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Figure S1: Evolution of basic nitrogen families for the different hydrotreated samples
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Figure S2: Comparison of the compositions of the nitrogen and sulfur families for the
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Figure S3: PC3-PC4 score plot from ESI(+)-FT-ICR MS analysis and its corresponding

PC 3 (7.53%)
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Figure S4: PC3-PC4 score plot from ESI(-)-FT-ICR MS analysis and its corresponding

loadings plots
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Figure S5: PC1-PC2 and PC3-PC4 scores plots from APPI(+)-FT-ICR MS analysis and
its corresponding loadings plots.
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PC 3 (12.10%)
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