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0,5 - One Way Analysis of Variance All Pairwise Multiple Comparison Procedures (Student-Newman-Keuls Method) : ’
. Diff of .
. Diff of . Diff of Diff of Comparison Means P<0.050 Comparison Diff of = 51 050
Comparison Means P<0,050 St Means LA Comparison Means  P<0.050 Wl
C1I group 1vs. CII group 3 0.568 Yes CIgroup 1vs. CLeroup3 0293 Yes
CV group 1 vs. CV group 3 0,406  Yes C 11l group 1 vs. C III group 3 0.275 Yes B v, T e 5| G6ES Yes group 1 vs. C I group .
CV group 1 vs. CV group2 0,195 No C I group 1 vs. C Il group 2 0.0518 No
group group. C I group 1 vs. C III group 2 0.21 No CIV group 1vs. CIV group 2 0.248 Yes group LV group Clgroup 1vs.CIgroup2 0.121 No
CV group 1 vs. CV group 4 0,107 No
By ey Clllgroup 1 vs. Cll group 4 0.139 No CIV growp 1vs.CIV group 4 0.565  Yes Cllgroup lvs.Cllgroup4 0214  Yes Clgoup 1vs.Clgroup4 00364  No
CV group 4 vs. CV group 3 0,299  Yes
TN Cigmps v CMigmpd) Bk Vi CIVgroup4vs.CIVgroup3 0373 Yes CHgroup 4vs. Cllgroup 3 0355  Yes Clgroupdvs.Clgroup3 033  Yes
CV group 4 vs. CV group2 0,0877 Test - a - 2 DA
group 4 vs. group I === .
Do Not C 1V group 4 vs. C IV group 2 1.01 C I group 4 vs. C Il group 2 0.265 . ClIgroup 4 vs. CIgroup2 0.0842 =
e o i C 1l group 2 vs. CTI 3 0.0648
cs| (IR & NES group - C IV group 2 vs. CIV group 3 1.383

Cllgroup 2vs. Cllgroup 3 0.62  — Cligonp 2va Cllgompd | 04K | =
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One Way Analysis of Variance All Pairwise Multiple Comparison Procedures (Student-Newman-Keuls Method) :
. Diff of P<0.05 i Diff of Diff of
Comparison . Diff of ’ i . iff o
P Means 0 Comparison Means  P<0-050 Comparison Means P<0-050 Comparison Means P<0-050
CNPase group 1 vs. CNPase group 3 0.251  Yes ANT group 1 vs. ANT group 3 0.902 Yes CyP-D group 1vs. CyP-D group 3  0.00487 No S0D2 group 1 ‘;5' SOD2group 4 497 Yes
CNPase group 1 vs. CNPase group 2 0.264  Yes ANT group 1 vs. ANT group 2 0.0402 No CyP-D group 1vs.CyP-D group2  0.144 Yes SOD2 group 1vs. SOD2 group 2 0.0157  No
CNPase group 1 vs. CNPase group 4 0.474  Yes ANT group 1 vs. ANT group 4 0.368 Yes CyP-D group 1vs. CyP-D group4  0.351 Yes SOD2 group 1vs. SOD2 group4  0.34 Yes

CNPase group 4 vs. CNPase group 3 0.224  Yes ANT group 4 vs. ANT group 3 0.534 Yes CyP-D group 4vs. CyP-Dgroup 3 0.356 Yes SOD2 group 4 vs. SOD2 group 3 0.757 Yes



group 1 group2 group3 group 4
0,8148 2,3086 0,1649 1,261
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One Way Analysis of Variance All Pairwise Multiple Comparison Procedures (Student-Newman-Keuls Method) :
activity C I group 1 vs. activity C Igroup 3 1.082  Yes ANT Clgroup I vs. ANT Clgroup3 072 Yes CyP-D ClIgroup 1 vs. CyP-DIgroup3 1586  Yes B I
activity C I group 1 vs. activity C I group 2 0.00145  No ANT C I group 1 vs. ANT C I group 2 1.373 Yes CyP-D C I group 1 vs. CyP-D I group 2 0.822 Yes NDUF C I group 1 vs. NDUF C I group 2 0.0366  No
activity C I group 1 vs. activity C I group 4  0.346 Yes ANT C 1 group 1vs. ANT C I group 4 0.344 Yes CyP-D I group 1 vs. CyP-D I group4  1.079 Yes NDUF C I group 1 vs. NDUF C I group 4 0.814 No

activity C I group 4 vs. activity C I group 3  0.736 Yes

ANT C I group 4 vs. ANT CIgroup3 1.065  Yes CyP-D I group 4 vs. CyP-D I group3  0.507  Yes

NDUF C 1 group 4 vs. NDUF C I group 3 0.147 Yes
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MTCO1 IV complex

One Way Analysis of Variance All Pairwise Multiple Comparison Procedures (Student-Newman-Keuls Method) :

Diff of

Comparison
P Means

activity C IV group 1 vs. activity C IV group 3  0.203

activity C IV group 1 vs. activity C IV group 2 0.0627

activity C IV group 1 vs. activity C IV group 4 0.221

activity C IV group 4 vs. activity C IV group 3  0.424

P<0.050

Yes

No

Yes

Yes

Comparison

group 3 group 4
0,73 0,8984
0,6513 0,8423
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0,8086 0,8759
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B[iigsf P<0.050 Comparison 'Bli:;zi P<0.050

COX C 1V group 1 vs. COX CIV group 3 0.373 Yes

COX C 1V group 1 vs. COX C IV group 2 0.0365 No

COX C 1V group 1 vs. COX CIV group 4 0.11

COX C 1V group 4 vs. COX CIV group 3  0.54

Yes

Yes

MTCO I CIV group 1vs. MTCO I CIV group 3 2.074 Yes

MTCO I C IV group 1vs. MTCO | CIV group 2 0.145 No

MTCO I CIV group 1vs. MTCO I CIV group 4 1.142 Yes

MTCO I CIV group 4 vs. MTCO | C IV group 3 0.931 Yes



group 2 group 3 group 4
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One Way Analysis of Variance All Pairwise Multiple Comparison Procedures (Student-Newman-Keuls Method) :
Comparison B[ig;: Fe0.0%0 Comparison &igzsf P<0.050

. activi ' v
activity C II group 1 vs. activity C I group 3  0.327 es SDHB C IT group 1 vs. SDHB C Il group 3 0.432 Yes

activity C II group 1 vs. activity C II group 2 0.0192 No SDHB C II group 1 vs. SDHB C II group 2 0.0358 No

activity C II group 1 vs. activity C Il group 4 0.0143  No SDHB C Il group 1 vs. SDHB C Il group 4  0.458  Yes

SDHB C II 4 vs. SDHB CII 3 0.889 Y
activity C II group 4 vs. activity C I group 3  0.313 Yes B ety e



CNPase Il complex

group 2 group 3 group 4
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One Way Analysis of Variance All Pairwise Multiple Comparison Procedures (Student-Newman-Keuls Method) :

. Diff of . Diff of
Comparison Means P<0.050 Comparison Means P<0.050
CNPase C III group 1 vs. CNPase C III group 3 0.0564 No UQCRC2 group 1 vs. UQCRC2 group 3  0.605 Yes
CNPase C III group 1 vs. CNPase C III group 2 0.176 Yes UQCRC2 group 1 vs. UQCRC2 group 2 0.086 No
CNPase C III group 1 vs. CNPase C III group 4 0.474 Yes UQCRC2 group 1 vs. UQCRC2 group 4 0.352 Yes

CNPase C III group 4 vs. CNPase C III group 3  0.417 Yes UQCRC2 group 4 vs. UQCRC2 group 3  0.253 Yes



-Activity V complex  ATP5G V complex ATP5F1V complex  ATP5AV complex
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Activity C V group 1 vs
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Activity C V group 1 vs
V group 4

Activity C V group 4 vs
V group 3

10 = 2,5 i =
- ’ ==
0,5 -
0,0 -
2,0 - ?
One Way Analysis of Variance All Pairwise Multiple Comparison Procedures (Student-Newman-Keuls Method) :
Diff of P<0.05 . Diff of P<0.05 - Diff of Compari Diff of 1, 1 650
Means 0 Comparison Means 0 Comparison Means P<0.050 omparison Means Y
Vi ATPSF CV 1 vs. ATPSF CV
Activity C (o ATPSG CV growp 1 vs. ATPSGCV | o sl 042  Yes ATPSACVgroupl 3 ATPSACY 6 404 ves
group 3 group group
ATPSF C V group 1 vs. ATPSF CV
. Activity C 0.0085 ATP5G C V group 1 vs. ATP5G C V group 2 00485 No ATPSACVgroup Ivs. ATPSACV 110 o
No 1.854  Yes group oup 2
5 group 2 group
ATPSF C V group 1 vs. ATPSF CV 0681 Yes| | ATPSA GV llvs. ATPSA CV
.. 4 - group 1 vs.
. Activity C 00684 No ATP5G C V group 1 vs. ATP5G CV 09524  Yes group - 0.525 Yes
group 4
ATPSF C V group 4 vs. ATPSF CV 1 Yes
. group 3 . ATP5A C V group 4 vs. ATPSA CV
. Activity C 0368 Yes ATP5G CV gr;l:)}l)lg ;/s. ATP5G CV 0998  Yes i 1.018 Yes
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Comparison

CyP-D C V group 1 vs. CyP-D CV
group 3

CyP-D C V group 1 vs. CyP-D CV
group 2

CyP-D C V group 1 vs. CyP-D CV
group 4

CyP-D C V group 4 vs. CyP-D CV
group 3

=
I[\)/[‘ggsf P<0.050
1.036 Yes
0.0302 No
0.118 Yes
1.115 Yes



