CF_RD (patients with
diabetes, n=16). Plots represents the original lipid concentrations (means + SD). Multiple
comparison was performed by ordinary one-way ANOVA test and Hold-Sidak’s multiple
comparison test in normally distributed datasets and Kruskal-Wallis test and Dunn’s
multiple comparison test in not-normally distributed datasets. The normal distribution was
verified according to D’Agostino Pearson test. The mean differences between original
concentrations and the value of adjusted p-value were reported to each comparison.



