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Supplementary Figure 1. SAR summary diagram
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Supplementary Figure 2. Exemplar compound numbering schemes
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Supplementary Figure 3. Intracellular T. cruzi rate-of-kill profiles.
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Rate-of-kill against intracellular T. cruzi amastigotes was determined as described. Plots show Kill
profiles over 96 h at ten compound concentrations (shown on right in uM). Concentrations at which

host cell toxicity was seen are represented by dotted lines.



Supplementary Table 1. Comparison of regioisomeric thiazoles from Tidwell et al.? and the current

work (RHS modifications).
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Supplementary Table 1 continued...
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Supplementary Table 2. Comparison of regioisomeric thiazoles from Tidwell et al.? and the current

work (LHS modifications).
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Supplementary Table 2 continued...
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