= 1,2-Rha (p) = 1,2,4-Rha (p)

u t-Fuc (p) wt-Ara (f)

m t-Ara (p) m1,2-Ara (f)

m 1,3-Ara (f) m1,5-Ara (f)

m 1,3,5-Ara(f) m1,2,5-Ara(f)

u t-Xyl (p) m1,2-Xyi (p)

= 1,4-Xvl (p) = 1,2,4-Xvi (p)

n1,3,4-Xv (p) 1,2,3,4-Xyl (p)

= t-Man (p) w1,4-Man (p)

u1.4,6-Man (p) mt-Glc (p)

m 1,3-Glc (p) = 1,4-Glc (p)

m1,3,4-Glc(p) m1,2,4-Glc(p)

» 1,4,6-Glc (p) 2 1,3,4,6Gic (p)

t-Gal (p) 1,3-Gal(p)

» 1,2-Gal(p) ~ 14-Gal(p)

m 1,6-Gal (p) m1,4,6-Gal (p)

m 1.3,6-Gal (p) m1,3,4,6Gal (p)
> m t-Glc A(p) mt-Gal Alp)
d5 clv3-2  .14cGalAp)

©134-GalAp)

40
s W32 ncsld3s/- csidSclv-2
30
£25
$ 3
S 15
10 I I
I II II N II T |
g SR S A . A
& SRS ~X~° FF ¢
\ 2 R\ N
& ,\@ & ¢ & &

Figure S5. Comparison of polysaccharide composition between c/v3 and csld clv3 SAMs. Related to
Figure 4. (A) Chart showing relative quantities of individual linkages in each type of wall. Note that
¢sld3 csld5 clv3-2 did not give rise to an inflorescence SAM. Instead plants heterozygous for CSLD3
(CSLD3/csld3 csid5 clv3-2) yielded SAMs from growth-retarded plants that were harvested for linkage

analysis. (B) Bar chart showing calculated polysaccharide content in each wall type.



