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Supplementary Fig.1: (a) Relative distribution of lipid classes in TXNIP Asn203Tyr, Asn86Lysfs*2 and lle215Tyrfs*59 fibroblasts. (b) Random
forest plot of lipidome, TXNIP Asn203Tyr, Asn86Lysfs*2 and lle215Tyrfs*59 fibroblasts, compared to healthy controls (n=5). TAG: triglycerides,
DAG: diglycerides, LCER: lactosylceramides, HCER: hexosylceramides, SM: sphingomyelins, CER: ceramides, DCER: dihydroceramides.



Supplementary Figure 2
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Supplementary Fig.2: (a) Plasma ketone bodies in Txnip-KO mice and WT littermates. WT mice n=11, Txnip-KO mice n=10. (g) WT mice n=5,
Txnip-KO mice n=7.



