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Figure S5. Multiple independent chimeric and deleted strains are consistent in their
robustness.

Distribution of fluorescence intensity driven by C. briggsae extended conservation, chimeric C.
elegans distal::C. briggsae proximal, and chimeric C. briggsae unc-15 distal::unc-47 proximal
promoters in multiple independent strains. The boxed graphs are those presented in Figure 4.



