Figure S1: Variable pressure scanning electron microscopy images of
LS1grist-CLO (A) and LStgis7/411-CLO (B). Bar represents 20 um.
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Figure S2: Comparison of the theoretical (x) and experimental CLO
profiles from LS1pig-CLO (A), LStrisr/ar1-CLO, (B), Gel LS 5r-CLO (C)
and Gel LSgs7/a11-CLO (D), The theoretical curves were obtained using

the coefficient calculated by linear regression of the linearized form of
equation (4) (O) and equation (5) (O).



