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Sup. Figure 1. Characterisation of MCF-7TamR cells.

A. Transcript levels of NANOG, OCT4 and SOX2 in MCF-7c¢ and MCF-7TamR
(TamR) cells grown as adherent cells (Adh) or as secondary mammospheres (II MS)
were quantified by real-time PCR and presented as fold induction with MCF-7c¢ value
set as 1 (n = 3). B-C. Plots of one representative experiment of flow cytometry
analysis of the B. CD44*/CD24™" and C. EMA*/CALLA" stem cell populations in
MCF-7c and MCF-7TamR cells grown as adherent cells (Adh) or as secondary
mammospheres (II MS). D. Representative example of flow cytometry analysis of the
CD44/CD24™" stem cell populations in MCF-7¢ and MCF-7TamR cells grown as
primary mammospheres showing the gates to separate the CD44"/CD24"*" and NOT
population (left) and the efficiency of the sorting (centre and right). E. In vitro
migration capacity of MCF7c and MCF-7TamR secondary mammospheres FACS

sorted for CD24 and CD44 (n =4) **p =0.001 by #-test.





