
 1

Supplementary Figure legends 

Figure S1. Expression of MUC1 and MUC1-associated TF in ACA19+/- transfectants. 

Immunoblots of ACA19+/- cell lysates were probed with biotinylated TF-binding peanut 

agglutinin (PNA), B27.29 anti-MUC1 antibody or anti-tubulin antibody. 

Figure S2. Expression of MUC1 in HT29 and HT29-5F7 cells. Higher MUC1 expression 

in HT29-5F7 than in parental HT29 cells. HT-29 and HT29-5F7 cell lysates were probed 

with B27.29 anti-MUC1 antibody, CT-2 anti-MUC1 antibody against the cytoplasmic tail of 

MUC1 (NeoMarkers, Fremont, CA) or anti-β-tubulin antibody.  

Figure S3. Effects of MUC1 and MUC1-galectin-3 interaction on HT29 and HT29-5F7 

cell adhesion to HUVECs. A: HT29-5F7 cells show less adhesion than HT29 cells to 

HUVECs unstimulated or pre-stimulated with 10ng/ml TNFα for 16 hr. Data are expressed as 

total number of the adhered cells/FOV as mean ± SEM from two independent experiments. 

The difference was analysed by unpaired t test. B: Galectin-3 (1µg/ml) treatment increases 

adhesion of HT29-5F7 but not HT29 cells to HUVECs. Data are expressed as percentage of 

the adhered cells compared to that in the controls (mean ± SEM of triplicate determinations 

from three independent experiments). The difference was analysed by paired t test. C: 

Galectin-3-induced cell adhesion was blocked by the presence of galectin-3-binding ligand 

asialo fetuin (ASF). HT29-5F7 cells were treated without or with 1 µg/ml galectin-3 in the 

presence or absence of 20 µg/ml ASF before the assessment of cell adhesion. Data are as 

percentage of the adhered cells compared to that in the controls (mean ± SEM of triplicate 

determinations from six independent experiments). The difference was analysed by ANOVA, 

Newman and Keuls. *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001. 

Table S1. Metastatic foci on the surface of the lungs of the experimental animals. The 

numbers of metastatic foci on the surface of lungs in the two sacrificed experimental animals 
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at day 20, 40, 60 and 80 in each group were counted under a dissecting microscope. The data 

are expressed as mean numbers (the actual numbers for each animal are shown in the 

brackets) of the metastatic foci. It was noted that there were huge variations of the sizes of the 

metastatic foci in each experimental animals.  

 

 

 


