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Figure S1. (A) Number of identified lipid subgroups and lipid molecules in this
experiment and (B) percentage composition of lipid content in each lipid class. (C) Scatter
plot of OPLS-DA model for three groups, (D) heatmap analysis for lipid composition in
three groups, and (E) coverage of lipids in all three comparisons
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Figure S2. Correlation between clinical parameters and levels of discriminated lipids
between SCZ and HC (A), MDD and HC (B), and SCZ and MDD (C).



