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Legends
Figure S1. The acute effects on luciferase activity of target compounds (4h, 4i, 4n, 4p and 10g)

Figure S2. The ICso bar graphs of target compounds (4h, 4i, 4n, 4p and 10g)

Figure S3. The cell viability of target compounds in LX2 cells (4h, 4i, 4n, 4p and 10g)
Figure S4. The cell viability of target compounds in HepG2 cells (4h, 4i, 4n, 4p and 10g)
Table S1. P values of the RT-PCR of target compounds in Figure 2.

Table S2. P values of the western blot intensity of target compounds in Figure 3.
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Figure S1. The acute effects on luciferase activity of target compounds (4h, 4i, 4n, 4p and 10g)
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Figure S2. The ICso bar graphs of target compounds (4h, 4i, 4n, 4p and 10g)
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Figure S3. The cell viability of target compounds in LX2 cells (4h, 4i, 4n, 4p and 10g)
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Figure S4. The cell viability of target compounds in HepG2 cells (4h, 4i, 4n, 4p and 10g)



Table S1. P values of the RT-PCR of target compounds.

P value
Code C (uM)
COL1A1 TGE-B
TGF-B 2 ng/mL 0.01¢ 0.01
- 6 0.003 ¢ 0.03¢
n+TGF-pa
P 12 0.002 ¢ 0.03¢
— 6 0.003¢ 0.01¢
+ =|Ha
P P 12 0.001¢ 0.03¢
4i+TGF-pe 12 0.004¢ 0.02¢

aThe concentration of TGF-f was 2 ng/mL;? compared to that of control group; cas compared to that of
TGEF-{1 group.

Table S2. P values of the western blot intensity of target compounds.

Code C (uM) of P value

compounds COL1A1 TGEFE-B a-SMA

0 0.001°? 0.011°? 0.04°?

4n+TGEF-fe 6 0.202 ¢ 0.177 ¢ 0.02¢
12 0.001 ¢ 0.003 ¢ 0.001 ¢

0.018°? 0.030°? 0.04°

4p+TGEF-p= 6 0.162¢ 0.433 ¢ 0.02¢

12 0.034 ¢ 0.001 ¢ 0.01¢

aThe concentration of TGF-f was 2 ng/mL;* compared to that of control group; cas compared to that of
TGF-B1 group.



