
 
Figure S1. Content of CY-09 in NTg and NTg + CY-09 mice brains. 

 
Figure S2. Fluorescence intensity of GLUT4 in NTg, NTg + CY-09, 3×Tg-
AD and 3×Tg-AD + CY-09 mice (n=6, mean ± SD, one-way ANOVA and 
Bonferroni post hoc test; * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01 vs. NTg mice, & p < 0.05, &&& 
p < 0.001 vs. NTg + CY-09 mice, ## p < 0.01 vs. 3×Tg-AD mice). 



 
Figure S3. Fluorescence intensity of (a) IR and (b) p-IR in NTg, NTg + 
CY-09, 3×Tg-AD and 3×Tg-AD + CY-09 mice (n=6, mean ± SD, one-way 
ANOVA and Bonferroni post hoc test; ** p < 0.01 vs. NTg mice, && p < 
0.01 vs. NTg + CY-09 mice, # p < 0.05 vs. 3×Tg-AD mice). 

 
Figure S4. Fluorescence intensity of Aβ (6E10) in (a) CA3 region and (b) 
cortex of NTg, NTg + CY-09, 3×Tg-AD and 3×Tg-AD + CY-09 mice (n=6, 
mean ± SD, one-way ANOVA and Bonferroni post hoc test; * p < 0.05 vs. 
NTg mice, & p < 0.05 vs. NTg + CY-09 mice, # p < 0.05, ## p < 0.01 vs. 3×Tg-
AD mice). 



 
Figure S5. Fluorescence intensity of p-tau-S404 in (a) CA3 region and (b) 
cortex of NTg, NTg + CY-09, 3×Tg-AD and 3×Tg-AD + CY-09 mice (n=6, 
mean ± SD, one-way ANOVA and Bonferroni post hoc test; * p < 0.05 vs. 
NTg mice, & p < 0.05 vs. NTg + CY-09 mice, ## p < 0.01 vs. 3×Tg-AD mice). 


