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C3GR mean

STDEV

0,138597265 0,14193806 0,141624 0,002882

C3GR mean
0,115445132 0,114942592 0,113915

stdev
0,00223

Unpaired T test was performed
between the means of the two
growth rates

T2- 20t day and T1- 9t day

Unpaired t test with Welch's correction
P value 0,0003
P value summary Fokk
Significantly different (P < 0.(Yes
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One way ANOVA was performed on the Mean values of Growth rate of Control and radiation exposed cultures, with T2 as

20t day and T1 as 9t" day
Table S2
Sidak's multple comparisons test  MeanDiff, ~ 95,00% Clofdiff,  Signficant? Summary - Adjusted P Valug Sidak's multple comparisons test ~ Mean Diff, 95,00% Clof iff, - Signficant? Summary Adjusted P Vlue
Cvs. 900 Gy 0,00131 -0,02086t00,02348  No ns 0,9975 Cvs.900 0,8085-0,07661t0 1,694  No ns 00739
Cvs. 2100 Gy -0,02146 -0,04363 0 0,0007138 No ns 0,05/8 Cvs. 2100 0,7955 -0,08962t0 1,681  No ns 0079

C vs. 5000 Gy 001193 -00341t00,01024  No ns 03743 Cvs. 5000 10190,1341101,904  Yes ¥ 0,025
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HYDROPHILIC P6

Dunn's multiple
comparisons test

Cvs. 900 Gy
Cvs. 2100 Gy
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Significant?
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>0,9999
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>0,9999
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P2 GSH
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CAROTENOIDS

Fig. S11
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P6 PC
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-1,667 No

1,667 No
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>0,9999
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0,1246
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Adjusted P Value
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Fig. S15

large insertion

ycf4 1 273
-MMQAGMTCTTTGCCMTGTGMCTGTMTATHTRTTTATGTTTGCTTH}"LC
SD
AAAGCATGATCTTTAGAAAATCCCGAGGAACGTTCTCAARTG
SD psbD1

1l = +GTGCGAG
2 = +G

3 = +TAGGAGTGAAATAAGGCTGCAATGCCTGAAATAACCTCCTA



Fig. S16

(2100 Gy)
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Fig. S17

(5000 Gy)
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