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Supplementary figure S1
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Figure S1. (A) Relative protein level of A238L and 1226R was quantitated by densitometry and
normalized to B—actin (represented by Figure 1A). Next, relative IFN—-3-Luc activity of 1226R to
the activity of A238L was compared by data normalization based on protein expression levels.
Shown is the average normalized luciferase activity from three independent experiments. (B,C)
293T cells were transfected with 3 pg 1226R-Flag plasmid or EV for 24 h and infected with SeV
for 12 h. RT-gPCR analysis were then performed to examine the mRNA levels of 1ISG20 (B),
IFIT1 (C). (D,E) 293T cells were transfected with 3 g 1226R-Flag expression plasmid or EV for
24 h and then transfected with 1 pg/mL of poly(l:C) for 12 h. RT-gPCR analysis was performed
to examine the mRNA levels of IFIT1 (D), IFIT2 (E). (F) 293T cells were co-transfected with 2
g 1226R-Flag plasmid or EV, and with 500 ng cGAS-Flag and 100 ng STING-HA plasmids for
24 h. RT-gPCR analysis was then performed to examine the mRNA levels of 1SG15. (G)
Relative level of p—p65 as quantitated by densitometry and normalized to 3—actin (represented
by Figure 5C). Shown is the average p—p65 protein level from three independent experiments.
(H) 293T cells were transfected 3 pg 1226R-Flag or EV for 24 h and infected with SeV for 12 h.
Western blotting was then performed to detect CDK4. All the results are expressed as the
means + standard deviation from three independent experiments. Statistical analysis was
performed using the Student’s t-test. *, P<0.05; **, P<0.01.



