Characterization of Cultivar Differences of
Blueberry Wines Using GC-QTOF-MS and
Metabolic Profiling Methods
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Figure S1 Example of separation and peak shape of O’Neal blueberry wine using
SPE-GC-QTOF-MS and SPME-GC-QTOF-MS method.
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Figure S2 Mass spectra of unknown peak 1 and 2. The similar pattern indicated they
were possibly isomers.




