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Abstract: To study the morphogenesis mechanism of leaf primordium differentiation, we used Liriodendron tulipifera to
clone 2 001 bp upstream region of LtAGO1 CDS as the promoter by RT-PCR and RACE technology and predicted its
function, and we also used real-time PCR to investigate expression patterns in Liriodendron, obtained the transgenic
Arabidopsis thaliana of ProAGO1 :: GUS by resistance screening and DNA dentification, and then monitored phenotype
and GUS histochemical staining. The results were as follows: (1) The LIAGO1 gene included an open reading frame for
3 300 bp , encoding 1 100 amino acid , the molecular weight was 122.14 kD and theoretical isoelectric point (pl) was
9.36. (2) Amino acid sequence analysis showed that 1tAGO1 consisted of Gly-rich-AGO1 and Piwi conserved domains of
AGO family. Phylogenetic trees revealed that 1tAGO1 was closed to Cinnamomum micranthum ( RWR84608.1) in
evolutional relationship. (3)The specific tissue expression analysis demonstrated that the expression order was stamen>
floral bud>petal>calyx>leaf>pistil >leaf bud>stem among tissues, the expression order was leaf bud sprouting stage >
young leaf stage>senescence stage >mature stage among stages, it was highly expressed in the leaf margin of Liriodendron
L., and LiAGO1 gene expression in leaf tooth sinus was higher than that in leaf tooth tip of Liriodendron wulipifera. (4)
The transgenic strains leaf polarity of the medio-lateral and proximo-distal axis were absent with serrated leaf margin and
double petal flower. It was found that GUS staining was stably detected at the tip of leaf bud of transgenic seedlings, and
higher GUS activity was observed at newly differentiated petioles. ProAGO1 promoter drove GUS gene to accumulate
specifically in the vascular bundle of Arabidopsis thaliana leaf, flower, pod and stem, and GUS activity intensity order
was leaf tip bud > flower>vascular bundle among tissues, which was in accordance with the real-time PCR results.
Therefore, the LtAGO1 gene is predominantly expressed in apical meristem and is regulated by various pathways during

the development of leaf and flower. The results provide a theoretical basis for further functional research of the LtAGO1

gene in Liriodendron tulipifera and regulation mechanism of leaf shape development.
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2 i SR AR P EAT O A VR RN ZE B AE i 2
BAYE R IR T 2T 73 A2 4H 21 (shoot apical
meristem, SAM) B9 JE0 DX, R4 ) 4 il o3 246 A
AR BT 2 el B v R A T At b
(Bowman & Eshed, 2000) ., AGO1 FE: K 12 2545 43
S R A A S 3 B B S — R A H
2 (Wu et al.,2009; Liu & Nonomura, 2016) ., £
K 3R (2019 ) 38 3 A5 58 A% BE 3K A9 $0L /e T Bk i 1Y
agol-27 RASRANE: I 2R E MY agol-38 AR,
A2 ZINAE(2014) X AIAGOT HBFRIBTHE] T M- 4R
PR AL I, 26 A XA AKORE N oK, SR i
R IR AGOT FER I B R ME B 58 AR R 19 7 7, )
B AGOT F PR i 25 AR /K R 1 445 S 3R R AE
¥y E M AGO1 SR i Fe R B i R 1E T i
PRESREAR (B 475, 2014; Li et al.,2019) ., &l
SImiR168 HBIA]JHE SIAGO1a FEH AU FRTA , Wah T %
Tot %o A 48 Bl 30 8 BT ME (Liu et al., 2020) 5 $G 5F
ago1-27 LT A= X s K AR, H7E IR T
M AGO4 FL R P29 W8 15 5 B9 i 1% 38 ( Elena et
al.,2020) , Bk (2021) B, HEE HiAGO1 %
B 2B AR DT AR S0 1 8 2 0 S v % 1 S EE

ISR & B, AGO1 JE A T R AR (JA) /55
3 % A DG DR 8 77 A DRI JA S A il i Jfp 3
(Liu et al.,2018) ., Al WL, AGO1 il d £FMiEit S5
FEYIBL I e o B 8 T R A, AG01d S 5/
FALZ AL AL KT (151 ,2018) , SR ST AR 43
A2 2T B AGOT WY Tk R 4E RF A A 2 5l
(Adrien et al.,2019) ., AGO1 K& [H 7EHI ¥ 2% B A
Ve SR A UL LAY E R E ORI i R A £
J7 i E PR

AU SEHE B 0k 5 G 5 CRR = DA B & e T
P32 R 45 €0 1) EL AT UL B o {1 ol KRS o, it e
HA =M AR 225, & 058 04 F ot
TE R R Ak B BRAR BT RE, AT 4ROk A%
5 (2014) MRS LG EM A 9 4> LiNAC HEH S
SRR E IR, Ma 25 (2018,2019) 5 B 8 %
PN RS ALt i 4 ATBIE S R B
T2, B SELL I BEBGAIE 10 4550 & & M G 22
S, K LeKNOX6 JE R ] {8158 5+ e 25 8L
MR IR R ANE SR, Hau st F b 58 K1 % Ay
R TG T8 LIS AN I 2, AGO1 B2 RS 5
THIE R E B, 50 951 5 Mok 28 Fn fe
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RSP AR R B R A7 A Rk
il J5 PR A i oK P A2 A 5 = A 4 1 ) B)
F52 0 (Dey et al.,2015) , #AFGIT AtADR Fl AtAIF
Ja s F AL AE 25 & E (Shih et al.,2014;
Dai et al.,2019) , W5 37652 WA 9 09 MR A
AT R RN, AR RACE
R H R R A5 b 26 38 % M LAco1 SR B 4 K
cDNA, Ff X H A7 A P15 B e Tl e 1 4125 7 3k
KA, W02 T RS IR D) RE O 5 5 OQHE LAGO1
NG s F R A R kg 5t B
R LAGO1 R 3 % A8 OG5 PRI 3 45 AL ) A
FE B HEA

U AR

1.1 &8}

111 RRE AR BAE 78R ROl K22 1 38 23
AP 51 50 bR R O i B e AR — A b S S
T (SE R R 2R g R ) RS AR (b
FRANFRIE) R BER R, 2018 4F 4 H 705k 4
RKERIFH 3 DR RO A8 3 DAL (2%
M- JEFRFNI TR ER ) BIAS i R A (2003) B9 T7
o (A, SR AR AL 2 58 A IR — mp 3 Y 8 > 2H 41
FEG (R 25 HESS MESE AL ZF B 2R IR
M) o 2018 4 3—8 I [H], 43 J1) >R 2 AU 56 38 5 4k
ZEET Sl 4l 0 s A A R
A, HBARS % M I8 (2014) B 07, Al R 4
T ARG B a e Al e SRS AR Sy b A d
H G MBS 3, € AR g e LR A HE T
MRy L, 76 7 A ARG E o B e
BAEFRAK, P, AT T 2018 4F 7 AR&E]L
FERE WA [/ K/ By i ) T 25 09 85 0 43 25k
mmE 1 g, LIRS H DN (2015) . BT A
in R BURE 3 WK, B T - 80 °C MR TG vk A Hh AR A
T FEHCRNA

1.1.2 A4CX A FEY)E RNA SO & | K
H ( TIANGEN) 4= #) 2y 7, PrimeScript™ RT Master
Mix ( Perfect Real Time) Jz ¥ 3 i # & . 3'-Full
RACE Core Set with PrimeScript™ RTase i 7 £ .
SMARTer® RACE 5'/3' Kit & % 5 i # & .
PrimeSTAR® Max DNA Polymerase ER AR DL 2
000 DNA marker fll SYBR Premix Ex Taq f#3JIly H

Takara 7y 7 , % R 42 B} Gel Stain, Easy Pure Quick
Gel Extraction Kit &5 2] i 57 & A1 Blunt 2% {434
AL 2 X B H ARG BRA A, ClonExpress®
Ultra One Step Cloning Kit H 2H [iff 1 H 145 M8 A= 4
N A, KB FF # ( Escherichia coli) T1 5 4 T
(Agrobacterium) GV3101 W 5 |- 7 ME Hb A= 90 N W),
R IRHAK PBII21-CUS fiASL I 4R 4 51914
JH T s 3T B 2w S, Hod o MR AL 1,
1.2 ik

1.2.1 Bk B e L ARG L 26 R 5 (L
tulipifera ) % 55 240 B0 95 J% (http : //ancangio. uga. edu/
content/ liriodendron-tulipifera ) , i & H 4 B 4 N
AGO1 J: A /) EST J¥ 41, # iF Oligo 7 K 1% it
PCR #3451 9y, DLAL 56 1 22 Ak it 2F (19 cDNA (3 /-
RACE #1 5'-RACE BT, ™18 LiAGO1 JER 1) 3
AHE B, PCRRRN 50 pL, F P98 C
3 min;98 °C 105,58 C 305,72 C 1 min, 3t 35 />
PEIR;72 CHIRIEM 5 min, FFHMW A B#EER
Blunt ZAR S5 HALKRIIT I T1 RS2 A0, PR %
I, FIH DNAMAN B PR 5 A4 K cDNA JF
51, ffi i NCBI ORF Finder 7E 28 %k {4 (htips://
www.ncbi.nlm. nih. gov/orffinder/ ) il 7 jif 5] 152 HE
VTS Yy, 56 Uk K P v B A0 IE B 1 . MK B R
I AGO1 FE P CDS Fe 41, 4 #& HE b3 v 3 1
Feol ., )R s 945 Bk B RS AR (S AR i)
NJFU-Lchi-2.0 & [K 20 9 J5* 45 2 ( Chen et al.,
2019) , FIFH [A)J8 oe B s i T H IR e 51 9, 51 90 )% 51
UL 1, B CTAB % (B4 ,2007) 42 BCR
FEALZUY DNA, DL B4R 53 tH £ 2 000 bp 1
JE 5 S A

1.2.2 LIAGO1 K B &9 £ 412 &% 547 {fi 1] NCBI
conserved domain TE £k & 4 ( https : //www. ncbi.
nlm. nih. gov/cdd ) T LtAGO1 £ F A £ 57 25 14
I, ff H ExPASy H' B9 Protparam T. H (https://
web. expasy. org/ protparam/ ) TE 28 73 #1 85 H it # 1k
PE B, i ] SOPMA 1E 2% %k 4 ( hitps://npsa-
prabi.ibep. fr/cgi-bin/npsa_automat. pl? page = npsa_
sopma. html ) Fl Phyre2 7E £ # 4 (http://www.
sbg.bio.ic. ac. uk/phyre2/html/page. cgi? id =index)
A3 T A R = = g5, A SignalP 5.0
Server ( http://www. cbs. dtu. dk/services/SignalP/)
PN 8 H e S & 5 5 K, B PSORT 7 2 1 7F
( https : //wolfpsort.hge.jp/ ) T & FH V.40 My 1) %€ 17



LIAGO1-qRT-R
LcActin97-F
LeActin97-R
Hind II-F
GUS-R
LIAGO1-QC-F

TCAACAGAATAGCGATCCGAA
TTCCCGTTCAGCAGTGGTCGTG
GTCGCACAACTGGTATCG
CACTCATTAGGCACCCCAGG
ATCCAGACTGAATGCCCAC
ATGGTGAGAAAGAGGAGAA

LIAGO1-QC-R TCAGCAGTAGAACATCACC

LtAGO1-Pro-F ATACCCAGCAGATAACGAA
LtAGO1-Pro—-R GATTACTCTCGCTTAGTCA
proLtAGO1-GUS-F

proLtAGO1-GUS-R

GACCATGATTACGCCAAGCTTATACCCAGCAGATAACGAA
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Table 1  Primer sequences
EIL/EA S JP3 (5'-3") ik
Primer name Sequence (5'-3") Application
LIAGO1-F CGTGGTGGTGGAGGATATCA epi] By i
Fragment amplification

LtAGO1-R AGCAGTGGGAGTTGTAACAG
LIAGO1-30uter CTGCTCTCAAGGACAATGTGAA 3'RACE
LIAGO1-3Inner ACTCTTTGCTGGACTTCTGCTATCCTGATG
LtAGO1-50uter GTGCAGCTCGGGATCAGACGGCCTATGAGA 5'RACE
LIAGO1-5Inner TGACACCACTGGAATGTTGA
LIAGO1-qRT-F AGGGCCAATTTTATCAGGTC PN

Fluorescent quantitative

WZ

Reference

UEE
Testing

T 1) BERE Y 384
ORF amplification

JR BT R

Promoter cloning

AR

Vector construction

ACCACCCGGGGATCCTCTAGAGATTACTCTCGCTTAGTCA

0L, 7E NCBI 4 /2 BLASTx Hh 4 0 [A) I e 51
fHH Clustal X #F43 H1 LLAGO1 2 11 IR 5 14 Al
MEGA 7 # {4 #4 & Neighbor-Joining % 4t ¥E L #
ffi A PlantCARE %% #& J% ( http ;//bioinformatics.
psb.ugent. be/webtools/plantcare/html ) X} 57, [ 15 5]
i )8 3l 4 AT I A I ST 3 A

1.2.3 LAGO1 A B & K& 547 ALY & RNA
S W) G ) i HBORS 20K i A [) K & e 38 g o
Fr BN IR EH 2L 8 RNA, JF S #% 5% & 8 cDNA 1Y
S — %k, W B 20 %55 1E O RT-qPCR B4R, 38 1
Oligo 7 A BIHHELE 5 PCR 519, 2B AL 5
ERYEM NS ILA Actin97 (Tu et al.,2019) FEF7 5L
i %E 4 qPCR SR, G190 F S 1, RO AR &R
20 pL, 439} SYBR Premix Ex Taq 1110 uL, |-'F
sl 4 0.4 pL(5 pwmol - L"), ROX Reference
Dye or Dye [10.4 pL, ik (100 ng)2 wL,RNAase-
free ddH,0 6.8 wL, ¥ HEHEJF .95 C FWiAE M 30 s;
95 CAEME 5 5,60 CR K 34 5,40 DG, X565
73 WA EE 272" (Livak et al.,2001)

T I3 b7 3 R A AR X e 5 0

1.2.4 MAEBARBEA G5k i Xbar 1 M1 Hind
T 7t 43 550 il VDR e TR 380k PBI121 ks, 28l ik B
w2 B bs =W e Yk, JF Bk B B R B
ProAGO1 , ) FH v i 5 [7] Y5 0 2 Jt oK iy g 437 55
) PCR H W 7= ¥+ 2 2 5 V) J5 1 3% 38 301k
PBI121 b 5 A RIGFFH Th 3, K45 GUS 3%
KA PBI121-ProAGO1-GUS, ¥4 PCR 4]
DU o 268 02 TE B Y GUS 6 31K A S s 5 1 A AT 1A
GV3101, 3 i i 78 ¥ 3% 4 & ( Clough & Bent,
1998 ) % YL 2 B A= RU4DL R I o B USRI A5 3 /9 TO
RAUFE IFF FHEFLE & 50 mg « L' RAFE H
(Kanamycin) 1 1/2MS 5585 | ik i B G HR
T 5 22 1 e S RUR AR, R S 0 7 DU 51 4 % T
RAUm ST A Y DNA #6477 PCR %558, DL B A= U A
R A B XS B K A A T 25 SR %) R DR 4k
b 2 T2 %, T GUS Bttt

1.25 AR M eIk A AR HIEEEK R
FIHEF A U400 RE I 1 Bl S8 05 28 75% K L 10% 1K
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AR EE A 3 IR KPR, Z JE#EFP7E1/2MS
R (pH=5.8)"h 4 CHEk2 d 5, BTEEN
25 C JEFWIN 16 h YLHE/8 h B AR N
5000 Ix N TOGREEE AN, SRR 10 d )5,
WA T A AR T id 5% 5 IRE A,

1.2.6 AR H Atk CUS AL F £ E S
& Solarbio 2% ) RV GUS 7] & ik WA 45, 40 1l %k
BUAE 172MS B3 B A K 4.6.9.12.16,20,25 d
ERTR ) BOAR R L SU §E ProAGO1 =2 GUS 1 T2
AU AR | % Jefferson ( 1987 ) 4 J7 HE i 3 s
g ta 37 CiE W H , 75% W5 K Uk % i
5~6 WRTERU B FH M, LI GV3101 & W
Ptz YL B A= BUADL R I R [P X R 35S 1 GUS 25 3%
AR G ) 0L R I A BH A % i

2 R G5

2.1 LIAGO1 EE £ 1K cDNA HIK:TF

AL SR 2 2 3R AT AGO1 e Bk
J 4 3 592 bp, I RACE 5 BE4I15 1K 2 440 bp
#1636 bp 1Y 5% Al 3" % F 51 (K 2:A) , & PF AT
#|4 258 bp [ ¢cDNA 2K JF 5], £ ORF finder il
M3 5" -UTR K JE R 78 bp,3'-UTR 53K &
J7 880 bp, % 13 /> polyA, ORF K& 4y 3 300 bp, 3t
Fifi% 1 100 NEIERR , XF ORF Pism it o ¥ 1
FEI 56 UE , 25 5 R R 2 AE A0 K R RN
5975 — 3, B R, BT
REZE A A 2 DIRSFEA L, B Gly-rich-
AGO1 1 Piwi, Hrp Piwi Z5H A7 T AGOL 1Y C
Uit , T A RNA 57 b & 07 s A mRNA A3 VI HI{E
FHETEMEAL S (K 2:B) o DL ES5 R EHE 1 i 5
cDNA JEAI I IERA 1 , SO %5 M 4w 44 0 LIAGO1
2.2 LtAGO1 A 2% = R L5+ A0 Th gE T il

Kl 2. C R, iz &E A W IE M EE (extended
strand) (o B2HE(h) (B F& A (v) ML F M (¢)
R, Hrp N Gt i 2, 5 52.14% ; IL4h, 5
RILTR)TH K 2 1) 2 o BRTE (28.57% ) FlIE fi i
(13.83%) ,B it/ (5.46%) , WIEAN T K
FI45H: X LAGOT Tl JF A48 2 11 = 45 4 (1A
2:D), 45 R LIAGO1 FEH 455 AGO2 H
oML, H OB 5 B 15 100%, # A SignalP 5.0
Server UM% 2] D H ({55 KW MES Y-max #9F
BIE) #/N (0.001 6) , #0032 55 A 4 5 1) 25 1A

TARS IR, MAE R . X LLAGO1 2 .41 i
SEALH T &5 R RN LIAGO1 4 (A T i L 41
JLA% 44t B S5 R 448 A RS 1) 53 1E 4393 4 0.3 ,0.3,0..1
0, U6 BHIZ 2R 10T BE A T 40 i A Fn i dds o
2.3 LtAGO1 ZE g [FiF M b Xt K i3t L 8 43 17

W LIAGO1 Ji i Y & I 1R 5 51 5 NCBT %09 ¢
g R A E X R B, 5 DT K B ( Cinnamomum
micranthum) M ( Phoenix dactylifera) F1/N5EHF 85
( Musa acuminata) 55 AGO1 & (A B IR , H AR
B (72.97% ~176.33%) . & %27 5 X} K& B
LIAGO1 A 5 H ALY Fl AGO1 [R] 5 25 (H &1k %
PR C B ARSF N d RSP R 2, BRI T 50
PIFEAE— RSP Y Piwi 25 H9 38 (1 3) . LtAGOL
EHS AR R ALY AGOL 5 1 FF 51 — Bk 85
15, W B % DR AT ) A i R L AR ST,
i SHABYIFN AGO1 [R] YR B A Eb X K A4 2 i 2t Ak
B & B, Jb /G M-S R DK R AGO1 &
(RWR84608.1) R7E— L, X% K R, 5iF &
(XP_008812792.1) /INFHFAL (XP_009386429.1)
B SRS R B, SR (XP_012079244.1) i
BB (XP _021670505. 1) 1) 3 2% 5 Z& A X 4%
L(K4),
2.4 LIAGO1 M ZERIEER S

FIH RT-qPCR K5l 73 7 LiAGOT TE AL 56 58 %
W8 N R Rk E, SR WE 5. A TR,
LIAGO1 TEJLFERG S Mk T A AL 21 b 359 =ik (0
FIKEAAE—E 25 5, Horb, M 38 R AE 28 0 AE 0
T, W m T HALA 2, HAR 2B, 78
TEHE JEZE h R0 ZE R R 0 2Rk i IR,
LIAGO1 TEUFERE AN [R) 4L 2L R] B AR X 2 38 12 Ry
HESESAEZFE > LIS LTS > S HESE S 2E>28 ) 3%
FERTEALER B R 5 235 D LiAGO1 W BETE AL
WERE P RS TR,

Sof LR R A #E 4T RT-qPCR A
g K 5. B Fin, L ERG E R, ACO1 AR
X R IR A Ry i S > W rp S > i S S 7R R Mk
AGOT XS FRib it by i 2% > i L350 > i e,
WAL AGOT AR 3G M AL S 3G 2 kot Fr v
(AR e 3k, HLi% 5 R 7E 8 S kot B BT 5
SE AR X % 36 o 349 v T b 95 3G ARG A X 3R
a0 LR T ARk i S R L A ek 2 R b
FRGEMAY 4.5~7.5 %, UL AGO1 78 WA~ F ] it
RS A B AAE SR
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X ZE T S A (T 1 RTEE I 2) | & (R
W 3) I (4 =k 6) A (i
7) Wt B 4T RT-qPCR &I, &5 & 5. C fr
N TEMZEET S 2 R LAGOT R R
2 18 3 M8 MR ATG ; 7E A K, LiAGOL i 3R35
B 50 R R/NR AR S S &, BL7E ki AR K
Bb 3k B AR ; 40 iE A B, LIAGOT 1 3R3k
AR RS IR s u s H LR R AR, BT
i ST B B 3o B LAGOT Y 33k T B T
WA AR, LAGOL 7EAL LR Mo i A ]
KB B B AR G 2 58 1A i 2E B 2 > 4 it > 5
LS A, UL LIAGOT 7E b 35 RS Mk o A 41
S R RE B A ISP 2k

XFIE it RS (RIEER L a, o Al e) TG &R
43 (b 1 d) #E4T RT-qPCR K, 45 540 5. D
7N, LAGOT 8 A9 11 FH X 2 3% o 378 185 F I A 58 47
()2 IA  , AHETT 5, %56 R 78 M BB R A7 (b)) AR
Xif ek dg i T AR (¢ ), SR AME HA A Fe A
AFiE, B, LAGOT b L RG FE kot v iy A1
Xof & 3k Bt Ry AR > VT RE > 22, BB LiAGOo1 W] B
FENAR BIE B ke 2 FE AR
2.5 LIAGO1 EH £ RIE ML

LIAGO1 & 3L R B ML BR (K 6),4601
ANAN 5 335 855 17 8% e v & R DCLs \RDR6 F11 SGS3 %
HEHAE, B 50F miRNA M AESE ) HENT
HYL1 JEPR A AR PE4s K BE 20~ 24 nt 19/)
RNA (sRNA) RE W )i 22 386 55 13 38 ( Chen et al.,
2002 ; Zhang et al.,2008) , H: sSRNA Ay 7= 4= 2 B 4K
i DCL,AGO F1 RDR %& K K % i 4 15 (/) & H
(Saito & Siomi , 2010 ), SGS3 5 RDR6 WHaI1E ]
AEHT BAGE RNA 555 dsRNA 5 5 77 2 e 5t
R B, B AR 9% R B A /& F ( Yoshikawa et al. |
2013) , IAh,RDR6 i 5 AGOT .SGS3 Fl DCL4 3&
[w] 4 trans-acting siRNA WK, H TN ES
55 IR il Ak 9 A= 4 2R e i R ( Peragine et al.,
2004) , fEMHEH  NbDCL1 T ER S B AR E /N,
MR mEF 2. HYLL il i 4 5 miRNA R 8 9
HD-ZIP 3L H () 3k, N 4Rk 19 F R & &
(Yu et al.,2005) . HEN1 5585 & BLANAE 2% B &
H A5 (Chen et al.,2002) , L g IF H 48 K 356 4>
miRNA ¥J5Z2 3] HEN1 (1845 ( Yu et al.,2006) , Fl
DCL1-3 —Ff HEN1 BEREVHIE X & , XEES 5 ABA
155 30 % 19 P8 45 (Park et al.,2002) ., AGO1 53X

SE IR AH BLPE F, U R R HE L R R B R R R
EHL,
2.6 LIAGO1 B FRiE RIEBENHERERE

DL b 26 8 Mk 5L X 4 DNA W A% i 98 47 RT-
PCR ¥4 434 = Wy e A 700 5 , 4551 2 001 bp 1Y
LAGOL R FIFHI (B T:A) o ¥ash 9 Y
ProAGO1 % 1 | # W) # 35 # 1k PBI121 | (& 7.
D), & YEAHE K PCR KW, KB & PCR -
HEF= /N R 2 000 bp 2247, 5 FH X BE 2% K
B 7. B) R I 2 SR 5 R
JFPo—3, W RIKE SR (K 7.C) B
71N, T A1 B4 il D) B 4% 2k, — AR/ Sk 12
758 bp M5k, 51— & LT 5 ProAGO1 K/h—3
B 51 4% 45 UL B LIAGO1 J3 B T i S #y # 5)
PBI121 FikF ik,
2.7 LLAGO1 BEh FIRKIER T4 #7

FIH PlantCARE K 4 %} LiAGO1 J3 3 T )7 %)
AT, RN SR 2 FR  LIAGOL JashFh & f
RNA 2 & B 11 & 16 5% 5% ff % 7% 1 CAAT-box
TATA-box JGF FI#E 2 (%) 6 0 [ 76 4 ( 41 Box 4 |
G-box .GT1-motif /1 MYB %) | It APk 411 55 5 By 1)
FHOG A w1 T A4 (4an BiF A8 50 3% o8 4 TC-rich
repeats, 2 # R H E& ) N 98 95 o 4 CGTCA/
TGACG-motif, 7K 1 & Wi 7 JC1F TCA-element, ABA
Ml 3 TG MYC, ¥ JHiE AR SC TT A as-1, IR 50
0k ARE) Al A KR 45 A0 oot (n sy AE A
FR WA ICHE CCGTCC-box | F 2K M5 % & 19 4% 1
W IR0, -site)
2.8 HEFEBEKRKE N R REWE

22 PCR K 5, 4R 13 ProAGO1 = GUS %% 3k
PIPBH MR RE 11 #R (D 8.C) , WeRh & T T2 105
FER MR, & B AR AL AR K (1.520.2) em, #%
FERIR K (0.520.2) em, AR A AR —FE &
k(8. D), W A B AR /N 5 X FL A T
v 1 BN Bk Z1 A Ak, 30 d i, 8000 H P Rh 3R
RIMIRR R, EERRAE N T A AR IE /N (8. F) , Fh
AW HA AT (R E AL, S 4338 e 3R 1
PP A AN (B 8 E) . Hp BRR 1A 1 Fm
Hh— Ay ) A A K R i SR B A i
Y HA 3 E BUS B A B — 2 B 20t
FETER A sty | e — 0 ) R = T 1] %) R
FRER . HRAR 2 S Jod BB AR R /b 2 Jr 0t
TE R ZIFEEE AR R 1 BOR, R 1 ki AR
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Table 2 The cis-acting elements in promoter sequence of LIAGO1
M= AR e W0 75 Bt s .
Cis-acting element Core sequence Number I Function
A-box CCGTCC 5 IR 5 T4 Cis-acting regulatory element
ABRE GCAACGTGTC 8 ABA %G1 ABA-responsive element
ARE AAACCA 5 IR 5 5 M4 JC1F Regulatory element for anaerobic induction
AT-rich ATAGAAATCAA 1 B AT (94547 2 AT-rich binding sites
Box 4 ATTAAT 2 YE0 B TG4 Light responsive element
Box II TCCGTGTACCA 1 5= 8 JCF Cis-acting regulatory element
CAAT-box CAAT/CAAAT 22 J B R 5 7 X% WX 7 FH JC#F Common cis-actiing elements in promoter and
enhancer regions
CCGTCC-box CCGTCC 5 S A FIR WA I Regulatory element related to meristem expression
CGTCA-motif CGTCA 6 AR IR A 157 1415 TG4 MeJA responsive regulatory element
G-box CACGTT 12 Jemw W JeF Light-responsive element
GT1-motif GGTTAAT 1 S B TG Light-responsive element
MYB AACCTAA 1 SEARE A MYB 2541 5 MYB binding sites involved in light response
MYC CATGTG 1 ABA 1 )i T/ ABA-responsive element
0,-site GATGACATGG 1 2 55 TR AR AR (0 55X 8 55 I F Cis-acting regulatory factors involved in
regulation of zeinmetabolism
TATA-box TATA 25 3 R T Transcription initiation element
TC-rich repeats ATTCTCTAAC 1 2 5 B A R 3E Wi B2 () TG /4 Element involved in defense and stress responsiveness
TCA-element CATGCATG 1 Z 5 K ¥ e & W B 3 AE ] JC #F Cis-acting element involved in salicylic
acid responsiveness
TGACG-motif TGACG 6 SR ] 172 i e O 97 49 TG4 MeJA-responsive regulatory element
as-1 TGACG 6 ¥ 0 A ICHE Element involved in chilling stress

A R 5~ 10 £, iR | i TR M PG 2
OB HA LB R, i) A Ky R E
00 7 [ S A 4 B S B i SR A& &, i
W, HEM LIAGOT Ji 3l 1 M 5 3 4 Ak 300 el
T Uf 52 o 400 1 2 1) it o v — A A B - T
J7 ] b % A AR 4% S AP 4y Ak, LB R I T
PR AS 5 1) R B o 2 il 2% i 0 1 3% AL A5 L)
IS
2.9 LIAGO1 BahFidtEs

B9 Won, B LAGOL JA 8 T4l GUS A
TEREAR R B R S B Bk ek . 7R K G AR
4 KRN 6 K, 4TI GUS TG TEAEL (K 9.B1-
B2) s EM ZE AL (55 9 KE 25 K), LIAGO]L
Ja 8 FIK S GUS 76 25 T i fa e R 3k, HLAEHT o
A B AR A ShiE P A (81 9. B3-B7) . TEAESE
AR B, A kR O RAR TR
WA A FE 0k, VR LIAGO1 TE BN AE 3%

- FIZE YRS R 3 33K (K1 9. B8-B11) , (It
LIAGO1 J3 8 F 19 GUS 7 1 5 B R 1 T 25 > 48 79
BSYEE W B T o H e SR s T

3 W54

BT v AT B AL LG M LeAGOo1 HEA i
i A YME BE i & B LIAGO1 FTHAL I Fh AGO1
AR R PEAR &, S 40 B T A A, X e B
ZELL AT (2018) FE AR T IR R A AR & . 4l
LU S T R B, LIAGOT 78 W 538 34k 3 i 3¢
ki B R TR R S, AR G i 2%
BBV R d Ak, I AE B A AR R A
ZmAGO1a 75 T K Gy i Kok 22 301 (1) e b 655
e (AR ,2014) , FL7E BB A= v wp i 2 38
mFEM (F8ES%,2014) , 7EACSERG 5 MA: JE AR
KB, LAGO1 TEMESE B 1 iy, FOR 24
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Fig. 1 Leaves and sampling parts of Liriodendron chinense and L. tulipifera

A
bp
5000
Joon
bp bp
750 750
500 500
B
1 125 250 375 500 625 750 875 1 000 1099
Query scq.  N—————————————————————————————————
Active site A A A
5'RNA guide srtand anchoring site' A
Specific hits
o Piwi-like superfamily
Superfamilies I
Gly-rich_Agol swp
C

0 200 400 600 800

A. a. 5'-RACE; b. 3’-RACE; c. FIA] 5 B, d. JFHCIEHE ; M1. Maker 2 000; M2. Maker 5 000; B. {£5F&5#kl,; C. 4454,
D. =45,

A. a. 5'-RACE segment; b. 3'-RACE segment; ¢. Middle segment; d. Open reading frame( ORF) fragment; M1. Maker 2 000; M2 . Maker
5 000; B. Conserved domain; C. Secondary structure; D. Tertiary structure.
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Fig. 2 Cloning and structure analysis of LtAGO1 proteins
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Fig. 3 Homology analysis of LtAGO1 protein
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Iy S KA HE RS AL 28 B v

J Bl SR B DR SR I O 4 s AR T 5 T
3 LAGO1 B G sh+ L&A 24t v R 7
S R FGE K AR AR Wy i e T i
— IR ProAGO1 RE LI IE 3 GUS £ ik, H

Fik BAT I 23 R SR . GUS 75 40 B 3 19 T 3 43 A=
LUK | Bl 2 T o 2 0 Ak OB A I e %R B
FALAERT AR AR b 2R 5K | J5 BT E B A8 2R
& M FZE R 4EE R P 3R3K . Vaucheret 55 (2006)
X ProAGO1 = GUS B4 I 7 T & B, AGO1 1E
BARE BRI, JUH A A S R
HAPRFRIBFE R G XU ACO1 RILA
AL T Sty 43 A= A0 20, A A oy A 4 21 ep 1 Ho A
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Fig. 4 Homology and phylogenetic analysis of LtAGO1 protein
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A. AGO1 gene expressions of different tissues in L.tulipifera; B. AGO1 gene expressions of different tissues in Liriodendron; C. AGO1 gene
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significant differences( P<0.01).
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Fig. 5 Expression patterns of AGO1 gene in different tissues of Liriodendron L.
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HRAL, AH B HTA A R ) s AL B A WL
I A e i i 20 i JRR 32 W P A A A5 5 O
\ RDR6 At AH I S5 7 e R T A T — s | 3 T A R
= - U 3 B 16 60 g i R S R T T
. B AL L (Du et al., 2018) , A 5838 i %
M ProAGO1 == GUS Ze3k 2 P 15 8104 25 oo —
DCL4 Bhra AR - ToURh B MR R AR TR R B
= it T SIAGOT fy 3k , 2 S B B B0 5 4T
b AR [R) A9 B IR A, o R /N A R R R R
(Wang et al. ,2015) , M4k, LIAGO1 J3 8T £ 3k
REfE Pl R I 7E & B L B R A 07 o AR L 4L
15 3, B LR JF i SRR | T ik %1 20 E
TEXT AGO1 Ty g ke 2% 58 A8 A %) At A 5% v, & 30
AGOT BRI 25 (2 i A 4 A4 1) 2 il AR 02 1k 2
ZESZ RN [ (Wu et al., 2009; Liu & Nonomura,
2016) , Kidner 55 (2005) ¥ i ik AGO1 FIXL 54

~ AT2G03780 LG 5 BT 2 B, AGO 1 S0 3 STV [

), 540 5 AT B2 40 B P o
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Fig. 6 Co-expression network of LtAGOI1 protein MiEEgRrEs5aMESENR T, BT , i 3¢
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A. M. DNA marker DL5 000; ProAGO1. LitAGO1 promoter sequence; B. PCR detection of Escherichia coli; C. M1. DNA marker DL15 000;
1. Single-digestion products by Hind Ill; 2. Double-digestion products by Hind Il and Xbarl; +. LtAGO1 promoter sequence; D. PBI121-
ProAGO1-GUS vector construction.
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Fig. 7 Cloning and vector construction of LIAGO1 promoter
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