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&2 CRISPR/Cas9k A 448 R 2 ) 5L A T % AP AL K B 2069 % 48, {2 2 £ R 800 i, KR IE L E(Lac-
tuca sativa L.)¥ # 5. CRISPR/Cas9& F 4484k & . 4 S ARIEA EFANCMIL B 7 5353t ¥ &, ## Lsfancm-CRISPR/Cas9
BAR. REVAEZETForE AR, Bt RATH 28 . 35, RHARES. FTRARARZRFTAE, A FRHFR
AFE R0 RAE A, FEIRAF2AMRT REE A R PR AR, 3 — st Feds & 5 2 SEATPCRIT M B oA, K IatkaE AW £ %
ey ¥els b8 A KR A, A fanem B e REMR, FFEAET RER T L LB LR Eh, A LEREN, KR CRAFK
CRISPR/Cas9k B 4 #H4K 7 iz Al T AR T, AR 62T AR R ARG EARDRATAS TR RBEZHHAK
FHEIE): A X, RAFE /N i454010; 2B % 4], CRISPR/Cas9

142K, CRISPR/Cas9 (clustered regularly inter-
spaced short palindromic repeat/CRISPR associated
nuclease 9) RS 1E NI g AR iz N T4
R IR 2L 1) 2 86 AT HHE 50 22 K] ) E Y T 98 (Ding 45
2016), JF HAEMP RS B A MOIRE R xfil
155 Mol 20 ) M 82 55 75 TR AT T B RCR (Xie A
Yang 2013; Zhang%$2014; BortesiflIFischer 2015;
Rani%$2016), CRISPR/Cas9& 5 T4 i A1 1k 40 B,
& H AR S E AR A — R TR G, O
T I A 2 I8 SR AR R B 1 55 A\ 12 (Barrangou
4£2007). CRISPR/Cas9 £ 4t ¥+ #4154 gRNA (guide
RNA)MICasOtZ IR N VI, gRNAE L FIEE T 51
BRI FC 0] 454 2IDNA L, [F]if gRNATR] LA 55 Cas9
B . Cas9iE 5 gRNAL A I 5 T if
IPAM (protospacer adjacent motifs)fii £i, 7EPAM
EU#293 bpAb UJEFIDNAXUEE, T BDNAXUHE W7 ¢
(double strand break, DSB), Zkifj 5| & ¥k &
YERIDSBE K . fEDSBAE & I i 72 o 2 78 XU 7
Z A7 L 5| RS A ) 4 N B ROk AT A A
DNAHE AT 55 J K 4 #E(Cong252013) . H ATCRIS-
PR/Cas9 5 4t - B A7 P b 5 AN H T e 4 26 B 4
(0G5, — 2 #4 73 Cas9 S gRNA K ITE B AA, il it
AL AL TE R ) M N 3k Cas9 25 1 T gRN A AT
X RN A AT IR b — MR AR AR
L[ Cas9E F M gRNA T e H A iz B iZ sE B B
BRI NS AR M BE AT e R G B, RS K A
S Bl O B TR B2 R A 15 5 T AR N Y B I R PR
(W00%52015; LiangZ52017). AHF 5t i FH 25— Fh
Tk, BIR A SRR IE BAR, X AL S HEAT 1AL B

1k, FIH B 2H 1K) Cas9 8 1 L gRN AR A= S 4T 25 [l
HemiE .

3 (Lactuca sativa L)) 2n=18))8& T % Bl & &
JEREWD, J&— B A A, TR i
W, Rt R 2R 2R, B
178 IR A TN (fr R IE 552001 38 T IF 55
2012). MichelomoreZ5 /£ 19874F £\ 4 B Thil iE 4=
S AL AL A R (Michelmore251987). I H /i
ML, ZAE AR R DA 24 58 3 AR B Curtis
£51999; XS/NFIEE2007; AFHENTSE2007; 125 5 55
2012). AHF 5 LA 32 FANCM 3 K1 /E JCRISPR/
Cas9 A4 [ IE . FANCME AEME 7 h 2
5oy 2 A2, BRI 2258 X (crossovers,
COs)[ITE %, 0018 ¥ fancm FE A5 R KH HE T B £E Y,
CO%y H ¥ 5, B AN IN(Crismani%#2012; Knoll
%2012). AWFFAY BHIE I XS T SEFANC MY 52
AT 2 4 41 v 2F SR JRAR 23 2L I AL AR, AT T ER
A B PR

AHF 7T K i Lsfancm-CRISPR/Cas9#i 44, LLA4:
KT ASME R, TR AT R AT 7 O A3
HBEAT LAk, 0 BT T ORI ARG 35 R AR AR 525 R
BRI, e 4 A A AT 8 A% 1) AR SR CRISPR/
Cas9R: N w1k 3

fs  2017-03-13  {8F  2017-04-12
BE EXARREEES(31370347TR131570314), L TEAL A
72 B R A FERHE I H (G179910) A7 £ Rijk Zwaanfi
AL AFE .
* L [EE AE R (B-mail: yx_wang@fudan.edu.cn; dani@sibs.
ac.cn).
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MREREE

1
1.1 E#

AT A2 32 (Lactuca sativa L) 5 Fpe H
REEHWHEREZ AR . A VAR B
A PR WUFERIA . B
WA SRR AE . LA B UhMA .
FEHHRAES . RRHEENHE A5 ofp A
S I E 4G HFOLAA R A
1.2 EHRFIRR

KIGAT i (Escherichia coli) DHS5 o852 Z5 FIHR

RB Bsal Bsal

=)

frr st G P e )

pHSN401# &

Jei A KT B (Agrobacterium tumefaciens) GV3101/85Z
AT S = Al .

AW 72 i F I CRISPR/Cas9 £ 4t i v [H A b
KEFA 5 Bt R 45 22 s (Xing 552014) . 1%
ARG E3INEAK, HrppCBC-DTIT2#i ik N A%
P, A egRNARKIA G . pHSNAO 1 A7 41 1
A& N - 885 2= (kanamycin, kan)FIH: L5 2= (spec-
tinomycin, spec)Piit, TEAEPIA A i 5 2% (hy gro-
mycin, hyg) ik, H T HAHRIE R FFEGV3101 /&
522 T HEAT A2 S8 B AL B2 A (K1) . pSoup#ifk Ay
VURR =i, 24 NP BhEik, 5 BipHSN401%;,
EAERE R EGV3101 &

U6-26t Nost LB

! _m_

K1 pHSN4OTZR AR S5 478 i
Fig.1 The structural diagram of pHSN401vector
U6-26p: U FE TFU6JE Bl U6-26t: FUrd JrU6ZK 1L ¥ 2x35p: 2/ H3 Bk AIAE RS2 #:35S Ji 8 F; Nost: JHIETH A B AFNos& 1L F; zCas9:
TR E R TR A CasOlf; spec (R): AW RPUIESL ] hyg (R): ¥ # K BUMERE D kan (R): R ASE R uPEHED]; LB/RB: T-DNAJ N /2 /4714 5

pUC ori: KIGAT I S HIAZLG AL pSa ori: ARFT T S HIF AL A

2 5
2.1 #J3ZLsfancm-CRISPR/Cas9Z (A L B it b K
HE
2.1.1 EF#A T
FANCMZEERIME Bk B T & 7E A7 A7 2 Rijk
ZwaanFinl A ) . HEHECRISPR/Cas9 % 4t s 51k
1% 5 ] (MaliZ$2013), EJPAM (NGGEL# CCN)fz
sOENE N (E2), B-#EA7L s Hdy 4 ICRISPR/
Cas9-T,
2.1.2 Lsfancm-CRISPR/Cas9Z} (A #3E
PApCBC-DTIT2# i AR, i Ha 7 M it
5 5% 51 4: Lsfanem-CRISPR-DT1T2-T-F (Bsal-T-F)
MILsfancm-CRISPR-DT1T2-T-R (Bsal-T-R) (#1).
FiZ 51 Pt i PCRY 1515 21 % 4 gRNA-scaffold
AL 7 HIDNA B Br o S8 )5 F Bsal B i PE A
VI, Bg1)pHSN401E A MPCRY Y J5 [{)DNA Jv

B BN oK@ T, B AT B I N, o R
VIR IAT B - SR 58 s P 46 52 51 U 626-
FD (F 1) FF56AE, Phidk 5 70 fE/E 5 4 50 pg-mL™
RINEE Z LBE; IR 32 B 55 9%(220 r'min”, 37°C),
SR AR ORI (13), K i i () CRIPSR/Cas9# 44
it 4 N Lsfancm-CRIPSR/Cas9#k {4 o
22 RIFENSWELREELER

AHIEFER AT 1R A1 5 A SR s A A, AH
SR IVEEAL T A E T N IR T JE ki AR Ak (Miche-
ImoreZ51987; CurtisZ£1999; XS/NFiZ5E2007; A5 TN
2:2007; fF FHELE2012), HA FANCKRE . iR
[SE T
2.2.1 £EMTFREES

T 2k L 1 AR SRR T P G KRV B
PR#ESE2 h (150 r'min”, 25°C). 4R )5 H70% L EEIE
190 s, Kk FH 10% NaClO¥E 115 min, & /K
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Fig.2 The schematic diagram of genome editing using CRIPSR/Cas9 system
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Table 1 Sequences of primers used in this study

HH EA s

FF5)(5'—3")

CRISPRAK (A 14 22 1 51 40)

Lsfancm-CRISPR-DT1T2-T-R (Bsal-T-R)

CRISPRE AT 514 U626-FD
AR R RS HptlI-F
HptlI-R

HERE MR e v e 51 Lsfancm-CRISPRseq-T-F

Lsfancm-CRISPRseq-T-R

Lsfancm-CRISPR-DT1T2-T-F (Bsal-T-F)

GAATGGTCTCTATTGTTCAGCTCATGGTATA-
CAAGTTTTAGAGCTAGAAATAGCAAGTT
ATTATTGGTCTCTAAACTTGTATACCATGAGC-
TGAACAATCTCTTAGTCGACTCTACCA
TGTCCCAGGATTAGAATGATTAGGC
CTACACAGCCATCGGTCCAGAC
GGGAGTTTAGCGAGAGCCTGAC
ACGTCCATATGTTTCAAGGCTTTC
GCTTTCCAAAGTTCTTCTTTCGTG

Be3IR, Bn R F1/2MS (MS#62.37 gL'+l
30 g L'+3fE7.5 gL', pH 5.8)85 553, B 5RiIRE N
22~24°C, 16 Y1, JE IR 3RZ 1100 pmol-m™-s™
2.2.2 IMERER

Py & 5~6 dfF, BKEZ5~7 mmr) 7 4b
ARG EYIT .
2.2.3 KFHERSE

Wt pSoup i K i AR A AT G V310U AZ 4,
SR J5 ¥4 Lsfancm-CRIPSR/Cas9#k /& 4L, GV3101/
pSoup/& 22, LABsal-T-FHIBsal-T-R N5 ¥)(F£1)
AT T VEPCR, BRI BHPE R vw B BV, B e &A750
pgmL'FIEZR. 50 pg-mL A& F. 25 ug-mL
RKFEER . 5 pg-mL PUIR R LB AR 723 o,
PETH 35220 r-min”', 28°C)#]12 hZEOD¢,=0.6~
0.8, M EIREWEHE200 pLF#FE 120 mLZ A H
PUA R LBHRRE 77 569, 76220 r'min”, 28°C%&
PR HEH10~12 hE 0D, =0.6~0.8. K ETE] 600xg,

TOCEA T 8505 min, FIMSO (MS 4.74 g-L™'+j# b
30 g'L", pH 5.8)F BV 1 4, #HEEO0D,,=0.6~0.8.
I3 Je K MR AE B VR IR 10 min.
2.2.4 g5

FAEAAT B IR A ME A 2 MST [MS
ih4.74 g L'+ERE30 g L'+35157.5 g L' +Esh &
(kinetin, KT) 1.0 mg-L"'+15| 7, % (indoleacetic acid,
IAA) 0.2 mg-L"', pH 5.8]3% 373, 1 H 75 B e fh 1%
FrHE . K HMERTE G 2 F25°CHERE 772 do
2.2.5 ARARIFS RFRE

232 dif LR, M AMERFE R 2MS2 (MS]
B; 778k +hyg 17.0 mg-L'+KF3577300 mg L™, pH 5.8)%
FEHE, (T S B 973, 7£100 pmol-m™-s™ )
FEHRGRSE, 25°CA M N REFR . RRR20 DI AMEAR L
ZHTHIMS285 IR AT RARKE I7, kAR IR 2~41K .
2.2.6 £IRIEF

AN EAR R WhygEL A K ET em
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PCRY 1 Bsal-T-R
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Fig.3 The flowchart of Lsfancm-CRIPSR/Cas9 vector construction
U6-26t: PAFFIFU6Z 11F; U6-29p: $UFHTFFU6JE BF-; Bsal-T-F/R: 847 5 1E/ [ [F) 51 4); Bsal-T: Fib-& Bsalg V)67 s (R4 571

i, B e N0 R EMS3 (12MSE; FRFE+1AA
0.1 mg-L", pH 5.8)1% 953 i SER
2.2.7 YEFAFBEKL
BRI E R FEaE R LB RRE
=9:3:1), E T & W &N ERIE, eIt Hg b
PRI B2 22 2 P TR W (5 7R iR B2 22~24°C, I
A 12 h, SRR SR 5200 pmol-m™-s™). 2554
Yk2~3F 5, MBS RAE PR RAK. 1
ST DA B AR, 1 SRR TR A IR 2 1 e IR
I [E]8 h, ¥ E20°C; B E16 h, #HE15°C. T
FEAEIS A, e SR RE T4 1 2% A 9 GBI [H] 14 h,
HELFE30°C; RS A]10 h, i 25°C,
2.3 HEREEHKREE
2.3.1 HEREHRASEMMEEEPCREE
AT 5K FHTaKaRa MiniBEST Plant Genomic
DNA Extraction Kitis 7] & 2 HUAE S 1 2L K 41DNA,
SR I A B 2= UM RE R 51 ) HptHI-F AT HptII-R Jy %
TE G ER D)X B R AR DNA /T PCRY ™ 4
94°CHiAZ 15 min; 94°CAE1E30 s, 60°CiE K30 s,
72°CHEMHI50 s, 35MIEHR J 3 72°CHZE{H 10 min,

2.3.2 R EFEPRMEER

PL 5] ¥ Lsfancm-CRISPRseq-T-F fllLsfancm-
CRISPRseq-T-RAE Al F7 45 58 51 W0 (3 1) X} % Hk [A]
B P A MR 34T PCRY 18 (94°C T AE 143 min; 94°CAR
PE1S s, 55°CiB K15 s, 72°CIEAH 1 min, 35MEH 5 ;
72°CHAEMH 10 min)F H I .

AT FCI T P0G 1 BA S0 ik 55 R i 2
HEMHARA IR 2 7 58 o
2.3.3 ERERLMASFYITH

AR 5 DU Fy e 7R P DA R Bk R I 1 e i e AR
()L DRI fUR T R AR e . ARAEPCR =yl 7 U
TP, G SRAESEA T B 20, L4tk 5 IPCR
PP TIANGEN A 7] ff]pEASY-Blunt Cloning kit
I GIAT BRI, SRIG W B e A K AT
DH50& 24, Bhik 2 Hrd FERVE, PR R TR T
T B, AR B v Rl 4 SR e R 2R 5K

SMUTESES

1 Lsfancm-CRISPR/Cas9%} (& +3iE
WIE4-AFT 7R, HSEFANCMEE R 4K 97 970 bp,
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A
CRISPR/Cas9-T
I]-D-l]-l]-[l-l]-l]-[m}ﬂi]—ﬂ-[l—[l-t |
/9\ 7970 bp
L %1): CCTTTCAGCTCATGGTATACAA
PAM
JERIIEX [] SETF m NET

B
RB Bsal U6-26t Bsal U6-26t Nost LB

I%Eﬁﬁl gRNA scaffold @ $2{i1 2% HgRNA scaffold m

K4 A SEFANCMZE R 4584 J; Lsfancm-CRISPR/Cas9#k {4 7 & K]
Fig.4 The structural diagram of lettuce FANCM gene and Lsfancm-CRISPR/Cas9 vector
A: A SEFANCMBEE R 45 44 L) )2 CRISPR/Cas9#[i 4y m; B: Lsfancm-CRIPSR/Cas9# {4 .

BILEH20MME FANIN N EF. ARHECRISPR/
Cas9 F 4t 1) Rr 7 V) 1 JF 1 (Maligs2013), &
FANCMZE R B 559N I 1 13 1F #E 4L 5 CRISPR/
Cas9-T: TTCAGCTCATGGTATACAA ([&4-A), %
HE 13 T o v A B K 2 Lsfanem-CRIPSR/Cas 9%
. WE4-BFTR, Lsfancm-CRIPSR/Cas93 ik #k
PR A 24 B 2 I gRNA R I B fICasOf .
eRNARIE G5 A MrE SrU6JE 3 T A& Ik 1, BERS
KIEFAFEAL T FIgRNA, H TR Mg &
SEFANCMZE N SE47 5 CRISPR/Cas9-T. Cas9fiff iR
5 CRISPR/Cas9-THIPAM (CCT) AL & 3F H Y&
PAM R i FIDNAXUEE, 2038 Py 5 E DN A Uk b 4
1B = A R K Y
2 ERREEREK
2.1 FHEFEEZRMAHE
AWM T HARLER . WA W
MAESE R AR A “HrE A,
EHWPRAR . BRI E A 1080 4
SR, 222 Vanjildorj & (2005) R 5T, XX 56 i
bRy P AR AR AR R AT BB, R I P AR A
2 H ARG BRAESE (78%), HR Az
(56.2%), FHAh A= =5 it Bh ) FF AR 26 3 AN /2 30%
BRI AT 7 DL H AR 45 BR A S5/ N AL R
22 EEAIERRERMHAREGINTRE
PAMSHE 77 3 N IRt W FOAS RIS AP 28
EEAFI T H AR 45 3R AR S P AR AR R 5 me) o 25 3

211, 1§ F 25 2./ (naphthylacetic acid, NAA)Al
6~ JiE IR "E 14 (6-benzylaminopurine, 6-BA)ZH &, 4
NAAMKJZ 40.05 mg-L"', 6-BAN1.5 mg LI F4:
R e m, N82.5%. HFINAARKTA A, UNAA
W 90.05 mg L' KTA1.0 mg LI FA4= 42 5
H, N87.5%. K EKEH0.05 mg L' HINAAE
H0.2 mg L' HITAA, HH2 5515 mg L'
6-BAF11.0 mg L' KT & (3), AR5
7£90.0%F196.5%. 1] WXt T« H A 45 Bk A4 50 AR

2 ANFIBER B LR H ARG BR A S0 FEAE SR ) R
Table 2 The effect of different hormone proportions on the
frequency of lettuce regeneration

MR g /mg L PRAEER %
6-BA 1.0 78.0+5.0
15 82.5+5.4
4.0 73.546.2
KT 0.5 78.06.8
1.0 87.5%5.0
2.0 68.8+6.3

*EEFEELIRIN0.05 mg LA K ZE(INAA).

3 AN FIER I LR H AR S5 BR A3 FEAE B3 1) 52 15
Table 3 The effect of different hormone proportions on the

frequency of lettuce regeneration

R WK% /mg L A%
6-BA L5 90.0+2.9
KT 1.0 96.5+1.3

*EEFEF R IN0.2 mg L E KK (AA).
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(1975 S, KTEAL T6-BA, IAAZAL TNAA, Ktk
$£1.0 mg-L"' KT, 0.2 mg- L ITAAKI BRI
N FH T 5 SR S5
2.3 BHERERYE AT RTHIEERNHE

AHIF T AMSHES F7 3 N FeAit 973, 761.0 mg L
KT, 0.2 mg L' ITAABERECEL R, BF AN K
FEE () 85 25 0] 7 A L ¢ H AR G BRAE SR FEAE SR 1)
WM. WRAFTN, WA RIRE NI, CHA
SEERA SR B P A RGE PR . M R K
JEIEFI17.0 mg LI, < HARLERA S G % aAN
AR . BRIARIFTLL17.0 mg- LW s 3L 4
SR R IL Ik .

Red HARGERRA S P A I 5 2 U

Table 4 Hygromycin sensitivity of lettuce regeneration

W KR /mg L PRSI %
0.0 96.5+1.3
5.0 32.0£0.8
12.5 3.8+1.0
17.0 0.0+0.0

24 HBEHFEMMEFERIRE

nESHR, ARSI AR usME R, 2t
THIR RITHER . LR, BHARES.
SFER A R ARG IR AR R R A SR AT AR F AL .
JERAAAN 22, 45 23 0RRIN 55 R P UIE A A SR AR AR -

K5 AR i s
Fig.5 The process of lettuce genetic transformation

A: Fh PR B LG 9E; C A 2GE S 2R m A, D AR .

3 TREERE®RN T TFEE

15 FH 25 2R HUPE SR R 7 51 S5 51 7 HptLL-F
FITHptI-R (K 1)%} iR #3 3 1) 300k ) B 2 Hi A
PRIEATPCRATIN, JCrh241k4 3 676 b 714 5%
#(1%16), Lsfancm-CRISPR/Cas9# ik # 4% A4 S 1)
WAL A2 580.0%.
4 TRERRIBEKRNEE

SR T AR AE A T FANCMEEE PR (1) 35 DR 4t B LR

MPCNC1 2 34 5 6 7 8 9101112

P67 e i PR A= SEAE R O PCRAGL DI 265
Fig.6 PCR analysis of some transgenic plants

1~12: B BE PR A A bk

W, AW 52 AE # AT S CRISPR/Cas9-T | R i ¥ 4
S5 #): Lsfancm-CRISPRseq-T-FA1Lsfancm-
CRISPRseq-T-R (1), LR 153 B 248k 5% L K]
PH 44 A 1) 22 R L DN A AR, 3EATPCRY™ 3 %
D7 o3 M, 285 SR 3 W AR B ik DR A= S A ik TR o
(EI7F08), H: K 9% A N16.67%. IXARRAE IR+
PR AR P A R g 2, L IR ) FEPAMAT £
(CCT) R4 bphbr=4:2 bp (GO)FEFEH A (KT), 5
HR3TRAERRAEPAMAL 1 (CCT) 972 bpAb/=4E13 bp
(CAGCTCATGGTAT)f J: i 25 (E]8) . PCR=4)
J7 4t SRR, LI UG B H B 00U, FE HPCRF=4)
TR T B v I B VA W A 2 B R g R
R R, DAL 25 SRR B4R R R 38 ol 24
B RAAR(EITHS)
5 T, REEEERNERR 547

FIRIRA ART AREE R B rE R, Rl
PR G CHl 2 i 2k 4 5 S8 PR A4 B 10RR T AR A
ko PL_EiAfFLsfancm-CRISPRseq-T-FAI1Lsfancm-
CRISPRseq-T-RIE A4 E SIVI(R L), X135
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Fig.7 Genotyping of GC base deletion in heterozygous mutant from T, generation

A: PCR™“ Wil 506 ], B: GO SRSk (P CR ™ M3 B a8 1A Js B0 v [ 1 ¥ DM PP e 1) Co R 4 (P CR ™ e B s kI . [ 14 v D

JF UG ] D: PCR ™ 4734 B3 1 I B v 8 T 75 DU 7 0 0 EE 0k, WT: B9 2 R A3 Lsfanem™: TARGCRIE B 2R Z &

(10K T ARAE AR I HE A7 SU3EATPCRY™ 1 . PCRF™
WA S PCR = W) FE H 204K I 5 7 I 1 7 0 &5 21
FEH, b SERAE R 2 GOBR JE Bl 2k & S A8 44 (K]
9), 2PRAE IR & GOl AL B I 4l & T 1A (E110), I F
SRRAE BEA A ARG N 1) R i 4
15

AR — R F SRR 3, R R AR
TEASTT A3 Ao A S MG BRAESE . S R i
B ] Lo SR A SR RV AR . B I B AR AR
2 RAF R R AR R 1) B, ik DR R R R i) A
PR ) 3 BN AE R R (Lim&E2011). A5
*&WUBﬁlo/\ﬁi§§nu$¢q” g HARGEERA S 1)
AR B . MEAN, AR R S Y
%%%aﬁiﬁfT&%l%¢%xﬁ$ﬁﬁ¢

e

FIe A5 FH (AR A A A 1R 05 7] 32 B 4t i oy SR 3K R R
EREE, — A R IR = A R T 5
R AE, T AR R R B A R T A 2R
[ TE A 3 AR 1 P A (5K /N 41 552002) . AR AR
ST A A R T EA A B BR A (R % 94620025
RAFMESE2008), 1X P 2 5 A Bt T BT A AR SR
a PN E SRS . ASHEFT e H ARG BR A S B AR A
RIS EA S N1.0 mg L'HIKT, 0.2 mg- L'
TAA . BE A FR R B 2R ZR A& T #i
R AEAR LA Al i Bl H 24, W a PR Rk
FE B 6 4% 4 AR T A (%) 4 L 78 23 R R B, XA 5
AL R IEH A K . AT DL R AE N ik
LM AR M PUA R, TN R IE R 217.0
mg- L, 5Lim%5(2011)f AT I 1120 mg- L™ 55 & 0
% AR .
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A

e

AAAGCTCCTT TCCGC TCAGGG TATACAACCCT C
PAM

AAAGCTCCTTTACAACCAGCATTTG ATATGCT TG AAG
PAM

Wl

A AAGCT CCTTT CAGC TCAT GGTAT ACAA CCAG CATTT
PAM

PAM

8 TfRCAGCTCATGGTATHHIE GRS A A FRAL A4 L K B 43 #r
Fig.8 Genotyping of CAGCTCATGGTAT base deletion in heterozygous mutant from T, generation
A: PCRYp I E; B: CAGCTCATGGTATHR A B 2 AIPCR 7= Wk #2431 I B v e T Vi U P I R € R B O PCR™ 3 B2 3
i B B AV DN A P D: PCR 3% B2 8 U i B o A T T 3 9 L s WT: B A TR A 38 Lsfamem ™ : Ty fRCAGCTCATGGTATHRZE B ok
Tt Tk,

A

A AAGCTCC T TT CATC TCGTGATACACC CC CAAT TTGAG.
PAM

B WT
e { T T
PAM

K9 T ARGCHEHEGR R A A FRAL A FE R B4 73 By
Fig.9 Genotyping of GC base deletion in heterozygous mutant from T, generation

A: PCR™ I U6 P9 B: PCR™ )i Bz 4k i 24 5 W TR 98 0 2 900 Lok s WT: B9 AR B AR Lsfanem™: T RGCIRFE B A4 &5 S8 M
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Establishment of CRISPR/Cas9-meidiated genome editing system in lettuce

(Lactuca sativa L.)

YU Ming-Sen', LI Xiang', GAO Ma-Ye’, YANG Lei’, NI Di-An>", WANG Ying-Xiang"*

'Institute of Plant Biology, School of Life Sciences, Fudan University, Shanghai 200433, China; *School of Ecological Technology
and Engineering, Shanghai Institute of Technology, Shanghai 201418, China

Abstract: CRISPR/Cas9 system has been widely applied to genome editing in many plant species, but was
rarely reported in lettuce. The present study was aimed to establish the CRISPR/Cas9-meidated genome editing
system in lettuce (Lactuca sativa L.). The lettuce FANCM gene was used for testing the system. According to
the FANCM gene sequence, we designed the target site and successfully constructed the Lsfancm-CRISPR/Cas9
vector. Then we introduced the constructed Lsfancm-CRISPR/Cas9 plasmid into lettuce through Agrobacterium
tumefaciens mediating genetic transformation approach with seedling cotyledons as explants and inoculating
agrobacterium strain, co-cultivating, calli-inducing, shooting, and rooting as transformation steps. In total, 24
transgenic positive plants were obtained in T, generation by PCR verification. Further PCR detection and se-
quence analysis on target site demonstrated that 4 plants were genetically edited resulting in heterozygous
fancm mutants. Furthermore, the homozygous mutants in T, generation were obtained. The effective heritable
genome editing system CRISPR/Cas9 established in this study will provide important resources not only for
functional gene studies but also for genetic manipulation of lettuce breeding.
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