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Figure S3. EMSA analysis of His9-PigP and MBP-HexS with promoters of interest.
A) His9-PigP exhibited a gel shift of the pigP promoter but not the swrW or hexS
promoters. B) MPB-HexS retarded migration of pig4 and swrW promoters (positive
controls), but not the pswP promoter (negative control) or the sexS promoter. MBP
alone did not induce a gel shift of any promoter. Excess unlabeled promoter DNA could
compete successfully for MPB-HexS binding to pig4 and swri promoters. Biotin-
labeled promoters (Label. Promoter) were used at 2 ng per reaction and unlabeled
promoters (Unlab promoter) were used at 500 ng per reaction.



