Figure S1 : Multiple pairwise comparison
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We performed pairwise comparison to confirm that there are pairs of means that are significantly
different in figure 2C and 2D. For each group, the horizontal line represents the 95% confidence
((p) < 0.05) interval for the true mean (black circle). Panel A: The data indicates that at high ionic
strength (fixed Trans concentration 1M) there is a statistically significant effect of stigmasterol on
the PcCVDAC selectivity for KCI concentration ratio higher than 4. Panel B: The data indicates
that at low ionic strength (fixed Trans concentration 0.1M) there is no statistically significant
effect of stigmasterol on the PCVDAC selectivity for all KCI concentration ratio.



