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Figure S3. Expression of T-bet and Eomes and activating NK cell receptors in relation to CMV and EBV infection. (A) The
frequency of T-bet'°, T-bet™ and Eomes® cells, as well as the T-bet / Eomes ratio (Tbethi / Eomes®) are shown in CMV EBV~ (gray bars,
n=11/12), CMV EBV" (green bars, n=9/24), CMV'EBV™ (blue bars, n=6/6) and CMV*EBV" (red bars, n=11/14) donors within CD56™
and CD56"°€ NK cell subsets. To test for an effect of CMV and EBV infection we compared T-bet and Eomes expression of each cohort
subgroup and within each cell subset. (B) Cell surface expression of activating NK cell receptors NKG2C and NKG2D and natural
cytotoxicity receptors NKp30, NKp44 and NKp46 in CMV EBV ™ (gray bars, n=11/11), CMV EBV" (green bars, n=9/24), CMV'EBV" (blue
bars, n=6/6) and CMV'EBV" (red bars, n=11/14) donors within CD56°™ and CD56"%8 NK cell subsets. To test for an effect of CMV and
EBV infection we compared expression of activating NK cell receptors and NCRs within each cohort subgroup and for each cell subset.
All experiments were performed on total PBMCs. For parametric data mean + SEM, for non-parametric data median * IQR are shown.
Data were analyzed by Student’s t-test and Mann-Whitney test, respectively. * p<0.05, ** p<0.005, *** p<0.005, ns=not significant.
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