
wt/wt tm1/tm1
0.10

0.12

0.14

0.16

0.18

0.20

0.22
H

ea
rt 

(g
)

*
*

wt/wt tm1/tm1
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

Li
ve

r (
g)

*
**

wt/wt tm1/tm1
0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

Pa
nc

re
as

 (g
) ***

***

wt/wt tm1/tm1
0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

Sp
le

en
 (g

)

Low Fat
High Fat

*

wt/wt tm1/tm1
0.09

0.10

0.11

0.12

0.13

0.14

H
ea

rt 
(g

)

wt/wt tm1/tm1
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

Li
ve

r (
g)

***

wt/wt tm1/tm1
0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

Pa
nc

re
as

 (g
) *

wt/wt tm1/tm1
0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

Sp
le

en
 (g

)

Low Fat
High Fat

*

Male Female

Supplementary Figure 2

Supplementary Figure 2: HF diet compared with LF diet increases male and female Pomcwt/wt and 
Pomctm1/tm1 mouse abdominal organ weights.  Heart, liver, pancreas and spleen weights were measured at 
21-23 weeks post-weaning for mice fed either LF or HF diet from weaning. Data shown as mean ± SEM. for 
male Pomcwt/wt LF, n = 8; male Pomcwt/wt T HF, n = 8; male Pomctm1/tm1 LF, n = 8; male Pomctm1/
tm1 HF, n = 8; female Pomcwt/wt LF n = 7; female Pomcwt/wt HF n = 8 and female Pomctm1/tm1 LF, n = 
8; female Pomctm1/tm1 HF, n = 8. Significant differences were determined using two-way ANOVA and 
Tukey’s post-hoc test. *, p< 0.05; **, p<0.01; ***, p<0.001; ****, p<0.0001




