Supplementary information, Figure S11
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Fig. S11 Cell surface expression levels of wild-type CaSR and CaSR mutants. Cell
surface expression of receptor mutants were determined by flow cytometry. Cell surface
expression of each full-length CaSR mutant was not significantly different from the
wild-type receptor. The data represent means = SD from 3 independent experiments.
Data were analyzed using one-way analysis of variance and Dunnett’s post-test in which

each mutant was compared to the wild-type receptor (WT CaSR).



