Supplemental Figure 1
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Supplementary Figure 1: The false positive expression of Neu5Gc on pig PBMCs
was caused by Rabbit anti-Chicken IgY/Alexa Flour 555 antibody. Blank histograms
represent negative controls that were unstained cells (Left). Pig PBMC was only stained
with Rabbit anti-Chicken IgY/Alexa Flour 555 antibody (Middle). Pig PBMC was stained
with purified chicken anti-Neu5Gc antibody and then stained with Rabbit anti-Chicken
IgY/Alexa Flour 555 antibody (Right).



