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Supplementary Figure 1. 1 A) volcano plot graphic outputs of the comparisons FP batch 1 vs
PNG and FP batch 2 vs PNG. The red squares evidence the discriminant compounds between the
samples under comparison. The name of the compounds is reported in Table 3 and 4. 1B) Venn
diagram, created using the online available tool Venny 2.1.0 — BioingoGP — CSIC, evidencing the
number of common (46) and exclusive (11 and 36) compounds between the two pairwise
comparisons.



