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Locally anchoring enzymes to tissues via
extracellular glycan recognition
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Success of enzymes as drugs requires that they persist within target tissues over ther-

apeutically effective time frames. Here we report a general strategy to anchor enzymes at

injection sites via fusion to galectin-3 (G3), a carbohydrate-binding protein. Fusing G3 to

luciferase extended bioluminescence in subcutaneous tissue to ~7 days, whereas unmodified

luciferase was undetectable within hours. Engineering G3-luciferase fusions to self-assemble

into a trimeric architecture extended bioluminescence in subcutaneous tissue to 14 days, and

intramuscularly to 3 days. The longer local half-life of the trimeric assembly was likely due to

its higher carbohydrate-binding affinity compared to the monomeric fusion. G3 fusions and

trimeric assemblies lacked extracellular signaling activity of wild-type G3 and did not accu-

mulate in blood after subcutaneous injection, suggesting low potential for deleterious off-site

effects. G3-mediated anchoring to common tissue glycans is expected to be broadly

applicable for improving local pharmacokinetics of various existing and emerging enzyme

drugs.
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Presently, ~15% of all Food and Drug Administration
(FDA)-approved proteins are enzymes used to treat various
diseases, including lysosomal storage disorders1, immuno-

deficiency2, leukemia3, hemophilia B4, and thrombosis5. Despite
these notable successes, however, many attractive enzyme drug
candidates fail in clinical trials due to unfavorable pharmacoki-
netics, pharmacodynamics, and safety profiles. For example,
agalsidase alfa demonstrates widely varying pharmacokinetics6,
which requires frequent dosing that can lead to anti-drug anti-
body production7. A tumor-targeting variant of carboxypeptidase
G2, a chemoprotective agent and chemotherapeutic pro-drug
activator, has not been approved due to its immunogenicity8.
Likewise, factor IX replacement therapy for hemophilia B is
hindered by anti-drug antibodies that increase with the extent of
mutation of the patient’s factor IX gene9. Thus strategies to
improve enzyme pharmacokinetics, pharmacodynamics, and
safety profiles by extending half-life, increasing target site accu-
mulation, and minimizing immunogenicity hold promise for
increasing the number of FDA-approved enzyme drugs.

Various chemical modifications can extend enzyme half-life or
increase accumulation within target tissues. For example, mod-
ifying enzymes with hydrophilic polymers (e.g., poly(ethylene
glycol, PEG) or dextran) can extend half-life in circulation by
increasing drug hydrodynamic radius to prevent renal clearance
and by masking proteolytic degradation sites10,11, as seen for
Pegadamase and Pegaspargase12. However, modification with
hydrophilic polymers does not promote enzyme accumulation at
target sites within solid tissues and therefore is largely limited to
enzymes that are effective in systemic circulation. Additionally,
PEG and dextran conjugates may be immunogenic and can
dramatically reduce enzyme drug activity13,14. Encapsulating
enzymes within controlled-release vehicles or immobilizing them
onto solid-phase carriers that can be introduced into a target
tissue can extend the duration of localized biocatalysis, although
the fabrication processes and degradation products of carriers and
vehicles often greatly diminish enzyme catalytic activity15. Link-
ing enzymes to antibodies or fragments thereof can increase
accumulation within target tissues16. However, successful
antibody-mediated targeting requires an antigen that is exclu-
sively expressed by the target tissue, such as tumor antigens17, as
well as effective transport of relatively large antibody–enzyme
conjugates over endothelial barriers, which is facilitated by the
enhanced permeability and retention effect of tumor vasculature.
Additionally, recombinant fusions of enzymes and single-chain
antibodies are limited by weak binding affinity due to the lack of
multivalent avidity effects, poor production efficiency, and
potential immunogenicity16,17. In contrast, covalent conjugation
of enzymes to whole antibodies affords limited control of drug
stoichiometry and orientation, which together can diminish
activity18,19. Finally, modifying enzymes with carbohydrates that
recognize specific cell surface receptors has proven effective for
increasing drug accumulation within target cell populations, as
exemplified with Cerezyme used to treat Gaucher disease20.
However, carbohydrate-mediated targeting can also lead to
accumulation within non-target tissues, such as the liver and
spleen, as seen for α-galactosidase A used to treat Fabry disease6.
New strategies to enhance enzyme retention within tissues that
address the practical limitations of targeted-mediated or vehicle-
mediated delivery would afford significant opportunities to
improve the therapeutic efficacy of many existing and emerging
enzyme drugs.

Previous reports demonstrate that engineering growth factors
or antibodies to bind extracellular matrix (ECM) proteins can
increase their local retention in vitro and in vivo21–24. Herein we
describe an alternative approach to prolong enzyme retention
within tissues via recombinant fusion to human galectin-3

(G3) (Fig. 1a). G3 is a protein that binds to β-galactoside gly-
cans, such as N-acetyllactosamine (LacNAc), as well as several
glycosaminoglycans (GAGs), which are abundant within the
extracellular space of mammalian tissues25,26. Extracellular G3
can modulate cell adhesion, migration, proliferation, differentia-
tion, and death during various healthy and pathological processes
by crosslinking cell surface glycoproteins into lattices27. Here we
proposed to use G3 as a fusion domain to endow enzymes with
affinity for extracellular carbohydrates to restrict their diffusion
through the extracellular space (Fig. 1b–c), analogous to growth
factor binding to ECM GAGs and proteins28,29. Thus we expect
that enzyme–G3 fusions anchored to an injection site will be
retained locally for a longer duration than freely diffusible
enzymes, thereby leading to extended pharmacokinetics . Fusion
to the N-terminus was chosen because the carbohydrate-
recognition domain (CRD) of G3 is encoded by the C-terminal
portion of the protein, while the N-terminal domain (NTD) is an
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Fig. 1 Design of G3 fusion proteins to locally anchor enzymes to tissues via
extracellular glycan binding. a–c Schematic of recombinant enzymes fused
with galectin-3 (i.e., enzyme-G3 fusion protein), which are anchored to an
injection site via binding to cell surface and extracellular matrix (ECM)
glycans. d Monomeric fusion protein consisting of an enzyme linked to the
N-terminal domain of galectin-3 via a flexible peptide linker. e Trimeric
nanoassembly formed by inserting the TT domain between the enzyme and
G3 domains. The trimeric nanoassembly has higher glycan-binding affinity
than the monomeric fusion protein due to multivalent avidity effects. PDB
ID: 253L [10.2210/pdb253L/pdb] (generic enzyme), 2O7H [10.2210/
pdb2O7H/pdb] (generic coiled-coil), and 5NF7 [10.2210/pdb5NF7/pdb]
(carbohydrate-recognition domain of galectin-3)
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intrinsically disordered domain thought to be involved in G3 self-
association into higher-ordered oligomers30. Notably, G3 variants
lacking the NTD retain carbohydrate-binding affinity yet lack
wild-type (WT-G3) activity as an extracellular signal31,32. Thus
we envisioned that fusing an enzyme to the G3 NTD would
endow carbohydrate-binding affinity yet may also inactivate or
alter native biological activities of G3 by disrupting its self-
association into oligomers. G3 is an ideal fusion partner because it
lacks disulfide bridges, does not require posttranslational mod-
ifications, and is relatively small. Finally, the extracellular car-
bohydrates recognized by G3 are highly conserved across
mammalian species, suggesting that this anchoring strategy will
be amenable for human and animal use without requiring sig-
nificant redesign.

To characterize the carbohydrate-binding properties, bioac-
tivity, and in vivo pharmacokinetics of G3 fusions, we created
different constructs in which proteins, such as the bioluminescent
reporter NanoLuc™ luciferase (NL)33, were linked to the N-
terminus of G3. The first, which we define as a monomeric fusion
protein, consisted of a protein connected to G3 via a flexible
linker peptide (Fig. 1d). The second consisted of a protein con-
nected to G3 via a linker peptide that forms a three-stranded α-
helical coiled-coil, referred to as TriggerTrimer (TT), which was
previously developed via site-specific mutation of the GCN4
leucine zipper (i.e., GCN4-pM3)34. Protein-TT-G3 fusions were
designed to self-assemble into a nano-scale structure having three
protein and three G3 domains via the TT domain, which we
define as a trimeric nanoassembly (Fig. 1e). The increased G3
avidity of protein-TT-G3 nanoassemblies confers higher
carbohydrate-binding affinity, which anchors the enzyme to an
injection site for a longer duration than monomeric G3 fusions.

Results
Expression of G3 fusion proteins. To characterize the expres-
sion, assembly, and activity of G3 fusions, we created different
constructs in which NL (~19 kDa), superfolder green fluorescent
protein (GFP) (~27 kDa), or chondroitinase ABC I (ChABC)
(~115 kDa) (i.e., small, medium, and large proteins, respectively)
were linked to the N-terminus of G3 or TT (Fig. 2a). All fusion
proteins were expressed and recovered from Escherichia coli in
the soluble fraction at up to mg/L yields. Electrophoretic mobi-
lities of these proteins under denaturing conditions were con-
sistent with their theoretical denatured molecular weights (MWs),
which ranged from 47.4 kDa for NL-G3 to 146.2 kDa for ChABC-
TT-G3 (Supplementary Figure 1). The hydrodynamic size of each
trimeric nanoassembly determined under native conditions via
size-exclusion chromatography (SEC) was larger than its
respective monomeric fusion, as indicated by a smaller elution
volume (Fig. 2b). The empirical native MWs of each trimeric
nanoassembly and fusion protein, which were determined from
their elution volume, were consistent with native theoretical MWs
(Supplementary Table 1). Hydrodynamic diameters, as deter-
mined via dynamic light scattering (DLS) number-weighted size
distribution, were larger for each nanoassembly when compared
to its respective monomeric fusion protein and increased as the
MW of the enzyme increased (i.e., NL-G3 < GFP-G3 < ChABC-
G3) (Fig. 2c). The DLS distribution demonstrated that mono-
meric fusion proteins and nanoassemblies were predominantly
between 0 and 20 nm in diameter, suggesting that their tendency
for non-specific aggregation in solution was low (Supplementary
Figures 33–52). Consistent with this, protein concentration was
similar before and after filtration through a 0.2-micron syringe
filter (Supplementary Figures 16 and 27–32). Protein activities
were evaluated for both monomeric fusion proteins and trimeric
nanoassemblies when the concentration of the enzyme or GFP

domain was held constant (Fig. 2d). NL-G3 and NL-TT-G3
produced comparable bioluminescence to equimolar quantities of
wild-type NL (WT-NL) in the presence of the NL substrate fur-
imazine (Supplementary Figure 2), similar to previously reported
soluble NL fusion proteins35. Likewise, GFP-G3 and GFP-TT-G3
produced comparable fluorescence when the GFP concentration
was held constant, while ChABC-G3 and ChABC-TT-G3
demonstrated comparable catalytic activity for degrading chon-
droitin sulfate (CS)-A (Fig. 2d). Collectively, these data demon-
strated that active proteins with a broad range of MWs can be
expressed as G3 fusions in microbial hosts and assembled into
trimeric nanoassemblies via the TT domain.

Carbohydrate-binding properties of G3 fusion proteins. We
then compared the lactose binding properties of wild-type G3
(WT-G3), monomeric G3 fusion proteins, and trimeric G3
nanoassemblies using lactose affinity chromatography (Supple-
mentary Figure 3). WT-G3 and monomeric G3 fusion proteins
eluted from the column at a comparable concentration of soluble
lactose indicating that they had similar binding affinity for
immobilized lactose. In contrast, trimeric G3 nanoassemblies
eluted with much broader profiles shifted to higher soluble lactose
concentrations, corresponding with a higher apparent binding
affinity for immobilized lactose than WT-G3 and monomeric
fusions.

Next, we used NL luminescence and GFP fluorescence to
characterize binding of monomeric fusion proteins and trimeric
nanoassemblies to different surface-adsorbed ECM glycoproteins
and proteoglycans, collectively referred to as glycoconjugates. We
first compared fusion protein binding to surface-adsorbed
asialofetuin (ASF), laminin, and collagen IV that are decorated
with β-galactosides25,36, aggrecan that is decorated with G3-
binding CS GAGs26, and collagen I that is minimally glycosylated
and not an observed G3 ligand25,37. More trimeric nanoassem-
blies bound to surfaces coated with ASF, laminin, collagen IV,
and aggrecan than control surfaces lacking adsorbed glycoconju-
gates, and this binding was inhibited by soluble LacNAc
suggesting that it was mediated by specific interactions between
glycans on adsorbed glycoconjugates and the CRD of G3
(Fig. 3a–c). Likewise, no binding of NL-TT-G3 or GFP-TT-G3
to collagen I was observed, further suggesting that binding was
specifically mediated by interactions between glycoconjugates and
the CRD of G3 (Fig. 3a, b). No significant binding was detected
for monomeric fusion proteins incubated with adsorbed glyco-
conjugates at an equivalent concentration of NL or GFP as the
trimeric nanoassemblies (Fig. 3a, b). However, NL-G3 and GFP-
G3 could be visualized bound to laminin at higher concentrations
and this binding was also inhibited by soluble LacNAc suggesting
that it was mediated by specific interactions between laminin
glycans and the G3 CRD (Fig. 3c). Collectively, these data
demonstrate that G3 fusion proteins and nanoassemblies
specifically recognize glycoconjugates decorated with G3-
binding glycans and that nanoassemblies may have higher
binding affinity than monomeric fusions, as reflected by their
greater extent of binding.

To further characterize the binding affinity of monomeric
fusion proteins and trimeric nanoassemblies for different
glycoconjugates, we evaluated competitive inhibition of their
binding to ASF by soluble LacNAc, as well as their saturation
binding profile for surface-adsorbed ASF and laminin. Higher
concentrations of LacNAc were required to inhibit binding of
NL-TT-G3 to adsorbed ASF when compared to NL-G3 (Fig. 3d).
Likewise, more GFP-TT-G3 bound to ASF or laminin than GFP-
G3 over a range of GFP concentrations, with GFP-TT-G3
approaching saturation at ~2 µM while GFP-G3 did not reach
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saturation up to 10 µM (Fig. 3e). Scatchard analysis of these
saturating binding data suggested that GFP-G3 interactions with
adsorbed glycoconjugates were non-cooperative, which was
expected because the monomeric fusion protein only has one
CRD (Supplementary Figure 4). The (1:1) dissociation constant
(KD) of GFP-G3 for ASF and laminin was predicted to be 11.2
and 5.6 µM, respectively, where these differences likely reflect

differences in the number of glycans conjugated to ASF versus
laminin or the amount of each glycoprotein adsorbed onto the
surface. In contrast, Scatchard analysis suggested positive
cooperativity for GFP-TT-G3 interactions with ASF and laminin
glycans (Supplementary Figure 4), indicating that two or three
CRDs of the trimeric nanoassembly may be bound simulta-
neously, which precluded accurate estimation of NL-TT-G3 KD
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for ASF and laminin. Taken together with the apparent binding
affinity of monomeric fusions and trimeric nanoassemblies for
immobilized lactose (Supplementary Figure 3), these observations
supported our overall hypothesis that multivalent avidity effects
can endow trimeric nanoassemblies with higher apparent
carbohydrate-binding affinity than monovalent fusion proteins.

Next, we compared binding of NL-G3 and NL-TT-G3 to
various sulfated GAGs that are known to bind WT-G326.
Specifically, we used a competition assay in which NL-G3 or
NL-TT-G3 was first mixed with CS-A, CS-B, CS-C, or heparin
and then added to laminin-coated plates. All GAGs competitively
inhibited NL-TT-G3 and NL-G3 binding to laminin, albeit to
different extents, and the percentage of NL-TT-G3 bound to
GAG versus laminin was greater than that for NL-G3 in all cases
(Supplementary Figure 5). We expected that NL-G3 and NL-TT-
G3 would be resistant to non-specific interactions with anionic
GAGs due to their net charges of −6 and -5 at neutral pH,
respectively. Likewise, as shown in Fig. 3a, b, soluble LacNAc
inhibited NL-TT-G3 and GFP-TT-G3 binding to aggrecan,
suggesting that trimeric nanoassemblies specifically recognize
CS GAGs. Thus, taken together, these data demonstrated that
NL-G3 and NL-TT-G3 recognize various GAGs that are known
to bind WT-G3, although with different apparent affinities likely
due to differences in their carbohydrate composition or sulfation
profile. These data also suggested a propensity for NL-TT-G3 to
remain bound to the first ligand it encountered. Importantly,
these results further supported our hypothesis that avidity effects
can endow G3 nanoassemblies with higher relative binding
affinity for carbohydrates than monomeric fusion proteins.

Finally, to determine whether the observed increase in NL-TT-
G3 carbohydrate-binding affinity was due solely to avidity effects
or was due in part to perturbation of G3 conformation, we
characterized binding of soluble, monovalent lactose or LacNAc
to NL-TT-G3, NL-G3, and WT-G3 using tryptophan fluores-
cence quenching. Unexpectedly, the LacNAc:NL-TT-G3 KD and
the LacNAc:NL-G3 KD were approximately five- and two-fold
lower than the LacNAc:G3 KD, respectively (Fig. 3f). Further-
more, the lactose:NL-TT-G3 KD was significantly lower than that
of both NL-G3 and WT-G3, which were not statistically different
from each other (Supplementary Figure 6), and were consistent
with previous reports for G3 and G3 fusions25,38. This may be
due to regulation of the G3 CRD by its NTD. Some studies
suggest that the NTD can mask the CRD39,40, while others
suggest that transient intramolecular interactions between the
NTD and CRD of WT-G3 can diminish carbohydrate binding41.
Consistent with this, some G3 fragments with truncated NTDs
demonstrated significantly higher affinity for carbohydrates than
WT-G342,43. We postulate that NTD fusion to NL or TT may
hinder NTD–CRD interactions, thereby increasing G3 affinity for
LacNAc. Additionally, steric hindrance imposed by NL-TT-G3
oligomerization may further prevent NTD–CRD interactions,
resulting in NL-TT-G3 having higher LacNAc and lactose-
binding affinity. Although the actual molecular mechanism
underlying this phenomenon remains unknown, our observations
suggest that increased apparent affinity of NL-TT-G3 for
extracellular glycoconjugates is likely due to both multivalent
avidity effects and increased monovalent carbohydrate-binding
affinity.

Extracellular signaling activity of G3 fusion proteins. Extra-
cellular WT-G3 can induce apoptosis of T cells, indicated by
phosphatidylserine exposure, loss of metabolic activity, perme-
ability to propidium iodide (PI), and DNA fragmentation44,
which could be a deleterious immunosuppressive side effect of
enzyme–G3 fusion proteins. We used a combination of assays to

compare changes in Jurkat T cell behavior induced by WT-G3,
NL-G3, and NL-TT-G3. Jurkat T cells treated with NL-G3 and
NL-TT-G3 produced luminescence in the presence of furimazine
(Fig. 4a), while cells treated with GFP-G3 and GFP-TT-G3 pro-
duced fluorescence (Fig. 4b), demonstrating that both fusion
proteins and nanoassemblies bound to cell surface glycans.
Notably, significantly more trimeric nanoassemblies bound to
Jurkat T cells than monomeric fusion proteins (Fig. 4c), con-
sistent with glycoconjugate-binding data (Fig. 3a, b, d, e). As
expected, WT-G3 induced Jurkat T cell agglutination (Fig. 4d),
exposure of phosphatidylserine, and permeability to PI (Supple-
mentary Figures 7-8), as well as metabolic activity loss (Fig. 4e),
collectively indicating that WT-G3 decreased Jurkat T cell via-
bility. In contrast, neither NL-G3 nor NL-TT-G3 induced Jurkat
T cell agglutination nor metabolic activity loss at an equimolar G3
dose (Fig. 4d, e). Interestingly, Jurkat T cells treated with NL-G3
were negative for phosphatidylserine exposure and demonstrated
comparable PI permeability to untreated cells, whereas cells
treated with NL-TT-G3 were positive for phosphatidylserine
exposure, yet demonstrated comparable PI permeability to
untreated cells (Supplementary Figures 7-8). Although often
taken as an early marker of apoptosis, WT-G3 has been shown to
induce non-apoptotic phosphatidylserine exposure on MOLT-4
leukemic T cells44, characterized by Annexin V positive/PI
negative cells, and phosphatidylserine exposure independent of
apoptosis has been reported for activated CD8+ T cells45. The
comparable metabolic activity of Jurkat T cells treated with NL-
TT-G3 and untreated cells suggests that phosphatidylserine
exposure may not be an accurate determinant of early apoptosis
in this model. Thus these data demonstrate that G3 fusions and
nanoassemblies do not share WT-G3 activity for inducing Jurkat
T cell agglutination, membrane permeability, and loss of meta-
bolic activity, although NL-TT-G3 can induce phosphatidylserine
exposure.

In addition to inducing apoptosis, lower concentrations of
WT-G3 can also induce Jurkat T cell secretion of interleukin (IL)-
246, a cytokine that can promote differentiation of effector and
memory T cell populations upon antigen recognition. Jurkat
T cells treated with WT-G3 secreted significantly more IL-2 than
untreated cells (phosphate-buffered saline (PBS)) or cells treated
with WT-G3 plus lactose inhibitor (Fig. 4f). In contrast, Jurkat
T cells treated with NL-G3 and NL-TT-G3 secreted comparable
amounts of IL-2 as untreated cells or cells treated with NL-G3 or
NL-TT-G3 plus lactose inhibitor. Thus NL-G3 and NL-TT-G3
lacked the activity of WT-G3 for inducing Jurkat T cell IL-2
secretion.

The observation that NL-G3 and NL-TT-G3 bound to Jurkat
T cells, yet had diminished activity for inducing cell agglutination,
loss of metabolic activity, and IL-2 secretion when compared to
WT-G3 may be due to the fused cargo on the NTD of G3. WT-
G3 can self-associate into oligomers upon binding glycoproteins
via interactions involving its NTD47,48, and one proposed
mechanism of G3 activation of outside–in signaling is through
cell surface glycoprotein clustering via these oligomers49. Prior
reports demonstrated that G3 mutants with truncated NTDs
failed to induce T cell death, likely because they were unable to
self-associate into higher-ordered oligomers31,32. Here we con-
sidered that NL-G3 and NL-TT-G3 may also fail to induce Jurkat
T cell agglutination, metabolic activity loss, and cytokine
secretion because of a diminished ability to cluster glycoproteins
when compared to WT-G3. Regions of punctate staining,
suggestive of surface glycan crosslinking, were identified in
fluorescent photomicrographs of GFP-TT-G3 bound to Jurkat
T cells, yet were less pronounced in micrographs of bound GFP-
G3 (Fig. 4b). Because G3 crosslinking of cell surface glycans is
difficult to evaluate quantitatively, we further characterized glycan
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crosslinking via WT-G3, NL-G3, and NL-TT-G3 by adapting
established precipitation assays based on the model glycoprotein
ASF47,50. WT-G3 crosslinked ASF into insoluble precipitates
(Fig. 4g and Supplementary Figures 53-55 and 62-64), consistent
with prior reports50,51. In contrast, NL-G3 failed to crosslink ASF
into insoluble precipitates at any concentration tested (Fig. 4g and
Supplementary Figures 56-58 and 65-67). Interestingly, NL-TT-
G3 crosslinked ASF into insoluble precipitates (Fig. 4g and
Supplementary Figures 59-61 and 68-70), but the resulting
aggregates were smaller and took longer to form than those
produced by WT-G3 (Supplementary Figures 9-11). Additionally,
NL-TT-G3 and GFP-TT-G3 induced formation of micron-sized
particles in the presence of 10% fetal bovine serum (Fig. 4d and
Supplementary Figure 12), likely by interacting with G3-binding
serum glycoproteins such as α-2-macroglobulin52, whereas WT-
G3 at an equivalent concentration induced less serum glycopro-
tein crosslinking (Fig. 4d and Supplementary Figure 12).
Collectively, these data suggest that appending a protein onto

the G3 NTD can alter its glycoprotein crosslinking properties,
presumably by perturbing its self-association into higher-ordered
oligomers. Engineering G3 self-association into a trimer via the
TT domain restored some of its glycoprotein crosslinking
properties, yet this construct did not induce Jurkat T cell
agglutination, PI permeability, loss of metabolic activity, or IL-2
secretion. Thus WT-G3 activity as an extracellular T cell signal
may require a CRD valency >3 or a different CRD organization
than that afforded by oligomerization via the TT domain.
Alternatively, partitioning of NL-TT-G3 or GFP-TT-G3 into
assemblies with serum glycoproteins may decrease the amount of
G3 bound to cell surface glycans below the threshold required for
activation of signaling mechanisms that lead to agglutination, loss
of metabolic activity, PI permeability, or IL-2 secretion. Taken
together, these data suggest that NL-G3 and NL-TT-G3 will have
a low likelihood of inducing unwanted changes in T cell behavior
in vivo, in part due to an altered ability to crosslink and cluster
cell surface glycoproteins.
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Local in vivo half-life of G3 fusion proteins. We evaluated WT-
NL, NL-G3, and NL-TT-G3 pharmacokinetics in vivo at different
common injection sites in mice by measuring local biolumines-
cence over time via in vivo imaging. Mice received a single,
equivalent enzyme molar dose of WT-NL, NL-G3, or NL-TT-G3
subcutaneously into the hock and scruff, as well as intramuscu-
larly (IM) into the caudal thigh muscle, followed by daily local
injections of furimazine substrate. Localized bioluminescence was
detectable at subcutaneous sites in mice that received NL-TT-G3
for approximately 14 days, whereas catalytic activity persisted for
approximately 6–8 days in mice that received NL-G3 (Fig. 5a, b).
In contrast, no bioluminescence was detectable at 24 h in mice
that received WT-NL. Localized bioluminescence was detectable
at an IM site for approximately 3 days in mice that received NL-
TT-G3, while catalytic activity persisted for approximately
1–2 days in mice that received NL-G3 (Fig. 5a, b). Again, no
bioluminescence was detectable at an IM site at 24 h in mice that
received WT-NL. NL-TT-G3 half-life at subcutaneous sites
(mean ± standard deviation, 33.5 ± 13.3 h, hock; 31.8 ± 24.4 h,
scruff) was significantly longer than that of NL-G3 (mean ±

standard deviation, 10.4 ± 2.8 h, hock; 6.1 ± 1.0 h, scruff), whereas
half-life could not be accurately determined for WT-NL due to
rapid signal loss within 24 h (Fig. 5c). Likewise, NL-TT-G3 half-
life at an IM site was 4.2 ± 1.8 h (mean ± standard deviation)
(Fig. 5c), while NL-G3 and WT-NL half-life could not be accu-
rately determined. Taken together, these data demonstrated that
fusion to G3 can anchor an enzyme at an injection site for a
significantly longer duration than unmodified enzyme and that
nanoassemblies have a longer half-life than monomeric fusion
proteins.

Given that NL-G3 and NL-TT-G3 hydrodynamic diameters
were smaller than typical ECM pore diameters (tens of nm–µm)
53, we assumed that prolonged nanoassembly retention was not
due to its larger size. Rather, we inferred from these data that the
longer half-life of NL-TT-G3 relative to NL-G3 was primarily due
to differences in their apparent carbohydrate-binding affinity, as
observed in vitro (Figs. 3, 4c). The differences in NL-TT-G3 half-
life at subcutaneous and IM injections sites may be due to
attenuation of blue light emitted by NL at the deeper IM injection
site54. The significant differences in NL-TT-G3 half-life at
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subcutaneous and IM sites may also reflect differences in glycan
content of different tissues, which could therefore be a key
determinant of G3 fusion protein and nanoassembly pharmaco-
kinetics. Thus the ability to increase the apparent carbohydrate-
binding affinity of enzyme-G3 fusion proteins via self-assembly
into multivalent structures may provide a simple route to extend
enzyme pharmacokinetics even within tissues having low glycan
content.

Clearance of G3 fusion proteins. The efficacy of enzymes as
drugs is frequently challenged by various clearance mechanisms
including phagocytosis by reticuloendothelial cells, antibody
neutralization, proteolytic degradation, or renal excretion. To
identify possible mechanisms of NL-G3 and NL-TT-G3 clear-
ance, we first evaluated whether NL was present in circulation at
various time points after subcutaneous injection into the hock.
Less than 0.03% of the total injected mass of NL-TT-G3 or NL-
G3 was detected in blood at 6 h, whereas no luminescence was
detected in blood at 24 h or daily thereafter (Fig. 6a). This sug-
gested that the enzyme was not entering circulation, enzyme
concentration in blood was too dilute to detect (<pM) as a result
of rapid glomerular filtration, or that the enzyme was inactivated
by serum proteases. However, NL-TT-G3 and NL-G3 were active
for >18 h in 25% mouse serum at 37 °C in vitro, suggesting that
degradation by serum proteases was likely not a clearance
mechanism (Fig. 6b). Given that the hydrodynamic diameter of
NL-TT-G3 exceeded that of glomerular pores (4.5–5 nm)55, we
inferred that the absence of NL in the blood was not due to renal
filtration. Rather, these data suggested that NL-G3 and NL-TT-
G3 were likely eliminated locally.

Matrix metalloproteinases (MMPs), such as collagenase, can
cleave the collagen-like NTD of WT-G3, thereby dissociating it
from the ~16 kDa CRD (Fig. 6c)56. Here we characterized
collagenase degradation of WT-G3, NL-G3, and NL-TT-G3 using
denaturing gel electrophoresis and SEC. As expected, collagenase-
treated WT-G3 migrated as a single band having a lower MW of
~16 kDa (Fig. 6d), consistent with prior reports36, and eluted at a
higher volume fraction (i.e., lower MW) than untreated WT-G3
via SEC (Supplementary Figure 13). Similarly, collagenase-treated
NL-G3 and NL-TT-G3 migrated to lower MWs when compared
to untreated protein (Fig. 6d) and eluted at higher volume
fractions via SEC (Supplementary Figure 13). Taken together,
these data suggest that the decreasing localized biocatalysis
observed over time in vivo may be due to MMP-mediated
dissociation of NL from G3, which would lead to enzyme
diffusion away from the injection site. Additionally, other
proteolytic enzymes not assayed here could also degrade NL or
the linker domain, which would also lead to decreased localized
biocatalysis over time in vivo. Thus, collectively, these data
suggest that enzyme–G3 fusion protein and nanoassembly half-
life will depend, at least in part, on their susceptibility to
degradation via local tissue proteases.

Finally, because these fusion proteins are foreign to the host,
we evaluated generation of anti-NL antibodies raised by mice that
received subcutaneous NL-G3 or NL-TT-G3 twice, 4 weeks apart.
These time points were chosen to ensure that protein injected at
the initial time point was completely cleared before the second
dose was received and to allow for sufficient time for serum
immunoglobulin G (IgG) antibody generation. C57BL/6 mice
that received NL emulsified in TiterMax Gold™ adjuvant raised
significant serum IgG reactive against NL, while mice that
received a TT-GFP fusion lacking G3 emulsified in TiterMax
Gold™ adjuvant also raised significant serum IgG that were likely
reactive against both the TT and GFP domains (Supplementary
Figure 14). In contrast, C57BL/6 mice raised little to no IgG

serum antibodies against NL, NL-G3, or NL-TT-G3 when the
proteins were administered in the absence of an immunostimu-
latory adjuvant (Supplementary Figure 14). The lack of antibodies
reactive toward G3 fusions after two injections suggested that any
depot effect due to the G3 domain did not enhance anti-NL
immunogenicity and, therefore, was likely not a mechanism of
clearance in these studies. However, future efforts will likely be
needed to thoroughly evaluate the immunogenicity of any new
G3 fusion proteins on a case-by-case basis, for example by
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subjecting hosts to repeated injections at doses and over time
frames that are relevant for their intended use.

Discussion
In recent years, galectin fusions have gained interest as tools for
glycobiology. For example, fusions of G3 with SNAP-tag and
fluorescent proteins were developed for enzyme-linked immu-
nosorbent assay (ELISA) and flow cytometric applications38,57,
while G3 fusions with bacterial alkaline phosphatase were
developed to identify tissue glycosylation patterns58. Likewise,
galectin-1 fusion domains are finding use for increasing the
solubility of a glycosyltransferase enzyme that is prone to
aggregation in E. coli, analogous to the application of recombi-
nant maltose-binding fusion proteins59. Here we add to these
applications by demonstrating that fusing an enzyme to G3 can
provide prolonged localized biocatalysis proximal to minimally
invasive injection sites by endowing the enzyme with affinity for
extracellular glycans.

Prominent paradigms for therapeutic enzyme delivery extend
half-life in circulation or rely on exit from circulation at specific
tissue sites through discontinuous, damaged, or dysfunctional
vasculature. The approach reported here establishes a delivery
modality in which enzymes introduced directly into a desired
tissue site persist over a tunable duration of time. Local enzyme
activity half-life is dependent on the number of G3 units, which
can be varied by engineering enzyme–G3 fusions to self-assemble
into multimeric nanoassemblies. Importantly, WT-G3 activity for
inducing T cell agglutination, phosphatidylserine exposure, loss of
metabolic activity, IL-2 secretion, and death was abolished by
fusing an enzyme to its N-terminus, thus potential immunomo-
dulatory side effects were mitigated. Engineering G3 self-
association into a trimeric architecture increased carbohydrate-
binding affinity, yet was insufficient to restore G3 activity as an
extracellular signal, suggesting that WT-G3 biological activity
requires oligomers having a CRD valency >3 or a different CRD
orientation than that afforded by assembly via the TT domain.
Notably, small, medium, and large G3 fusion proteins and
nanoassemblies were expressed and recovered in the soluble
fraction from microbial hosts, suggesting that this platform is
widely applicable to different functional protein domains and can
be readily scaled up using established, cost-effective bioprocess
methods. Additionally, in contrast to many conventional drug
targeting moieties, G3 recognizes carbohydrate ligands that are
highly conserved across mammalian species, suggesting that this
anchoring strategy will be translatable across humans and ani-
mals. Finally, although not demonstrated here, fusion to G3 will
likely be applicable for localizing activity of non-enzyme protein
drugs within specific tissues. Thus, by providing an attractive
general approach to locally anchor proteins within target tissues
via minimally invasive injection routes while also preventing
systemic biodistribution, we envision that galectin-3 fusions will
be broadly useful for improving local pharmacokinetics of various
emerging therapeutic enzymes as well as those that have stalled in
the development pipeline.

Methods
Recombinant protein expression and purification. NanoLuc™ is the tradename
of an engineered deep sea shrimp luciferase variant developed by Promega Cor-
poration33. Genes encoding fusion proteins were inserted into pET-21d(+) vectors
between NcoI and XhoI sites. All genetic and protein sequences are provided
in Supplementary Notes 1-2. Plasmids were first transformed into One Shot™
TOP10 Chemically Competent E. coli (ThermoFisher) and selected on ampicillin
(100 μg/mL) doped LB/agar plates overnight at 37 °C. Isolated colonies from the
plates were picked and cultured in 5 mL LB broth with ampicillin (100 μg/mL)
overnight in an orbital shaker at 37 °C, 225 rpm. Recombinant DNA was recovered
with a Plasmid Miniprep Kit (Qiagen) and sequenced using the Sanger method.
Positive DNA sequences were then transformed into Origami™ B (DE3) E. coli

(Novagen) and selected on ampicillin (100 μg/mL) and kanamycin B (50 μg/mL)
doped LB/agar plates overnight at 37 °C. Positive clones were picked and used to
inoculate 5 mL of LB broth containing ampicillin (100 μg/mL) and kanamycin B
(50 μg/mL). Cultures were grown overnight at 37 °C, 225 rpm on an orbital shaker
and then sub-cultured into 1 L 2×TY media (16 g tryptone, 10 g yeast extract, 5 g
NaCl) with ampicillin (100 μg/mL) and kanamycin B (50 μg/mL) at 37 °C, 225 rpm
in an orbital shaker until an O.D. at 600 nm= 0.6–0.8 was reached. Cultures were
then supplemented with 0.5 mM isopropyl β-D-1-thiogalactopyranoside (Ther-
moFisher) to induce protein expression and incubated for 18 h in an orbital shaker
at 18 °C, 225 rpm. Bacteria were washed with PBS via centrifugation (11,300 × g at
4 °C for 10 min) with a Sorvall RC 6 Plus Superspeed Centrifuge (ThermoFisher).
Afterwards, the cell pellet was incubated for 20 min at room temperature (RT) with
lysis buffer: B-PER™ bacterial protein extraction reagent (ThermoFisher), 1 Pierce
protease inhibitor tablet (ThermoFisher), 2400 units/mL DNAse I (ThermoFisher),
and 50 mg/mL lysozyme (ThermoFisher). The cell pellet was mechanically broken
apart with a spatula and further resuspended in wash buffer (PBS, pH 7.4, 20 mM
imidazole). The lysate was centrifuged (42,600 × g at 4 °C for 15 min) to remove the
insoluble fraction and the supernatant was collected by decanting. Metal ion affi-
nity chromatography was used to purify the protein of interest. His-tagged proteins
from the soluble fraction were loaded onto HisTrap™ FF Crude Prepacked Columns
(GE Healthcare) connected to an ÄKTA™ Pure FPLC system (GE Healthcare).
Proteins were eluted from the column using a 0–500 mM imidazole gradient.
Imidazole was removed from protein fractions using Amicon Ultra Centrifugal
Filters with a 10 kDa cutoff (MilliporeSigma). Protein purity was determined by
sodium dodecyl sulfate polyacrylamide gel electrophoresis (SDS-PAGE) and
Coomassie staining. Endotoxin content at concentrations used for in vivo experi-
ments was reduced below 1.0 EU/mL, the maximum acceptable allowable dose for
pre-clinical drugs60, using Detoxi-Gel Endotoxin Removing Columns (Thermo-
Fisher). Final endotoxin content was determined with a Pierce LAL Chromogenic
Endotoxin Quantitation Kit (ThermoFisher), according to the manufacturer’s
instructions.

Size analysis. Fusion protein MWs were determined under denaturing conditions
using SDS-PAGE and protein ladder (BP3602500, ThermoFisher). SEC was used to
determine fusion protein MW under native conditions. Briefly, a 250 µL solution of
protein in PBS was loaded onto a Superdex™ 20010/30 GL column (GE Healthcare)
connected to an ÄKTA™ pure FPLC system. Eluted proteins were detected at an
absorbance of 280 nm, which was normalized based on maximum signal intensity.
Fusion protein MW was calculated by fitting protein elution volume to a cali-
bration curve prepared using protein standard markers (Bio-Rad, GE Healthcare,
ThermoFisher) (Supplementary Figure 15). Hydrodynamic diameter of fusion
proteins was approximated via DLS on a NanoBrook 90Plus Particle Size Analyzer
and BIC Particle Sizing Software (Brookhaven Instruments). Proteins in PBS were
filtered and equilibrated to RT before size measurements. The molar concentration
of fusion proteins was measured before and after filtration via ultraviolet (UV)
absorbance at 280 nm using a NanoDrop™ spectrophotometer (Supplementary
Figures 16 and 27–32) (ThermoFisher). Extinction coefficients determined using
the ExPASy ProtParam tool were: 2544/M/mm for WT-NL; 6131/M/mm for NL-
G3; 6292.5/M/mm for NL-TT-G3; 5639.5/M/mm for GFP-G3; 5788.5/M/mm for
GFP-TT-G3; 22,346/M/mm for ChABC-G3; 22,495/M/mm for ChABC-TT-G3.
Hydrodynamic diameter ± standard deviation by number-, volume-, intensity-, and
in some cases, surface area-weighted size distribution were determined from ten 30
s runs in triplicate or more (Supplementary Figures 33–52).

G3 fusion partner activity assay. Molar concentration of fusion proteins was
determined using a NanoDrop spectrophotometer, as described above. Standard
curves of relative luminescence units versus NL concentration were made by
serially diluting NL in white, opaque 96-well microplates (Costar) and adding 50×
dilution of stock furimazine (Nano-Glo™ substrate, PRN1120, Promega) in the
buffer provided by the manufacturer at a 1:1 volume ratio. Signal was acquired
using an open filter (emission= 360–630 nm) and 500 ms integration time on a
SpectraMax M3 Multi-Mode microplate reader (Molecular Devices) immediately
after the addition of the substrate. To obtain mouse serum, institutional guidelines
for the care and use of laboratory animals were strictly followed under a protocol
approved by the University of Florida’s Institutional Animal Care and Use Com-
mittee (IACUC). Bioluminescence produced by NL-G3 and NL-TT-G3 (final NL
concentration= 4 nM) in 25% wild-type female C57BL/6 mouse serum was
measured over 18 h at 37 °C by combining NL fusions in PBS with 100% serum
(1:1 volume) and then supplementing samples with a 50× dilution of stock fur-
imazine (1:1 volume) at the specified time points. Bioluminescence signal was
normalized (%) to bioluminescence at the initial time point. Qualitative digital
photographic images were taken of blue bioluminescence emitted by WT-NL, NL-
G3, and NL-TT-G3 at equal concentrations of enzyme in PBS mixed with 2 µL of
stock Nano-Glo™ substrate (Supplementary Figure 17).

GFP fusion concentrations were determined via UV absorbance at 280 nm
using a NanoDrop spectrophotometer, as described above. Standard curves of
relative fluorescence units (RFU) versus GFP concentration were made by serially
diluting GFP in black, clear bottom 96-well microplates (Costar) with excitation=
485 nm and emission= 510 nm using a SpectraMax M3 plate reader. Fluorescence
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spectra of GFP fusions were measured at 500 nM GFP with the same settings
(Supplementary Figure 18).

ChABC fusion concentrations were determined via UV absorbance at 280 nm
using a NanoDrop spectrophotometer, as described above. ChABC activity was
confirmed via absorbance at 232 nm in a glass cuvette (NC9469798,
ThermoFisher), based on previous methods61. Specifically, ChABC-G3 and
ChABC-TT-G3 were mixed with their substrate, CS-A (1 mg/mL, C9819
MilliporeSigma), in PBS and their catalytic activity was measured on a SpectraMax
M3 plate reader for 15 min with a reading every 1 min. Vo was obtained via linear
regression analysis using GraphPad Prism over regions that followed first-order
enzyme kinetics. The slope, Vo, was then plotted versus the concentration of
ChABC.

Carbohydrate-binding assays. Fusion protein lactose binding was evaluated using
an α-lactose-agarose affinity column connected to an ÄKTA™ pure FPLC system.
α-Lactose-agarose resin was purchased from a commercial source (L7634, Milli-
poreSigma) and packed into a column according to the manufacturer’s instructions
(GE Healthcare). Approximately 400 µL of 20 µM protein was applied to the col-
umn. Unbound protein was removed by washing with 10 column volumes of PBS.
Bound protein was eluted using a gradient of 0–100 mM soluble lactose in PBS.
Eluted proteins were detected via absorbance at 280 nm, which was normalized
based on maximum signal intensity.

Binding of NL and GFP fusions to ASF, laminin, aggrecan, collagen IV, or
collagen I adsorbed onto plastic was determined via luminescence and fluorescence,
respectively. For NL fusions, a white 96-well microplate was used, while for GFP
fusions a black, clear bottom 96-well plate was used. Microplates were coated with
100 µL of 50 µg/mL ASF (A4781, MilliporeSigma), laminin (23-017-015,
ThermoFisher), collagen IV (CB-40233, ThermoFisher), aggrecan (A1960,
MilliporeSigma), or collagen I (C3867, MilliporeSigma) or PBS control for 2 h at
37 °C. Next, the supernatant was aspirated and wells were washed with PBS
followed by blocking with 100 µL of 1% bovine serum albumin (ThermoFisher) for
1 h at RT. Again the supernatant was removed and wells were washed with PBS.
Then either 50 µL of NL fusions ([NL]= 20 nM) or 100 µL of GFP fusions ([GFP]
= 500 nM) was added to the adsorbed glycoconjugates and incubated for 1 h at RT.
As a control, either 50 µL of NL fusions with LacNAc (final [NL]= 20 nM and final
[LacNAc]= 10 mM) or 100 µL of GFP fusions (final [GFP]= 500 nM and final
[LacNAc]= 10 mM) was added to the adsorbed glycoconjugates and incubated for
1 h at RT. Note: different concentrations of NL and GFP fusions were used to
account for differences in the detection limit of each protein (NL ~ 10 pM; GFP ~
10 nM). Unbound protein was aspirated and wells were washed three times with
PBS. Finally, for GFP fusions, bound protein was soaked in 100 µL PBS, and for NL
fusions, bound protein was soaked in 50 µL PBS followed by 50 µL furimazine (50×
dilution of stock). Fluorescence or bioluminescence emitted was measured for
bound GFP or NL, respectively, using a SpectraMax M3 plate reader with
excitation= 485 nm and emission= 510 nm (GFP) or an open filter with
integration time= 500 ms, similar to methods described above. Binding of a
control protein (WT-NL) was also evaluated, as reported in Supplementary
Figure 19. Bound GFP and NL concentrations were calculated using a standard
curve, as described above.

Micrographs of NL bioluminescence and GFP fluorescence on glass slides
coated with laminin (1.2 mg/mL) were obtained by overlaying 50 µL of 5 µM NL or
GFP on the slides for 45 min at RT. Laminin was previously adsorbed onto glass in
a coffee ring shape from a 2 µL droplet for 1 h at 37 °C. As a control, proteins were
mixed with soluble 10 mM LacNAc prior to addition to adsorbed laminin.
Unbound GFP was washed off with 100 µL PBS five times before imaging.
Unbound NL was washed off with 100 µL PBS, then plates were soaked in 50 µL
furimazine (50× dilution of stock) followed by a second 100 µL PBS wash. Images
were taken using a Zeiss Axio Observer inverted microscope using a 4,6-
diamidino-2-phenylindole (DAPI) filter set for NL (excitation= 380 nm and
emission= 450 nm) and GFP filter set for GFP (excitation= 480 nm and emission
= 535 nm).

Free GAGs, which lack a hydrophobic protein core, are more challenging to
adsorb onto polystyrene surfaces due to their strong hydrophilicity and negative
charge62. Thus the percentage of enzyme bound to free GAGs was determined
using a competition assay with laminin pre-adsorbed onto polystyrene microplates,
as described above. One mg/mL CS-A, CS-B, CS-C, and heparin (C9819, C3788,
C4384, and H4784, respectively, MilliporeSigma) or PBS control were first mixed
with WT-NL, NL-G3, or NL-TT-G3 (final [NL]= 4 nM). Then 50 µL of this
solution was added to laminin-coated plates (50 µg/mL laminin) and incubated for
30 min at RT. Unbound enzyme was removed with three PBS washes. Fifty µL
furimazine (50× dilution of stock) was added to each well, and immediately
thereafter, luminescence produced in each well was quantified using a SpectraMax
M3 plate reader using an open filter and 500 ms integration time. Baseline signal
produced by WT-NL was subtracted from NL-G3 and NL-TT-G3. Bound enzyme
concentrations were calculated using a standard curve, as described above.
Percentage of enzyme bound to GAGs was calculated as 1 minus the ratio of [NL]
bound to laminin in the GAG group:[NL] bound to laminin in the PBS control.

For competitive inhibition experiments, microplates were coated with ASF,
blocked, and washed using the same protocols described above. LacNAc (0–10
mM) was mixed with NL fusions or nanoassemblies ([NL]= 20 nM) at a 1:1
volume ratio and then added to adsorbed ASF for 1 h at RT. Unbound protein was

aspirated and wells were washed four times with PBS before bound NL
concentration was determined using a SpectraMax M3 plate reader according to
protocols described above. Binding signal was normalized by first subtracting the
minimum signal (10 mM LacNAc+ protein) and then dividing by maximum
signal (0 mM LacNAc+ protein). Data were fit via non-linear regression analysis
using GraphPad Prism.

Saturation binding curves were generated by adding increasing concentrations
of GFP fusions ([GFP]= 0–10 µM) to ASF or laminin pre-adsorbed onto
microplates, followed by washing of unbound protein, and finally detection of
bound protein, using protocols described above. Data were fit via non-linear
regression analysis using GraphPad Prism. Scatchard plots from these data were
created by calculating the ratio of bound GFP to free GFP at each GFP
concentration for each individual replicate and then plotting the means of these
ratios at each GFP concentration versus the mean bound GFP at each
concentration. Data for GFP-G3 binding were fit via linear regression and data for
GFP-TT-G3 binding were fit via non-linear regression using GraphPad Prism.

WT-G3, NL-G3, and NL-TT-G3 binding affinity for soluble lactose and
LacNAc were determined using a tryptophan fluorescence quenching assay, based
on previous methods63. Specifically, tryptophan fluorescence quenching was
detected by mixing in 5 µL increments of 10−2–104 µM soluble lactose or LacNAc
in water to 500 µL of WT-G3, NL-G3, or NL-TT-G3 ([G3]= 5 µM) in PBS in a
quartz cuvette (NC9030411, ThermoFisher) and then measuring tryptophan
fluorescence signal at excitation= 280 nm and emission= 335-345 nm with a
SpectraMax M3 plate reader. As a control, water was mixed in 5 µL increments to
500 µL of WT-G3, NL-G3, or NL-TT-G3 ([G3]= 5 µM) in PBS in a quartz cuvette.
The change in fluorescence signal (ΔRFU) was calculated by subtracting RFU of
bound protein (quenched fluorescence signal) from unbound protein (fluorescence
signal of protein alone). Representative spectra are shown in Supplementary
Figures 20-21. ΔRFU at the lowest and highest concentration of lactose or LacNAc
added to G3 proteins were analyzed for statistically significant differences to assess
the signal-to-noise ratio for this assay (Supplementary Figure 22). Dissociation
constants were calculated via non-linear regression using GraphPad Prism.

Quantitative precipitation of ASF with WT-G3, NL-G3, and NL-TT-G3 was
measured by light scattering and absorbance at 420 nm47,50. Baseline signal of 7 µM
ASF alone had a maximum absorbance of ~0.04. To evaluate assay sensitivity, WT-
G3 at different concentrations was mixed with 7 µM ASF and insoluble aggregates
that formed were measured by absorbance over a broad wavelength range
(Supplementary Figure 23a). Aggregates could be detected at 420 nm when [G3] >
2.5 µM. Based on these observations, absorbance of samples containing 10 µMWT-
G3, 7 µM ASF, or 10 µM WT-G3 plus 7 µM ASF in PBS were then measured over a
broad wavelength range (Supplementary Figure 23b). WT-G3 and ASF had
maximum absorbances of ~0.04, while WT-G3 plus ASF had an absorbance of
~0.4. Based on these observations, WT-G3, NL-G3, or NL-TT-G3 ([G3]= 0–10
µM) was mixed with ASF (7 µM) at a 1:1 volume ratio in a clear 96-well microplate
and absorbance at 420 nm was measured immediately thereafter using a
SpectraMax M3 plate reader. Additionally, absorbance at 420 nm was collected
every 30 s for 10 min to establish a time course for insoluble aggregate formation
when WT-G3, NL-G3, or NL-TT-G3 was mixed with ASF (Supplementary
Figure 11). Brightfield micrographs and digital photographs were collected as
qualitative representation of insoluble aggregate formation when 2.5 or 10 µM G3
was mixed with 7 µM ASF using a Zeiss Axio Observer inverted microscope or
digital camera, respectively (Supplementary Figures 9 and 23c). Hydrodynamic
diameter ± standard deviation by number-, volume-, intensity-, and in some cases,
surface area-weighted size distribution of insoluble aggregates was approximated
via DLS using a NanoBrook 90Plus Particle Size Analyzer and BIC Particle Sizing
Software from ten 30 s runs in triplicate or more (Brookhaven Instruments)
(Supplementary Figures 53-76). Proteins in PBS were filtered and equilibrated to
RT before mixing for size measurements. Brightfield and fluorescent micrographs
were taken of WT-G3 and GFP-TT-G3 (final [G3]= 10 µM) incubated in PBS with
or without 10% fetal bovine serum for 1 h at 37 °C (Supplementary Figure 12).
Images were taken on a Zeiss Axio Observer inverted microscope with the same
GFP fluorescence filter set described above.

G3 fusion protein and nanoassembly binding to Jurkat T cells. For all
experiments, Jurkat T cells (Clone E6-1, TIB-152, ATCC) were first expanded in
complete media (RPMI 1640 supplemented with 10% heat-inactivated fetal bovine
serum, 1% penicillin–streptomycin, L-glutamine 200 mM, 1% HEPES buffer) at 37
°C, 5% CO2. Cells were then aliquoted (20,000 cells/well) into sterile, clear, tissue
culture-treated 96-well microplates. Cells were incubated with fusions (final [G3]
= 5 µM) for 4 h at 37 °C and then transferred to a V-bottom 96-well microplate
and collected (400 × g for 5 min) using a Jouan CR3i Multifunction Centrifuge
equipped with a microplate rotor. The supernatant was carefully pipetted from the
wells without disrupting the cell pellet. Cells were resuspended in 50 µL PBS for NL
fusions or 100 µL PBS for GFP fusions. Cells were transferred to either a white,
opaque 96-well microplate for detection of NL or black, clear bottom 96-well
microplate for detection of GFP fusions. Fluorescence from GFP fusions bound to
cells was measured directly on a SpectraMax M3 plate reader (excitation= 485 nm,
emission= 510 nm). For cells treated with NL fusions, 50 µL furimazine (50×
dilution of stock) was added to each well and bioluminescence produced in each
well was quantified immediately using a SpectraMax M3 plate reader using an open
filter and 500 ms integration time. Bound NL or GFP concentrations were
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calculated using a standard curve, as described above. Micrographs of NL and GFP
localized to the surface of Jurkat T cells, using protocols described above, were
taken with a Zeiss Axio Observer inverted microscope with DAPI and GFP
fluorescent filter sets described before.

Changes in Jurkat T cell phenotype and function. Extracellular activity of WT-
G3, NL-G3, and NL-TT-G3 was characterized using Jurkat T cells. For all
experiments, cells were first expanded in complete Jurkat T cell media (RPMI
1640 supplemented with 10% heat-inactivated fetal bovine serum, 1%
penicillin–streptomycin, L-glutamine 200 mM, 1% HEPES buffer) at 37 °C, 5%
CO2. Cells were then aliquoted (20,000 cells/well) into sterile, clear, tissue culture-
treated 96-well microplates. To evaluate agglutination, cells were incubated with
WT-G3, NL-G3, or NL-TT-G3 (final [G3]= 5 µM) and then imaged intermittently
over 4 h using a Zeiss Axio Observer inverted microscope. To determine changes in
cell metabolic activity, Jurkat T cells were incubated with WT-G3, NL-G3, or NL-
TT-G3 ([G3]= 5 µM) for 4 h followed by incubation with 20 μL/well CellTiter-
Blue reagent (PR-G8080, Promega) for 2 h63. Fluorescence produced in each well
was then measured using a SpectraMax M3 plate reader (excitation= 560 nm,
emission= 590 nm). Background fluorescence of culture media plus CellTiter-Blue
Reagent was subtracted from sample fluorescence. Finally, relative metabolic
activity was reported as fluorescence of cells incubated with WT-G3, NL-G3, or
NL-TT-G3 normalized to the fluorescence of untreated cells (PBS).

Jurkat T cell phosphatidylserine exposure and PI permeability were evaluated
after treating cells with PBS (negative control), WT-G3 (positive control), NL-G3,
and NL-TT-G3. Protocols for this experiment were adapted from prior reports64,
using a BD Annexin V: fluorescein isothiocyanate (FITC) Apoptosis Detection Kit
I (BD556547, ThermoFisher). Briefly, 500 µL of 2 × 106 cell/mL was mixed with
500 µL of 10 µM G3 in PBS in a 15 mL conical tube. Cells were then incubated for
4 h at 37 °C in a water bath before being cooled on ice for 10 min. 200 mM ice-cold
lactose was added to the cells to remove bound G3, followed by 10 mL of 100 mM
lactose and centrifugation at 413 × g for 4 min on a Centrifuge 5804R (Eppendorf).
Supernatant was removed thereafter and cells were resuspended in 1 mL 1×
Annexin V Binding Buffer (BD556547, ThermoFisher). 100 μL of the cells (~105

cells) were transferred to a 1.5 mL microtube and mixed with 5 µL FITC–Annexin
V and 5 µL PI (BD556547, ThermoFisher). Cells were vortexed gently and
incubated for 15 min at RT in the dark. 100 µL of 1× Annexin V Binding Buffer
was added to the tube and then 100 µL was transferred to a glass-bottom microwell
(NC9069930, ThermoFisher) for brightfield and fluorescence imaging. Images were
taken on a Zeiss Axio Observer inverted microscope with FITC (excitation= 470/
40 nm and emission= 525/50 nm) and rhodamine (excitation= 546/12 nm and
emission= 575–640 nm) filter set. Individual and overlaid images are available at
two magnifications in Supplementary Figures 7-8.

To quantify the amount of IL-2 secreted by Jurkat T cells treated with WT-G3,
NL-G3, or NL-TT-G3, we expanded and aliquoted cells at the same cell density as
above into sterile, clear tissue culture-treated 96-well microplates. Cells were
incubated with PBS, WT-G3 in PBS, NL-G3 in PBS, NL-TT-G3 in PBS, WT-G3+
25 mM lactose in PBS, NL-G3+ 25 mM lactose in PBS or NL-TT-G3+ 25 mM
lactose in PBS (final [G3]= 2.5 µM) for 24 h at 37 °C. G3 concentration and
incubation time were chosen based on previous reports of WT-G3 induced
secretion of IL-2 by Jurkat T cells46. Cells were then centrifuged, as described
above, and the supernatant was collected and analyzed for human IL-2 using a
commercially available solid-phase ELISA kit (Quantikine Human IL-2
Immunoassay, D2050, R&D systems), according to the manufacturer’s
instructions. IL-2 concentration was calculated from the standard curve shown in
Supplementary Figure 24.

In vivo imaging and pharmacokinetics. In all in vivo imaging and pharmacoki-
netics experiments, institutional guidelines for the care and use of laboratory
animals were strictly followed under a protocol approved by the University of
Florida’s IACUC. Each injection site had an independent cohort (N= 5) of 8-week-
old, female wild-type C57BL/6 mice (The Jackson Laboratory). Prior to protein
injection, mice were anesthetized with isoflurane and treated with hair removal
cream at the injection site. While anesthetized, mice received a single injection of
40 µL WT-NL, NL-G3, or NL-TT-G3 ([NL]= 3.27 µM for all formulations) in
sterile PBS subcutaneously into the hock or scruff or IM into the caudal thigh
muscle. Immediately thereafter, mice received a 40 µL injection of furimazine (50×
dilution of stock) in sterile PBS. Mice were then anatomically positioned with
injected tissue facing the charge-coupled device camera of an IVIS Spectrum In
Vivo Imaging System (PerkinElmer) and whole-body bioluminescent images were
taken (note: in all experiments this is referred to as t= 0). Every 24 h thereafter,
mice were anesthetized, and substrate was again injected into the hock, scruff, or
thigh. Images were captured immediately thereafter as described for t= 0. Biolu-
minescent images were captured using an open emission filter, subject size 1.5 cm,
1 s exposure time, field-of-view B (6.6 cm), medium binning (factor of 8) resolu-
tion, and a 1 F/Stop aperture. Relative light intensities, corresponding with local
bioluminescence, were represented by a pseudo color scale ranging from violet
(least intense) to red (most intense). Signal produced as color also represented
photons, which was then converted to photon flux (photons/s) within a circular
region of interest (ROI) using the Living Image analysis software. For each injec-
tion site, the size of the ROI was manually drawn out to the perimeter of the

bioluminescence signal produced at t= 0. Color scale limits were adjusted to min
= 1e6 and max= 4e8 manually for all images, and color scale bars are presented in
log scale. Subsequently, all bioluminescent images were analyzed using the same
size ROI to normalize for background signal and accurately quantify the decay in
bioluminescence over time. Data (photon flux versus days) were analyzed
with GraphPad Prism software using nonlinear regression to curve fit a one-phase
exponential decay and calculate a bioluminescence half-life. For samples in which
bioluminescence above baseline was only detectable in tissue at t= 0, half-life could
not be detected because insufficient data points were available for non-linear
regression curve fitting. Bioluminescence data for each mouse at t= 0 are shown in
Supplementary Figure 25.

To detect the presence of NL in circulation, blood was drawn at 6 h and then
daily thereafter from a cohort (N= 5) of 8-week-old, female wild-type C57BL/6
mice that received a 40 µL subcutaneous injection of NL-G3 or NL-TT-G3 ([NL]
= 3.27 µM for both formulations) into the hock. At each time point, ~10 µL of
blood was drawn from the tail vein using an 18-gauge needle. Blood samples were
immediately mixed with 1 µL of 50 mM EDTA (anticoagulant), according to
established methods65. Five µL of blood was mixed with 50× dilution of furimazine
(1:10 volume ratio) in a white, opaque 96-well microplate. Luminescence was
immediately measured on a SpectraMax M3 plate reader. Background
luminescence produced by the blood of mice that did not receive NL-G3 or NL-
TT-G3 was subtracted from measured luminescence. NL concentration in blood
was then calculated from luminescence using a standard curve, as described above.
The amount of NL detected in blood was reported as the percentage of the total
protein by mass injected into the hock.

Immunogenicity assay. In all immunogenicity studies, institutional guidelines for
the care and use of laboratory animals were strictly followed under a protocol
approved by the University of Florida’s IACUC. Eight-week-old, female wild-type
C57BL/6 mice (N= 5) received scruff injections of 100 µL TT-GFP (control lacking
G3), WT-NL, NL-G3, or NL-TT-G3 ([NL] or [GFP] = 1 µM for all formulations)
in sterile PBS, based on previous methods66. For positive control, cohorts of mice
were injected with WT-NL or TT-GFP ([NL] or [GFP] = 1 μM) emulsified in
TiterMax Gold™ Adjuvant (T2684, MilliporeSigma). Blood was drawn from the
submandibular maxillary vein every 2 weeks for 8 weeks. Immediately after blood
was collected, sera were isolated via centrifugation and frozen until analysis. At
4 weeks, mice received a second injection of 50 µL of 1 µM protein in PBS or
emulsified adjuvant, respectively. Anti-protein antibodies raised in mice were
detected with peroxidase-conjugated goat anti-mouse IgG (NC9731556, Thermo-
Fisher) at 450 nm absorbance in ELISA microplates coated with 1 µg/mL protein in
PBS or with PBS alone (control), based on previous methods67.

Collagenase digestion. To characterize collagenase-mediated degradation, WT-
G3, NL-G3, or NL-TT-G3 were treated with collagenase from Clostridium histo-
lyticum (C7657, MilliporeSigma) in vitro, based on previous methods36. Specifi-
cally, collagenase was added to WT-G3, NL-G3, or NL-TT-G3 in PBS at a 3:1 mass
ratio. The samples were then incubated at 37 °C for 2 h for SDS-PAGE analysis or
18 h for SEC (Supplementary Figures 26 and 13, respectively).

Statistical analysis. All experimental and control groups were n= 3 for enzyme
and GFP activity and were reported as average ± standard deviation. DLS mea-
surements were run at minimum in triplicate, and the data were reported as
average ± standard deviation. All experimental and control groups were n= 3 for
glycoconjugate, competitive inhibition, and saturation binding data. Dissociation
constants for GFP-G3 from Scatchard curves were calculated by linear regression
using the GraphPad Prism software. All experimental and control groups were n=
3 for tryptophan fluorescence quenching experiments, and the data were reported
as average ± standard deviation. Dissociation constants from tryptophan fluores-
cence quenching experiments were calculated by non-linear regression using the
GraphPad Prism software. All experimental and control groups were n= 4 for
Jurkat T cell quantitative binding, metabolic activity, and IL-2 expression experi-
ments, and the data were reported as average ± standard deviation. All experi-
mental and control groups were n= 3 for ASF precipitation experiments, and the
data were reported as average ± standard deviation. All experimental and control
groups were n= 5 for animal experiments, and the data were reported as average ±
standard deviation. Data obtained from DLS and protein concentration measure-
ments are technical replicates. In all other cases, n refers to the number of biolo-
gical replicates. To calculate bioluminescence half-life, non-linear regression with
GraphPad Prism software was used to curve fit a one-phase exponential decay. p=
0.0472 for hock:NL-G3 half-life versus hock:NL-TT-G3 half-life and p= 0.0219 for
scruff:NL-G3 half-life versus scruff:NL-TT-G3 half-life. For all other studies, p
values are indicated as follows: *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001, ****p < 0.0001,
and n.s. is no significant difference or p ≥ 0.05. Statistical differences between
groups were analyzed using two-tailed Student’s t test (two groups) or analysis of
variance with Tukey’s post hoc (multiple groups) in the GraphPad Prism software.

In GAG-binding assays, the t values are t(4)= 8.347, 47.520, 38.580, and 11.680
for CS-A, CS-B, CS-C, and heparin, respectively. For comparison of dissociation
constants from tryptophan fluorescence quenching experiments with LacNAC and
lactose, the F values are F(2,6)= 54.980 and 22.770, respectively. For comparison
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of minimum versus max ΔRFU signal in tryptophan fluorescence quenching
experiments, the t values are t(4)= 18.560, 15.100, and 31.860 for WT-G3, NL-G3,
and NL-TT-G3, respectively, treated with lactose. For comparison of minimum
versus maximum ΔRFU signal in tryptophan fluorescence quenching experiments,
the t values are t(4)= 18.550, 27.090, and 38.780 for WT-G3, NL-G3, and NL-TT-
G3, respectively, treated with LacNAc. In Jurkat T cell quantitative binding assays,
the t values are t(6)= 8.443 and 8.679 for NL fusions and GFP fusions, respectively.
In the Jurkat T cell metabolic activity experiment, the F value is F(2,9)= 105.800.
In the Jurkat T cell IL-2 expression assay, the F value is F(6,21)= 35.710. For
comparison of in vivo half-life, the F value is F(1,23)= 16.510. For comparison of
catalytic activity at initial time points in vivo, the F values are F(2,12)= 2.496,
15.100, and 9.323 for injections into the hock, scruff, and thigh, respectively.

Data availability
The data that support the findings of this study are available from the corre-
sponding author upon reasonable request. Genetic and amino acid sequences of
NL-G3, NL-TT-G3, GFP-G3, GFP-TT-G3, ChABC-G3, ChABC-TT-G3, and TT-
GFP were deposited in GenBank with the accession codes MH920 252, MH920
253, MH920 254, MH920 255, MH920 256, MH920 257, and MH920 258,
respectively.

Received: 20 March 2018 Accepted: 12 October 2018

References
1. Platt, F. M. Emptying the stores: lysosomal diseases and therapeutic strategies.

Nat. Rev. Drug Discov. 17, 133–150 (2017).
2. Bradford, K. L., Moretti, F. A., Carbonaro-Sarracino, D. A., Gaspar, H. B. &

Kohn, D. B. Adenosine deaminase (ADA)-deficient severe combined immune
deficiency (SCID): molecular pathogenesis and clinical manifestations. J. Clin.
Immunol. 37, 626–637 (2017).

3. Lopes, A. M. et al. Therapeutic l-asparaginase: upstream, downstream and
beyond. Crit. Rev. Biotechnol. 37, 82–99 (2017).

4. Lyseng-Williamson, K. A. Coagulation factor IX (recombinant), albumin
fusion protein (albutrepenonacog alfa; Idelvion®): a review of its use in
haemophilia B. Drugs 77, 97–106 (2017).

5. Gurman, P. et al. Recombinant tissue plasminogen activators (rtPA): a review.
Clin. Pharmacol. Ther. 97, 274–285 (2015).

6. Murray, G. J., Anver, M. R., Kennedy, M. A., Quirk, J. M. & Schiffmann, R.
Cellular and tissue distribution of intravenously administered agalsidase alfa.
Mol. Genet. Metab. 90, 307–312 (2007).

7. Vedder, A. C. et al. Treatment of Fabry disease: outcome of a comparative trial
with agalsidase alfa or beta at a dose of 0.2 mg/kg. PLoS ONE 2, e598 (2007).

8. Sharma, S. K. & Bagshawe, K. D. Antibody directed enzyme prodrug therapy
(ADEPT): trials and tribulations. Adv. Drug Deliv. Rev. 118, 2–7 (2017).

9. Wang, J. et al. Neutralizing antibodies to therapeutic enzymes: considerations
for testing, prevention and treatment. Nat. Biotechnol. 26, 901–908 (2008).

10. Swierczewska, M., Lee, K. C. & Lee, S. What is the future of PEGylated
therapies? Expert Opin. Emerg. Drugs 20, 531–536 (2015).

11. van Witteloostuijn, S. B., Pedersen, S. L. & Jensen, K. J. Half-life extension of
biopharmaceuticals using chemical methods: alternatives to PEGylation.
ChemMedChem 11, 2474–2495 (2016).

12. Farhadi, S. A., Bracho-Sanchez, E. R., Freeman, S. L., Keselowsky, B. &
Hudalla, G. A. Enzymes as immunotherapeutics. Bioconjugate Chem. 29,
649–656 (2018).

13. Harris, J. M. & Chess, R. B. Effect of pegylation on pharmaceuticals. Nat. Rev.
Drug Discov. 2, 214–221 (2003).

14. Seppala, I., Pelkonen, J. & Makela, O. Isotypes of antibodies induced by plain
dextran or a dextran-protein conjugate. Eur. J. Immunol. 15, 827–833 (1985).

15. Mohamad, N. R., Marzuki, N. H. C., Buang, N. A., Huyop, F. & Wahab, R. A.
An overview of technologies for immobilization of enzymes and surface
analysis techniques for immobilized enzymes. Biotechnol. Biotechnol. Equip.
29, 205–220 (2015).

16. Holliger, P. & Hudson, P. J. Engineered antibody fragments and the rise of
single domains. Nat. Biotechnol. 23, 1126–1136 (2005).

17. Attarwala, H. Role of antibodies in cancer targeting. J. Nat. Sci. Biol. Med. 1,
53–56 (2010).

18. Love, T. W. et al. Attachment of an antifibrin antibody to the amino terminus
of tissue-type plasminogen activator impairs stimulation by fibrin. Fibrinolysis
8, 326–332 (1994).

19. Tian, F. et al. A general approach to site-specific antibody drug conjugates.
Proc. Natl Acad. Sci. USA 111, 1766–1771 (2014).

20. Brady, R. O., Murray, G. J. & Barton, N. W. Modifying exogenous
glucocerebrosidase for effective replacement therapy in Gaucher disease. J.
Inherit. Metab. Dis. 17, 510–519 (1994).

21. Kitajima, T., Sakuragi, M., Hasuda, H., Ozu, T. & Ito, Y. A chimeric epidermal
growth factor with fibrin affinity promotes repair of injured keratinocyte
sheets. Acta Biomater. 5, 2623–2632 (2009).

22. Kitajima, T., Terai, H. & Ito, Y. A fusion protein of hepatocyte growth factor
for immobilization to collagen. Biomaterials 28, 1989–1997 (2007).

23. Martino, M. M. et al. Growth factors engineered for super-affinity to the
extracellular matrix enhance tissue healing. Science 343, 885–888 (2014).

24. Ishihara, J. et al. Matrix-binding checkpoint immunotherapies enhance
antitumor efficacy and reduce adverse events. Sci. Transl. Med. 9, eaan0401
(2017).

25. Ochieng, J., Furtak, V. & Lukyanov, P. Extracellular functions of galectin-3.
Glycoconj. J. 19, 527–535 (2002).

26. Talaga, M. L. et al. Multitasking human lectin galectin-3 interacts with sulfated
glycosaminoglycans and chondroitin sulfate proteoglycans. Biochemistry 55,
4541–4551 (2016).

27. Cummings, R. D., et al. in Essentials of Glycobiology 2nd edn (eds Varki, A.
et al.) 469–480 (Cold Spring Harbor Press, New York, 2015).

28. Martino, M. M. & Hubbell, J. A. The 12th-14th type III repeats of fibronectin
function as a highly promiscuous growth factor-binding domain. FASEB J. 24,
4711–4721 (2010).

29. Hudalla, G. A. & Murphy, W. L. Biomaterials that regulate growth factor
activity via bioinspired interactions. Adv. Funct. Mater. 21, 1754–1768 (2011).

30. Lin, Y. H. et al. The intrinsically disordered N-terminal domain of galectin-3
dynamically mediates multisite self-association of the protein through fuzzy
interactions. J. Biol. Chem. 292, 17845–17856 (2017).

31. Constance, J. M., Leffler, H., Khal-Knutsson, B., Svensson, I. & Jarvis, G. A.
Truncated galectin-3 inhibits tumor growth and metastasis in orthotopic
nude mouse model of human breast cancer. Clin. Cancer Res. 9, 2374–2383
(2003).

32. Xue, H. et al. The N-terminal tail coordinates with carbohydrate recognition
domain to mediate galectin-3 induced apoptosis in T cells. Oncotarget 8,
49824–49838 (2017).

33. Hall, M. P. et al. Engineered luciferase reporter from a deep sea shrimp
utilizing a novel imidazopyrazinone substrate. ACS Chem. Biol. 7, 1848–1857
(2012).

34. Ciani, B. et al. Molecular basis of coiled-coil oligomerization-state specificity.
Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 107, 19850–19855 (2010).

35. England, C. G., Ehlerding, E. B. & Cai, W. NanoLuc: a small luciferase is
brightening up the field of bioluminescence. Bioconjugate Chem. 27,
1175–1187 (2016).

36. Massa, S. M., Cooper, D. N., Leffler, H. & Barondes, S. H. L-29, an endogenous
lectin, binds to glycoconjugate ligands with positive cooperativity.
Biochemistry 32, 260–267 (1993).

37. Terajima, M. et al. Glycosylation and cross-linking in bone type I collagen. J.
Biol. Chem. 289, 22636–22647 (2014).

38. Böcker, S. & Elling, L. Binding characteristics of galectin-3 fusion proteins.
Glycobiology 27, 457–468 (2017).

39. Birdsall, B. et al. NMR solution studies of hamster galectin-3 and electron
microscopic visualization of surface-adsorbed complexes: evidence for
interactions between the N- and C-terminal domains. Biochemistry 40,
4859–4866 (2001).

40. Barboni, E. A. M., Bawumia, S., Henrick, K. & Hughes, R. C. Molecular
modeling and mutagenesis studies of the N-terminal domains of galectin-3:
evidence for participation with the C-terminal carbohydrate recognition
domain in oligosaccharide binding. Glycobiology 10, 1201–1208 (2000).

41. Ippel, H. et al. Intra- and intermolecular interactions of human galectin-3:
assessment by full-assignment-based NMR. Glycobiology 26, 888–903 (2016).

42. Ochieng, J., Green, B., Evans, S., James, O. & Warfield, P. Modulation of the
biological functions of galectin-3 by matrix metalloproteinases. Biochim.
Biophys. Acta 1379, 97–106 (1998).

43. Mirandola, L. et al. Galectin-3C inhibits tumor growth and increases the
anticancer activity of bortezomib in a murine model of human multiple
myeloma. PLoS ONE 6, e21811 (2011).

44. Stowell, S. R. et al. Differential roles of galectin-1 and galectin-3 in
regulating leukocyte viability and cytokine secretion. J. Immunol. 180,
3091–3102 (2008).

45. Fischer, K. et al. Antigen recognition induces phosphatidylserine exposure on
the cell surface of human CD8+ T cells. Blood 108, 4094–4101 (2006).

46. Hsu, D. K., Hammes, S. R., Kuwabara, I., Greene, W. C. & Liu, F. T. Human T
lymphotropic virus-I infection of human T lymphocytes induces expression of
the beta-galactoside-binding lectin, galectin-3. Am. J. Pathol. 148, 1661–1670
(1996).

47. Ahmad, N. et al. Galectin-3 precipitates as a pentamer with synthetic
multivalent carbohydrates and forms heterogeneous cross-linked complexes. J.
Biol. Chem. 279, 10841–10847 (2004).

48. Nieminen, J., Kuno, A., Hirabayashi, J. & Sato, S. Visualization of galectin-3
oligomerization on the surface of neutrophils and endothelial cells using
fluorescence resonance energy transfer. J. Biol. Chem. 282, 1374–1383 (2007).

NATURE COMMUNICATIONS | DOI: 10.1038/s41467-018-07129-6 ARTICLE

NATURE COMMUNICATIONS |          (2018) 9:4943 | DOI: 10.1038/s41467-018-07129-6 | www.nature.com/naturecommunications 13

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/mh920252
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/MH920253
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/MH920254
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/MH920255
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/MH920256
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/MH920257
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/MH920258
www.nature.com/naturecommunications
www.nature.com/naturecommunications


49. Stillman, B. N. et al. Galectin-3 and galectin-1 bind distinct cell surface
glycoprotein receptors to induce T cell death. J. Immunol. 176, 778–789
(2006).

50. Lepur, A., Salomonsson, E., Nilsson, U. J. & Leffler, H. Ligand induced
galectin-3 protein self-association. J. Biol. Chem. 287, 21751–21756 (2012).

51. Dam, T. K. et al. Galectins bind to the multivalent glycoprotein asialofetuin
with enhanced affinities and a gradient of decreasing binding constants.
Biochemistry 44, 12564–12571 (2005).

52. Cederfur, C. et al. Different affinity of galectins for human serum
glycoproteins: galectin-3 binds many protease inhibitors and acute phase
proteins. Glycobiology 18, 384–394 (2008).

53. Tomasetti, L. & Breunig, M. Preventing obstructions of nanosized drug
delivery systems by the extracellular matrix. Adv. Healthc. Mater. 7, 1700739
(2017).

54. Stacer, A. C. et al. NanoLuc reporter for dual luciferase imaging in living
animals. Mol. Imaging 12, 1–13 (2013).

55. Longmire, M., Choyke, P. L. & Kobayashi, H. Clearance properties of nano-
sized particles and molecules as imaging agents: considerations and caveats.
Nanomedicine (Lond.) 3, 703–717 (2008).

56. Kopitz, J. et al. Human chimera-type galectin-3: defining the critical tail length
for high-affinity glycoprotein/cell surface binding and functional competition
with galectin-1 in neuroblastoma cell growth regulation. Biochimie 104, 90–99
(2014).

57. Kupper, C. E. et al. Fluorescent SNAP-tag galectin fusion proteins as novel
tools in glycobiology. Curr. Pharm. Des. 19, 5457–5467 (2013).

58. de Melo, F. H. et al. Biological applications of a chimeric probe for the
assessment of galectin-3 ligands. J. Histochem. Cytochem. 55, 1015–1026
(2007).

59. Pasek, M., Boeggeman, E., Ramakrishnan, B. & Qasba, P. K. Galectin-1 as a
fusion partner for the production of soluble and folded human beta-1,4-
galactosyltransferase-T7 in E. coli. Biochem. Biophys. Res. Commun. 394,
679–684 (2010).

60. Malyala, P. & Singh, M. Endotoxin limits in formulations for preclinical
research. J. Pharm. Sci. 97, 2041–2044 (2008).

61. Gu, K., Linhardt, R. J., Laliberte, M., Gu, K. & Zimmermann, J. Purification,
characterization and specificity of chondroitin lyases and glycuronidase from
Flavobacterium heparinum. Biochem. J. 312(Pt 2), 569–577 (1995).

62. Vynios, D. H., Vamvacas, S. S., Kalpaxis, D. L. & Tsiganos, C. P. Aggrecan
immobilization onto polystyrene plates through electrostatic interactions with
spermine. Anal. Biochem. 260, 64–70 (1998).

63. Restuccia, A., Tian, Y. F., Collier, J. H. & Hudalla, G. A. Self-assembled
glycopeptide nanofibers as modulators of galectin-1 bioactivity. Cell Mol.
Bioeng. 8, 471–487 (2015).

64. Pace, K. E., Hahn, H. P. & Baum, L. G. Preparation of recombinant human
galectin-1 and use in T-cell death assays. Methods Enzymol. 363, 499–518
(2003).

65. Tannous, B. A. Gaussia luciferase reporter assay for monitoring of biological
processes in culture and in vivo. Nat. Protoc. 4, 582–591 (2009).

66. Hudalla, G. A. et al. Gradated assembly of multiple proteins into
supramolecular nanomaterials. Nat. Mater. 13, 829–836 (2014).

67. Rudra, J. S. et al. Self-assembled peptide nanofibers raising durable
antibody responses against a malaria epitope. Biomaterials 33, 6476–6484
(2012).

Acknowledgements
This research was supported by the National Institutes of Health (NIBIB, 5-R03-
EB019684-02; NIAID, 1-R01-AI133623 01; NIDCR, 1-R01-DE027301-01; NIDDK, 5-
R01-DK098589-04). The content is solely the responsibility of the authors and does not
necessarily represent the official views of the National Institutes of Health. We thank Dr.
Carlos Rinaldi and Eric Fuller for access and time using their dynamic light scattering
instrument.

Author contributions
G.A.H. conceived the project in collaboration with B.G.K. G.A.H. designed experiments,
analyzed data, and contributed to the writing and editing of the manuscript. S.A.F.
conducted experiments, analyzed data, designed figures, and contributed to writing and
editing of the manuscript. E.B.-S. and A.R. established protocols for several experiments
and also contributed to data collection and analysis. E.B.-S. and S.L.F. contributed to
in vivo imaging experiments. M.M.F. contributed to cloning, immunogenicity, and IL-2
secretion experiments. D.T.S. contributed to expression, purification, and characteriza-
tion of ChABC-G3 and ChABC-TT-G3.

Additional information
Supplementary Information accompanies this paper at https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-
018-07129-6.

Competing interests: A pending patent has been filed by the University of Florida
related to materials reported in this manuscript that lists G.A.H., B.G.K., S.A.F., E.B.-S.,
A.R., M.M.F., and S.L.F. as inventors. Publication No. WO2018067660A1; Publication
date 04/12/2018. A provisional patent has been filed by the University of Florida related
to materials reported in this manuscript that lists G.A.H., B.G.K., D.T.S., and S.A.F. as
inventors. Serial No. 62/751,146; Filing date 10/26/2018.

Reprints and permission information is available online at http://npg.nature.com/
reprintsandpermissions/

Publisher’s note: Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in
published maps and institutional affiliations.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons
Attribution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing,

adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long as you give
appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative
Commons license, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party
material in this article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, unless
indicated otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not included in the
article’s Creative Commons license and your intended use is not permitted by statutory
regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from
the copyright holder. To view a copy of this license, visit http://creativecommons.org/
licenses/by/4.0/.

© The Author(s) 2018

ARTICLE NATURE COMMUNICATIONS | DOI: 10.1038/s41467-018-07129-6

14 NATURE COMMUNICATIONS |          (2018) 9:4943 | DOI: 10.1038/s41467-018-07129-6 | www.nature.com/naturecommunications

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-07129-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-07129-6
http://npg.nature.com/reprintsandpermissions/
http://npg.nature.com/reprintsandpermissions/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
www.nature.com/naturecommunications

	Locally anchoring enzymes to tissues via extracellular glycan recognition
	Results
	Expression of G3 fusion proteins
	Carbohydrate-binding properties of G3 fusion proteins
	Extracellular signaling activity of G3 fusion proteins
	Local in�vivo half-life of G3 fusion proteins
	Clearance of G3 fusion proteins

	Discussion
	Methods
	Recombinant protein expression and purification
	Size analysis
	G3 fusion partner activity assay
	Carbohydrate-binding assays
	G3 fusion protein and nanoassembly binding to Jurkat T�cells
	Changes in Jurkat T cell phenotype and function
	In vivo imaging and pharmacokinetics
	Immunogenicity assay
	Collagenase digestion
	Statistical analysis

	References
	References
	Acknowledgements
	Author contributions
	Competing interests
	ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS


