SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIALS
Table S1: Relative quantification of identified metabolites with VIP values ≥1.0 in S. jambos leaves extracts
Figure S1: Representative 1H-NMR (500 MHz) spectra of S. jambos leaves extracted with 0%, 50%, 70% and absolute ethanol.
Figure S2: 2D-NMR 1H (J-resolved) spectrum of S. jambos leaves extracted with 100% ethanol at spectral region from δ 3.35-4.55
Figure S3: 2D-NMR 1H (TOCSY) spectrum of S. jambos leaves extract at spectral region from A: δ 0.7-2.2, B: δ 5.4-6.9
Figure S4: 2D-NMR 1H (HSQC) spectrum of S. jambos leaves extract at spectral region from A: δ 0.4-3.5, B: δ 6.15-7.55
Figure S5: 2D-NMR 1H (HMBC) spectrum of S. jambos leaves extract at spectral region from δ 6.60-7.24
Figure S6: Total ion chromatogram of 70% ethanolic leaf extract of S. jambos 
Figure S7: Permutation plots of PLS for (a) DPPH (b) NO radicals scavenging (c) anti-α-amylase and (d) anti-α-glucosidase activities.
Figure S8: Regression analysis of PLS for (a) DPPH (b) NO radicals scavenging (c) anti-α-amylase and (d) anti-α-glucosidase activities.

Table S1: Relative quantification of identified metabolites with VIP values ≥1.0 in S. jambos leaves extracts
	Metabolites
	Concentration relative to TSP (mM)

	
	0%
	50%
	70%
	Absolute

	Bergenin derivatives
	0.0172 ± 0.001a
	0.0149 ± 0.001b
	0.0172 ± 0.001a
	0.0140 ± 0.001b

	Choline
	0.2293 ± 0.001a
	0.0210 ± 0.001b
	0.2161 ± 0.001ab
	0.0143 ± 0.001c

	Di-HHDP glucose
	0.0331 ± 0.002a
	0.0293 ± 0.001b
	0.0324 ± 0.002a
	0.0256 ± 0.002c

	Friedelin
	0.0016 ± 0.000a
	0.0038 ± 0.000b
	0.0047 ± 0.001c
	0.0087 ± 0.000d

	Lupeol
	0.0020 ± 0.000a
	0.0040 ± 0.000b
	0.0042 ± 0.000b
	0.0055 ± 0.000c

	Myrigalone G
	0.0244 ± 0.002a
	0.1341 ± 0.039bc
	0.1486 ± 0.016c
	0.1086 ± 0.026b

	Pomolic acid
	0.0042 ± 0.000a
	0.0043 ± 0.000a
	0.0047 ± 0.000a
	0.0239 ± 0.005b

	Stigmasterol 3-O-β-glucoside
	0.0106 ± 0.002a
	0.0092 ± 0.002a
	0.0101 ± 0.002a
	0.0114 ± 0.003a

	Tellimagrandin II
	0.0120 ± 0.001a
	0.0398 ± 0.002b
	0.0441 ± 0.003c
	0.0323 ± 0.003d

	Trigalloyl glucose
	0.0187 ± 0.001a
	0.0161 ± 0.001b
	0.0165 ± 0.001b
	0.0131 ± 0.001c

	Valine
	0.0085 ± 0.001a
	0.0093 ± 0.000a
	0.0102 ± 0.001a
	0.0680 ± 0.009b

	Vescalin
	0.0249 ± 0.001ab
	0.0243 ± 0.001b
	0.0269 ± 0.002a
	0.0214 ± 0.002c

	α-glucose
	0.0123 ± 0.001a
	0.0121 ± 0.000a
	0.0134 ± 0.001b
	0.0103 ± 0.001c


The results are expressed as mean ± standard deviation of six replicates. Means with different superscript letters are significantly different (p < 0.05).

[image: ]Figure S1: Representative 1H-NMR (500 MHz) spectra of S. jambos leaves extracted with 0%, 50%, 70% and absolute ethanol
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Figure S2: 2D-NMR 1H (J-resolved) spectrum of S. jambos leaves extract at spectral region from δ 3.35-4.55
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Figure S3: 2D-NMR 1H (TOCSY) spectrum of S. jambos leaves extract at spectral region from A: δ 0.7-2.2, B: δ 5.4-6.9
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Figure S4: 2D-NMR 1H (HSQC) spectrum of S. jambos leaves extract at spectral region from A: δ 0.4-3.5, B: δ 6.15-7.55
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Figure S5: 2D-NMR 1H (HMBC) spectrum of S. jambos leaves extract at spectral region from δ 6.60-7.24
Figure S6: Total ion chromatogram of 70% ethanolic leaf extract of S. jambos [image: ] 
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Figure S7: Permutation plots of PLS for (a) DPPH (b) NO radicals scavenging (c) anti-α-amylase and (d) anti-α-glucosidase activities.
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Figure S8: Regression analysis of PLS for (a) DPPH (b) NO radicals scavenging (c) anti-α-amylase and (d) anti-α-glucosidase activities.
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