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Transcriptional activity analysis of U6 promoters and their effect on
gene editing efficiency in poplar
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Abstract: [Objective] The efficiency of CRISPR/Cas-mediated gene editing in plants is influenced by the
transcriptional level of sgRNA. Endogenous promoters can enhance sgRNA transcription and improve gene
editing efficiency. The U6 promoter is commonly used to drive sgRNA expression in CRISPR/Cas gene

editing in dicottyledonous plants, however, studies on the U6 promoter in poplar remain scarce. This study
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aims to identify potent endogenous U6 promoters in poplar and optimize the CRISPR/Cas toolbox for this
species. [Method] Seven endogenous U6 promoters were identified and cloned from the poplar ‘84K’
(Populus alba x P. tremula var. glandulosa). Seven proPagU6.::GUS fusion expression vectors were
constructed and transformed into tobacco. The transcriptional activities of different PagU6 promoters were
analyzed using histochemical staining and qRT-PCR. A CRISPR/Cas9 vector utilizing PagU6 to drive
sgRNA was constructed and transformed into poplar. [Result] Histochemical staining and qRT-PCR
analyses revealed that all seven PagU6 promoters exhibited transcriptional activity, with PagU6-1 showing
the highest activity. The gene editing vector, driven by the PagU6-1 promoter for sgRNA expression,
successfully edited target genes in poplar, achieving a gene editing efficiency of 16.22%. [Conclusion] This
study identified PagU6-1 as an ideal endogenous promoter with high transcriptional activity for optimizing

CRISPR/Cas gene editing tools, providing a critical technical foundation for enhancing gene editing

548 4

efficiency in poplar.

Key words: Populus spp.; U6 promoter; CRISPR/Cas; transcriptional activity; gene editing

CRISPR/Cas H# i1 N5 = MREE R A, fE
g of B DRI 2 R AT HE T 0 3 pi i, BT e R (B
RIEFMH . ZRGFEH Cas KRS 5] F
RNACsingle guide RNA, sgRNA)ZH i, HAE FH AL
il A : Cas IZBREE/E sgRNA )5 T FRE S 45 4 48
FEB, B =0 B &Y G VIEI L L R XUEE DNA, 7=
AL R I WL BE S A B P R A A2 S AL
SR R 2H G

U6 M U3 JA 3l 72 1% CRISPR/Cas £ 4t 3K
3l sgRNA RIAFI R 8o, He, U6 i3+ 2H
TR AR, T U3 A3+ 2 T 1yt
U6 #% /)N RNA(small nuclear RNA, snRNA)K: i £
9 100 bp, A& BYFEAAR I B EEH i oy, E LAY &
LR )iz Tk HRE KA F e, Ue
JE BT 4 RNA A BEITR 31 9 5 3 U6 snRNA [f)
Bk, oA 2 MRSFIZ 0 8 o, AT =30 bp
A TATA-like box T/ FIHL T~60 bp 4L USE Joft
(5'-RTCCCACATCG-3"). Ith4h, U6 & 31 H A ¥
T SR AR 7 A, B “GT AL

U6 J& 3l 118 B VMR Rtk o [J— 4 fE
FEZ AR U6 JE3 3T, HAE SR A2 5
I, FEETRTRR 8 VDA T HE R G IS, 7 18 i A b e
BA w0 s ME I R U6 J3 31 LSRR Z) sgRNA
HARIL, R IR E N SR Bl 24N
FiE) U6 J& 35 S e b I S B T CRISPR/Cas
FER dmiE Ak 5. B, 7EMEECCoffea canephora) s
N CcU6 Ja 81+ W5l sgRNA, S8 T % )\E & i
21 2 It & B (phytoene desaturase gene 8, PDS)3E [
1448 I 3R13 LA RE RS 423 (Lactuca sativa) PR
PEJE 3+ LsU6-10 7542 S H I g 4B 0% & T LR
J¥ (Arabidopsis thaliana)AtU6-26 J& &) 11 X 4 %]
(Vitis vinifera) " Fr 33647 B I 40 I vwU6-1 5 3)

T I ST VRIS AeUG6 J3 B, 1vU6-1 JE B AR
I BE S i AL Rl g AR, IEREIR BN 21 sgRNA 3R
1k PASE IR 2 B B R 48 7E ETME(Betula platyphylla)
1 i i Pollll3 3 1, K L bpU6-6 42 & & [ Mt
CRISPR/Cas9 % 4 2% % i) & i@ i 3 70 AT
AtU6-26, 18 & A (Larix kaempferi) LaU6-12 J& 7]
TR R R 4.92% T A 14.299%). Xk
Wit e 45 R, TERFE VIR 1) CRISPR/Cas % [l 4
g, A A R U6 JE 37 IK5) sgRNA £
R 2 R R DR e AR

¥iW§ (Populus spp.) Wt FEARAAEY IR D)
oy FEATE A MBS 2 AU B #
LAz H AT, £, CRISPR/Cas HOR L 48
BTz N FH B s G 5L PR D R A 9T 4 U, 1H
PAAE B AT 7038 % R T A5 S 31 3K 3l sgRNA 3%
k. 40, Zhang &N R OR 3R EE N H E R
(p-coumaroyl shikimate 3'-hydroxylase, C3'H)7E A Jit
AR IER, 6 AtU6-26. AtU6-1 I AtU3d )
Bl F 53 I WK ) sgRNA ] 3 A5 55, #4 £ CRISPR/
Cas9 J F8 8044 0 B AR B AW R AT ZE R i, 72
14 DN EESL R PR R P 3RAT 1 2 BR2l & RARAE; Sulis
R B ArtU6 J8 3 F UK 3 sgRNA-RNA [ &
ik, FIH CRISPR/Cas9 % 4t 4T % & 5 [F 4w 4, 1
55 DR win v 1K 46 B O- R ik % 7% I8 (caffeoyl-CoA O-
methyltransferase, CCoAOMT2) [ 4 5 3% N 9.3%;
Yao 2N F 5T Cas9 nickase(nCas9) ft) 41 fd Jifi s
WE B g 5 2% (CBED, FIH A:U6 J3 3+ 3X5) sgRNA
RIE, FEI25H “T1T-1B4” F 4 45 A 400 B o O i A
5 )7 %% 3% [K] 7 (plant AT-rich protein and zinc-binding
protein, PLATZ), 3% % 1k 13% ~ 14%; An %5 MI7E
CRISPR/Cas12a % 4t ' A M 4tU6-26 J7 51 ¥ 3K 3
sgRNA K&, $[H] PagPDS K I 3743 AL M 1,



%6 T A%

MR U6 J B0 1 30 P 23 B B JE 0 2 R e 280 A 52 ) 43

H f LbCasl2a % %t ¥ 5 K g 45 20 N 30%, 1
PagPDS-FnCas12a & Gt N 3.4%; Wu %] A 11
RUJH ¥ Cestrum yellow leaf curling virus(CmYLCV)
UK 5l sgRNA RiK, trit pCAMBIAO380 3 [K 4 8 7%
1A, 7E84K 7 L 1A] Golden2-like( GLK)FE K], 4%
RFIK 45.8%, SEIL T R BTG AR DNA 5% B )
PRA T TR 2 5, 1200 SR SEAS [R] JS 307 3k 3l sgRNA
Fak 5o K] G 5 R0 . BE & CRISPR/Cas £ A 1)
Tz R S e R v U SR I S Bl T LA g
o 2 R 4t 6 280 R I A A R, RO T IR A
U6 JE Bl BT i AR WARIE o Rk, AR B 50 0 A% 4%
PWIETE U6 Ja 30T 1E4T 1 3 B 58 8 I e i 7 e
TEPE, DUATRIE S 2 Ue Ja 73 T
FEH YR R S8 L CRISPR/Cas 3 [K 4w T H.,
T A4 v 0 ik O] 6 1) 8 e I RS

1 #8577

1.1 KRIt#Y

AW FEFT H <84K°#) (Populus alba % P. tremula
var. glandulosa)~ A K W %L (Nicotiana benthamiana)
AR pBI121 HA R LRAE . KB o 252
# DH5a MURFF B2 GV3101 10T g mEdh
VARG AT . 5196 B DNA W ¥ HEE R A
MBARA R A F 58 K
1.2 PagU6 BEhTHITHIE S 7fE

F L8 9% 41U6-26 snRNA 3 [K 7 51| 75 84K
¥ B 3 (R 41 #5088 e (https://www.nebi.nlm.nih.gov/
datasets/genome/) H /T BLAST /7 41 LL X, 3% HUAH

UEE ST 90% K PagU6 snRNA F PRI Ay ide JE (K],
DA EJiEZ) 700 bp J7HIE NG IE E 30+ 5 51 FIH
DNAMAN #4445 1% J7 51 5 A1U6-26 snRNA J K]
KA B H#EAT EEXT 538, 48 5E U6 snRNA 15
JE R SF A% O 7 51 IX 35k BA B2 RNA SR A Big TG 5% Fr
W IR SF o

FIFAFE A HE R 4 DNA $2EGR 7 & SR E D)
BHEA R A A, JEsDFREC84K 1 2 K 41 DNA, LA
IE AR, I R A . DNA %A Bt 47 PCR 71
% U6 JHENTRIEF 4. BTSN 1. RN R
N 50 pL, 3B K IEFE Y 58 °C, IEAH N A N 2 min. ¥
B 7= W 22 B N 0 e PR PR KRS O, A P R R WA
& (ra p s ME R AR I A BR A #], dE RO 3T
Bl ESELI
1.3 proPagU6::GUS gt & RIEFHERIIE

F BRI ] V) B Hind 1115 Bam H 1 % 844 5
ki pBII21 FEATEFYI, 37 °C BEY) 3 ho B2 4 MK
MR R, FH o aE w8 7 0% . B a1 i B 5l
IR =45 1:4CBE IR BT, N 2140 50 C.
1 ho EF =W HAK AT B &S24 DHSo, RIBE
PN % & ProPagU6::GUS Ji ki i B W, &
DNA Wl /7 ff T\ i 35 41 0 R 3% R B IR 2 &
GV3101, FHF AR F B A se s .
14 BEREIHFEELEEMHHE GUS ALLE
P ]

TEHL 4 ~ 5 WS A R P B AR N R A 32 4,
KRN B A FIERHHE B AT 1= e o BUBE I 12
Y J5 B ML e, BT ROE BN, #E4T GUS 441

R 1 84K#H U6 BEhFRBERIGIMFT

Tab. 1 Primer sequence for cloning of U6 promoter in ‘84K’
ElE B M8 (5—3"
PagUb6-1 F ctatgaccatgattacgccaCAGTACAGATGATGCAATAATGC
PagU6-1 R taagggactgaccacccgggAATTTTATCAGATGTCTCCGAAG
PagU6-2 F ctatgaccatgattacgccaCACAACATGACTTCAAGAGTGCCATAT
PagU6-2 R taagggactgaccacccgggAATTTTATCGGATGTCCCCGAAGGG
PagU6-3 F ctatgaccatgattacgccaCACCACACAGTACGAATCACTA
PagU6-3 R taagggactgaccacccgggAATTTTATCGGATGTCCCCGAAGGG
PagU6-4 F ctatgaccatgattacgccaATGAACCACGACAGATTGCTGGA
PagU6-4 R taagggactgaccacccgggAATTTTATCGGACGTCCCCGAAGG
PagU6-5 F ctatgaccatgattacgccaAATATCATGTATTGCATTCCAA
PagU6-5 R taagggactgaccacccgggAATTTTATCAGATGTCTCCGAAGAGA
PagU6-6 F ctatgaccatgattacgccaTCATCACTACTCAACAGCAGGT
PagU6-6 R taagggactgaccacccgggAATTTTATCGGATGTCCCCGAAGGG
PagUb6-7F ctatgaccatgattacgccaCCTATAAGTAATGAGGAATCTCACACGG
PagU6-7TR taagggactgaccacccgggAATTTTATCAGATGTCTCCGAAGAGA
& SRS NG TR P & RS, KRS TR RS ks sl TIE .


https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/datasets/genome/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/datasets/genome/
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g, b5 BT K SRR eI s g 1.
1.5 SLBFRHEEE PCR ( qRT-PCR ) ¥l GUS &
E ik K F

FIFHAEY) RNA PRod 52 Bl & QR 20 44
RHE AR A PR 2 75 Ak 50 $E BUBE R 4 1) 0 B
J RNA, 53 AT 5k . UL 123 JER g A S5
(L23-F: 5'-AAGGATGCCGTGAAGAAGATGT-3';
L23-R: 5-GCATCGTAGTCAGGAGTCAACC-3"), L\
cDNA A B iR K A6 I GUS % [K (GUS-F: 5'-GCAT
TCAGTCTGGATCGCG-3'; GUS-R: 5-GTAATGAGT
GACCGCATCG-3D[FHNTRIE T . RV R 20 pL:
51 %)% 0.4 uL. cDNA 500 ng. SYBR Green I gPCR
Mix 10 pL, ] ddH,0 #ME % 20 pL. ¥ HFEF: 95 C
180 s; 95 °C 10's, 55 °C 10 s(40 MEIF) o« HAFE T
WEIANMEWFES . R 272 5k A H A
(R X 223K &, 3114 A GraphPadPrism 8.0 %K {43k
AT R R T7 2250 HT
1.6 proPagU6-1::PagPDS EE i A2

PL PagPDS FE K Jy Cas9 % £, 18 H] Golden-
Gate 77 [ 1 R gRNAs-tRNA A B 5 £ ¥ 1k 14
pRGEB32 # 14 % # , ¥ & X 8 4 A& proOsU3.:
PagPDS, 5197 51 VA W28 2. 43 i) BA X HE 28 44
proOsU3::PagPDS % PagU6-1 J&i 8l T NI, vob&
HW R B ABRGIYE AN YIES Hind TIIAT Sbf T %)
proOsU3::PagPDS B AR 47 XUBEY], 3R15 Ze VAL L
Ao IR TS e b T7 R0 1S B 1 7 Bl St b gk
B2, 15 B SL 58 AR proPagU6-1::PagPDS. ¥4
DNA I F£ R\ ) CRISPR/Cas9 i [K] 4 5 %% 74 5 N
MR AT B2 GV3101, Al TG sk fL 44k
S5
1.7 RABEN S IKFREF L REEREKRETE

EE 1 AW A A RO I 84K W i AL

FIFH A FF B A 5 0 o A AT AR E B Ak, 8
2 mg/L 1B R TR PUIE 2F o B HUERG S5 R A o 2 R 4
DNA, {# i SpCas9 5|4 (SpCas9-F: 5'-GCCTGACC
CCCAACTTCA-3"; SpCas9-R: 5'-TTGTCTTGCCGG
ACTGCT-3)#E 47T PCR ¥ 14, %5 52 5 K] Y J6 4 K o
PARFIIAE MR FE [N 41 DNA SNHAR, LA PagPDS & [X 5
YI(PDS-F: 5-GAATCATATCCGCCCTCC-3'; PDS-R:
5"-TCCCGCATCTGCCAAGTATT-3") ¥ 1 -4l k. 7
AL R BT A, of% HE %2 B pCE2-TA/Blunt-
Zero #MA, 1@id Sanger I 7 Hff i B R 17
{8 H DNAMAN 2R I e &5 2R 5 B AR R e 21 gk AT
EEXT, 3BT RAZ A,

2 HRGH

2.1 PagUe BahFHIFFIER

) FH 480 5 I 15 5F 1) 102 bp U6 snRNA JF 51| %}
‘84K H7 W4 ik ] 2H $4 5 PE i3k 1T BLAST LU X, i ik
9 A ALE & T 90% 1% 3k 7 51 (3R 3). i A
DNAMAN # 1, %F PagU6-1 & PagU6-9 L ¥ [¥)
DNA % 59 R IF 41U6-26 J3 51 5 51 #E 4T L)
M. R BIR, PagU6-8 1 PaglU6-9 1E #e 3k  ih
PR “GY B E: b R AR RAZ BB 2%, B = TATA-
like box #1 USE JofF, #EMIIX P 2% F¥ 71 7F dE D se 14
U6 BT . 1M PagU6-1 & PagU6-7 JF 51 & 45 1 5%
R/ L VAN € S 75 S & N b = o) Rl R = = e M O [
B 7 1) M LR AE, LG AL T i kS AR AT 05 R
=30 bp 4L TATA-like box 1—60 bp A& f#) USE stft:
(5'-TCCCACATCG-3"), Wyt 4 ] #5 25 A1 xF & &
(E 1AY. Kk, HEWIX 7 A& FEFRIVE ) DNA L
FF 51 984K > M 1) U6 JE 3+
2.2 PagU6 BRI TFHITEIE

DL 84K #7 Jt [K 41 DNA A#R, 7 k% 7 4 U6

32 CRISPR/Cas9 EEHEREIZHISIH
Tab.2 Primer sequences for CRISPR/Cas9 gene editing vectors

ElE/ R SR8 (5—3"

SS5AD5-F CGGGTCTCAGGCAGGATGGGCAGTCTGGGCA

S3ADS5-R TAGGTCTCCAAACGGATGAGCGACAGCAAAC

gR1-F TA GGTCTCC AGACCGGACCTTGAgttttagagctagaa

gR1-R CG GGTCTCA GTGTTATCAAtgcaccagecgggaa

gR2-F TA GGTCTCC AAGGTCCGGTCTgttttagagctagaa

gR2-R CG GGTCTCA CCTTGATAACACtgcaccageegggaa

gR3-F TA GGTCTCC AGACCGGACCgttttagagctagaa

gR3-R CG GGTCTCA GTGTTATCAAGGTCtgcaccagecgggaa

L5SADS-F CGGGTCTCAGGCAGGATGGGCAGTCTGGGCAACAAAGCACCAGTGGACAAAGCACCAGTGG

L3ADS5-R

TAGGTCTCCAAACGGATGAGCGACAGCAAACAAAAAAAAAAGCACCGACTCG




# 6 TR S R U6 JR 31 e S 1 43 Bt S FL k[R5 i 45
R3 84K’k U6 snRNA EEHIELL
Tab.3 Mapping of U6 snRNA chromosome in genome of ‘84K’
HE K 44 F5 VO EREN RS FRIZHIX B /bp J7 HUARAAE
PagU6-1 3 22 281 589 ~ 22 281 690 98/102 (96%)
PagU6-2 5 3777911 ~3778 012 101/102 (99%)>
PagU6-3 5 3780 995 ~ 3 781 093 101/102 (99%)
PagUb-4 5 3774511 ~3 774612 100/102 (98%)
PagU6-5 9 11684 921 ~ 11 685 022 97/102 (95%)
PagU6-6 11 14 401 117 ~ 14 401 218 101/102 (99%)
PagU6-7 11 14396 075 ~ 14 396 175 100/102 (98%)
PagU6-8 5 3783 544 ~ 3 783 641 97/98(99%)
PagU6-9 9 6500 520 ~ 6 500 613 90/94(96%)
TATA-like box
A —20 bp +bp
AtU6-26.5eq grriramccccey TTARETTE. AGLI?TDGAGTCGMGTLG‘IGA
aglU6-1.5eq acecerdicerred. . . AAKCGCA . ABTEGACTAGCT
PagU6-2.seq ercaccdizacecay. . . GTGARECAGAGACCICGAR
PaglU6-3.seq craaccinnnceeg. GCTARRGARGRGARCTGACGH
PaglU6-4.seq ercaccapanceca. . . GCCARECAGAGACTIGAGTAR
PagU6-5,sec AGGAGTGICCTTTANT. . ACAGAGABEC . ATTCGCTECE
PagU6-6,sec EcaAccaBaAcECE. . . GCTAGEGAGABAACCCTAGT
PagU6-7,sec CCAACATRAACGCEE . . .| ACGACACAGAGAAGGAAAGCT]
Consensus 2 E
AtU6-26.seq ZE
PaglU6-1.seq
PaglU6-2.seq
PaglU6-3.seq
PaglU6-4.seq
PaglU6-5.seq
PaglU6-6.seq
PagU6-7.seq
Consensus taaaattggaacgatacagagaagattagcatggcccctgogoaaggatgacacgca aaatcgagaaatggt caaattt
B M | 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 M 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 M
% (9)00 g 2000 bp
g% b N i o ) ) Seesmne! 405 2 o 1900 bp
380 66 500 bh
250 bp
C :
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Hind 111 Bam HI W

A, LR snRNA SEHFES, BAE P R)E sl FAYE Z 0 TATA-like box F1l USE Juff, FESHEIAN A “G” BIE B HE 8K
B. M: 2 000 bp Marker, 1~ 3.PagU6-2, 4 ~6.PagU6-3, 7~9.PagU6-7, 10~ 12. PagU6-1; 13 ~15. PagU6-4; 16 ~ 18. PagU6-5;

19 ~21. PagU6-6; C. proPagU6::GUS filifs ek s i 2 A

1
Fig. 1

snRNA [ 5% 27 bp J H L iE%) 700 bp J7 5I1E A
U6 J3 8 T 7% . PagU6-1 & PagU6-7 J3 5T ) 7
FIK: KA 709 7244 729, 711, 734, 740 717 bp
(H1B).
2.3 proPaglU6::GUS A& RIZFEHIHaE

FH BRI A V08§ Hind 110 Bam H 1 X 84K 5k
pBI121 FEATHGY), [RIc 2 VA 344 . 1) FH o 4% v [
JriE B a3 7 R BOE R Z YIS 1) pBI121 2k
PEE AR, HI5E 84K # U6 Jash 15 GUS ZH A &
R EAA . MRS5S TN — 3, & 7 A proPagUé.:
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2.4 [ Paglé B FHIFRE M

¥ 74 proPagU6::GUS Rl 3 18 #4481 A
FE B R SHEAE L Fy R Iy 08, % GUS Bl
150 CaMV 35S::GUS B REFN 7 A 5256 2H 35 W

PagU6 JEENT 79I LEX 23 M A proPagU6:: GUS Rl 3635 8 A I H

Sequence analysis of PagU6 promoters and construction of proPagU6::GUS fusion expression vector

KR AES, o PagU6-1 ¥ GUS YLt fe IR,
HAH YO NE 2A) . 458 E£W, 74 PagU6
JA ST HIRE R4 GUS JE K Rk, BA i
P, B PagU6-1 %% s i 14 ] R AR XL

NRE— B IR PagU6 3 3 1 (3% T, X %
RGLIHE T ) 6 A E proPagU6::GUS AR F|
Fl qRT-PCR L5 GUS & R K IE K. 45 R B,
PagU6-1 J5 &l 5 CaMV 35S 5 & F K& () GUS
FRRIE KM Y, M H R 54 PagUb J& ) 1 UK
BN GUS F PR 28 B AN UK (W E 2B) o X iE #]
PagU6-1 JA 3l i&E MR i, & T CRISPR/Cas ZE[Hl
SRR A IS sgRNA [ Rk .
2.5 ERFEUIKHRERRBENE

J\E T 21 & A B (phytoene desaturase, PDS)
SRR DRV A BN R, B \A
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NBEIEDN, M 3 AN E R sgRNAs 12 [5 4 45 K
Ao R AT B T K B 5 AL X M W AT 2 4%

35 S —HONUENp| 5gRNA | 5eRNA | 5gRNA = OSUBI | hspCas9 |
35 S —MONUERP[ sgRNA [ sgRNA [ sgRNA =/ OSUBI :

A X} B A
proOsU3::PagPDS

M e LS
proPagU6-1::PagPDS

WAk, X B 2R %8 IR AT R A BT (18 3) . S5 R
WoR, AL SEEG AR (proPagU6-1::PagPDS) 55 % [
BAR (proOsU3.::PagPDS) ¥ it S % < 84K # (1) S [A]
il o Horh, BeASEIG B IRTS T 37 NI ER A,

B
C
D
L ik ik KRR S A RIS R ST FALRIER /%%
proOsU3::sgRNA 21 56.76 3 14.29
proPagU6-1::sgRNA 37 61.67 6 16.22
E E iy
oyl 5-GACTATCCAAGACCGGACCTTGATAACACGGTGAAT-3’
01 GACTATCCAAGACCGGACTCTTGATAACACGGTGAAT +1
proOsU3::sgRNA  § 02 GACTATCCAAGACCGGAC-TTGATAACACGGTGAAT -1
03 GACTATCCAAGACCGGA-CTTGATAACACGGTGAAT -1
01 GACTATCCAAGACCGGAC-TTGATAACACGGTGAAT -1
02 GACTATCCAAGACCGGACCCTTGATAACACGGTGAAT +1
proPagU6-1::sgRNA  { 03 GACTATCCAAGACCGGAC-TTGATAACACGGTGAAT -1
04  GACTATCCAAGACCGGA-—--TAACACGGTGAAT -6
05 GACTATCCAAGACCGGACACTTGATAACACGGTGAAT +1
06  GACTATCCAAGACCGGACACTTGATAACACGGTGAAT +1

A. X BREAK proOsU3::PagPDS 5525684k proPagU6-1::PagPDS IR ; B. PagPDS JEFMHL S5, W6 N IELE T,
L140 PAM i f5; C. BF AR RIS, a. A TRETR, b AEHME, o REHERA; D. BHRGH R F L F ghig 2k g%
ALK AL RSB RCR s B, ANRIZE AN SIER S AR IO F 458, 206008 PAM {5, SRR RIFS, W@ A aE,

3 CRISPR/Cas9 % K% fHE A M 5 M i1 B AL 45 21
Fig. 3 Construction of CRISPR/Cas9 gene editing vector and the results of genetic transformation in poplar
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