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A EAAREFAENNBGEEN AR T FERTE. &E, XHAEFAHREEERREIER AR
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Kot AARMEY, HWRE R, EE A%, CRISPR/Cas R 4, M A4 &4, 7l S HE %

e PR 2H S e 5 TS PR A 2 ) — e L PR A
) FORS IS R AR, B SR D TR R R e,
YR R A A N, ARARATAE T AR 2 g
HAR, WFEPEHE %R (zine finger nucleases, ZFNs)
AR TSP TR0 WIA% 2 i (transcription  activa-
tor-like effector nucleases, TALENs)HZ A L M K T4 B
AR (] B [0] SC R 42 )7 91 (clustered regularly inter-
spaced short palindromic repeats, CRISPRs)H /&
CRISPR/CasHE 4 4t H AR, 5— A TR
R ZFNsFE A2 K545 5 H (zine-finger proteins, ZFP)5
PRI N YT R Fok TANVI RIS FR S 5, FIHEHESS
FIPR SIS S DN AT F1 67 FCTD 0 1 2 D9 2 e 1 R
B AR E T M ZFPi TR S I 2% 07 . AR

B, HAT RGN I Fok 1 B — B Ak AR =)
FIAEIE DY, PECAEIEN g g P B2 R, 45—
RN T AZ R P VT TALEN s 2 56 57 S 3005 IR 1R800 40
(TALE)3 i 0 UG S5 A U 5145 i i Fok THIDNAJT
G 5 5 s B B RS N TR N YINE, RS
S5 DNAFAITERE, FestEdm, (HETF I
IR T EE— N TALERGITT I, Bty g TAER K.
N TP ERRIA, 20124FTinek % AP &1 T
CRISPR/Cas9 &%, % ARG Cas9 HHIBRNA
(crRNAFltracrRNA) P 73 2H i, Cas9%k & —Fh | H
RNATE N 7] TR BIHEFRDNA (A% R N DI, HNHA
RuvCZ5 2 WEEDNAM I EINL S, IEAT AR T
tractRNA FlcrRNA £ 7E— L (Y sgRNA(single  guide
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RNA). tHE T —. RN AR, CRISPR/Cas
REA IR B g A0R A
W=

BMAAERSK L WK B XUE TS 98
WA WHERTEYAE H R AR R R SR, h
RN A SR AL TR AR, X R AR
ZRVK AP EL R AT B . AR ARAAT Y AR 1
Ko BEAE R R AR R SRR TR
AAE YN R PEFEY . CRISPR/Casti AR$RME T K4
] S8 5| AR A WA B, RGE—&IF Aol
MY S A AR AN . 20134F
CRISPR/Cas9 R G¢ H IRAEAL ALY HU TG IT (A rabidop-
sis thaliana) N E (Nicotiana tabacum)FSZFL T ReH
N, HMEHH, CRISPR/CasRGLETEL T Fiiiyy
IO L, WEMIE 8 (Populus L) =&
(Rutaceae). #7%F}(Rosaceae). f1#iF(Punica-
ceae). K Fl(Euphorbiaceae) FIARAR} (Poaceae)5s.
CRISPRZi#H 2 GE 1 H & B A il st A A< 48 ) PR
RARME T AT REY. AU T CRISPR/CasH [ 414
fir SOLTEARAFH Y MRS R A T i g, JFExT &
JEHT AT TS, DU ARAREY) 7ot e e
L=

1 JEPEH g gs

CRISPR/Cas F 4t f& M AH 1 ATy 41 7 v & IR HEHT
SMEDNABCRNA B S22 B0 R 58, 22 N helis fe, 3e
I A WA B PR 2 e TR R T
R A A 3299 B AR P 1 R A — N A s
A B HDNA, Y EE FEZ AR, d00E ] A
T S R BT 6 AR I DNA Y E e 2
FR A CRISPR/Cas Z2 4t 5% i A B A ANl TR,
FLADRE A R RIS (126 FN228) A 6 Fl A [ 2 AU (1~ VI
RO SR A TR A D, 2R CasiE
TEE &Y, GRS, A48, TIURTVEL 55 % #
ST UIE], FEDNAXGERT 2 (double-stand  break,
DSB). S228Z5MfAi 5, MR —HR AL, IS, V
VIR, HAP TR (2L Cas9 A0 3 7 B BE R FH el
Iz

1.1 CRISPR/Cas9

Cas9/ZCRISPR/Cas R 4L 20 YA Sl 2 H,
B IR BT R R B BR 8 (Streptococcus pyogenes)[s].
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CRISPR/Cas9 /&l i AR, &35 A ] T4 ix 34~ it
TR B EIHIE N A DNARE S, (1) FRHC SME
DNAFF AU J5 R H 5 3] 32 (K5 5 4 ) CRISPRAE
5 i 2 A P A 22 (6] (2) Rk TERR s FRIMEH]
B CRISPRAE A #4 53 i pre-crRNA(precursor crRNA),
[ B} 5 pre-crRNAH &2 X B A tracr RN AL 9 7% 5%,
pre-crRNATECasfi [« tracrRNAFIZAEAZ R 1 () 1E
FHTF AT A{crRNA, tracrRNA X 3# i 5 crRN A 343
¥ 9 E X 40 s g RN A H TR F 8 [\ DN A JF 31,
sgRNAFICas9fHE 455 TE R A B UIMBIER; (3)
A ) crRNA U i ] B AH SR 557 (protospacer ad-
jacent motif, PAM)[{“NGG L/ F75, H5] F:sgRNA/
Cas9 H & G Yt D) I Z5 4 58053 7 D) HIPAMIX.
20 bptisgRNA B AMAHEDNARE FIIEHIDNA%E, i
jDSB!"Y. DSB4:1 SDNAE T [ 41T iR I
A% $% (nonhomologous end-joining, NHEJ) &[]
#H (homology-directed repair, HDR)FFh 5 2 ikf 14145
552, HDRAJ LUK SMEDNAME AR Fr BrE 41 %44 FIDNA
XU KT A AL, (ATE A SRS T IR BRI, 25
IIN—AFeE i SMEDNABR, 1852 7T 38 i HDRid /2
AT s AR PR S I A T, 4R R 2 8DSBIE R
HINHEJSEIK, HiZad feb i, 20| Al A SR R2Z,
AR R e T B CRISPR/CasOHE AR B #
TETFEAER . BARRAL. nTHbfT 2 SR &0 FL
Wz,

1.2 CRISPR/Cas12

Cas12a(L A Cpfl)JE T2ZECRISPRAR G AYVHL
RNAG | SRR N VIR, J& HATCas 1 2505 P 5t i
19—, HAEFPLE 5 CasoM . RRIAYSE, Casl2a
AN EitracrRNARITE B, 5 [ BT8R R (57
FUEE AT LUK pre-crRNA H ZE M T A BB crRN AT il
A, ERINEAE SYAECRNAG | S G E
FTHPAMIXIH(5'-TTTN-3"), 4544 [ DNAF 5 ik
o e A s s e AR Y . % RGP erRNALL
sgRNAH G, HAE A b Cas9E FAHE /N, A B T iyt
R/ IV 2235 DX i i A 2 AR

Cas12b(tBFR K C2c1) /& V-BAICastE H, HTHE
tracrRNAFIcrRNASL[E/EH, A2l Cas12b8 H Y1 XL
HEDNA P A S s A BRI E 1 L Cas9A
Cas12a®/]\, Ht= HNHZ5K, Cas12bXHEMR 1) i L
HoCas12a8 R A, st E!.
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1.3 CRISPR/Casl4

Casl4fa. b, c=1WH, HCaslda i
PAMIX it o] LIRS B 40 [ ssDNA, & —25 i B S
CRISPRIZIZ N VI %8 & A HYRuvCAS A U2
ssDNAMREL MK, I HiZ RS sgRNA S
ssDNAEE T A REHAITUIE], X4 FEisgRNASH
] 8 A A Au] AN DE LA 2 7™ EE B I Cas 1 4a ) D) 6 £
It A Cas14any e 2 AL 7E T BLEE DN AJ B 5L R 21 v i)
JLF-AEAa e 518 T A Sy A 1) ) S 2 e P 2,

1.4 CRISPR/Cas13

IR LR g 2 ER 2 LAIDNA KBRS X4, TIIRNA
YA A RS EEMER, I RNAR 4idE
A EE AR M ED. SRS R I LR CasEE
AIE, VIFERCas138E AR M RNA, H.Casl3a(t
BRI C202) 45— AN RN AR R EG ™, FOsshor &
JE 7B GO RNANRERSIR AMSE. Casl3as&H
crRNAS | ST E4E ] ssRNA, Y ENEVESZ FA w4
HREAYME A YA RS & 45F93(higher  eukar-
yotes and prokaryotes nucleotide-binding domain,
HEPN)AYSI . HAT crRNARY H0 K S #IRN AL &
TEBARRNA RS 5, T8 R A SUZESS #4155 Cas 13k
% K AR TIT LSS HEPNA# LA 5, Casl3aE 1A
2 R EIVER™. CRISPR/Cas13bfE 5 CRISPR/
CasI3RG By —FhEAY, 5 CRISPR/Cas13afifEH
JEFEAAR, (BBAFAE—2 X, Cas13biE HAHXTEN,
HANE Cas1MlCas2, A 2F0A[m] 35 P 2 (1 b e A i ——
Csx27MICsx28, Csx274:ilCas13ba 1 gAY 14,
Csx285 2 M, £xium Hym Y. CRISPR/Cas13dAil
Cas13a#l &4 Cas1MlCas2, HAE I HE/N, Cas13d8&E 1 H
F Y EHE [ ssSRNAFIIN T pre-crRNA B A crRN A Y XL
TR, YT ENE AT LAWY LES F R E 177175 5, HARXT
HoAtCas 130 AL EE 1145 5 i H ko>, TiICRISPR/
Cas13 ARG ) HAb3Fh W H Cas13¢c. Cas13X Al
Cas13YMTERFHE S Bk JLRERIZEL, FHifCas13X
FCas13YAHXS T HoAth 7 B o B2 . G IE R AR i o

d>ﬁﬂ

1.5 BiJEGEESS (base editors, BE)

R CRISPR/Cas £ 4t 1) & K 2H g i 22 B2 8 i
NHEM& & i 45 200 FE 00 sl s 2k 5 [ i BEHLSE AL,

DS RS ) BB AR SR A, I X A IR B
MR, JF&E—Fioks e B s 2 ss B 2 i i HeoR
JehE%. i CRISPR/Cas9 &k JEIMi I CRISPR/Cas it
IS S e — T R, S A i A D TR
Tl S A T 5 81 44 A A% TR P D10 2K 176 19 Cas 9 2R
(nuclease-dead Cas9, dCas9)mli EA PEETIENEPER
Cas9%E H(nicking Cas9, nCas9)P@l#Eny, BAHE
DNA XU A W 2 5k n] DL SEERAE R AL 5 AR BT R R 28
T MR AR 2 A BE A RN m
Bl FEgmiE 75 (cytosine base editor, CBE)FI IR I 14 i 3k Z
48%%(adenine base editor, ABE). CBE 1151k i i s ng
Jiii & i (activation-induced cytidine deaminase, AID).
dCas9/nCas9 I K W BE WH AL B il 71 (uracil - glycosy-
lase inhibitor, UGD)3F T, CasOf 15 AIDALAL
EEA, MAEHSIEsgRNAM G ST 5] )
DNAJFF1, iXifsgRNA 54 [n] DNA R — 5555 HAMICKT,
1M ATD W2, 4 %) 7y — Sk ssDNARE L IFK s - — il
] Ay i i e (C )Mo 22078 B PR W E (U),  PSE AE DNA K
BB S K U 722 iU R E (), e 24 S5 0 G/CR A X
AT/ ABFEXT, RS, UGHRAE R Z M6l R
% IE N - Wl 3L AL i (uracil-N-glycosylase, UNG), Pjj ik
UNGYI B i 2 A= B8 U RS L, 7= Az JC W/ G 8 i
(apurinic/apyrimidinic, AP){vi /5, FEZ(DNA K4 NHEJ]
B2 MIMFEIRCBER 4i B A0%. CBEM )5 MRJEH
REVE FCRYRIE R, AR A B3 ) e vk S
PR T X — B, Gaudelli%E AR T —Fl
R IIE G A A——ABE, H T/ERBLS5CBESML, IR
WA M 2 i TR AT 222 LT (1), 7EDNAZKFIZ B
MYEGH TR M, B IA/THIEXT 2] G/CHEFEXT 1)
A BT Z ALTE T, ABEANTT ZE41 ] bt 32 i e
K DNABEEL L i (alkyladenine DNA glycosylase, AAG)
TG 1. ABEFICBEMIF i AL 2 4555 A KRB A AL RS
Z () S E 2 [B) e e, TN R S BHIEERS 55 W g 2 (1]
HAE A, LA AR 4B 5 (glycosylase base edi-
tors, GBE)AY BB L 2 (0] Y B e 41t T S8, GBE
4 FCBEMRIF=Y, J&LAUNGF=AE M AP 5 R 28
R B SS, HUNG-nCas9-AID =H4%, 1
UNGHITEAIF, #EDNARS BRI C ol s U)S
LB, 7EAEMAPH RE KA AT TR R L 3 o ik
DNAE S 53 5 S:BCEI ARICEI G Ry s>,

¥ ABEFICBEZH & i 1] T LAZEAS 7 £ DSBEAK
HADNAR R IE O T SEEAR LAY R, ZERUEY)
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¥ ABE. CBEMGBEZ A fif FH g 6 52 BT B SE 1Y
B, XA TR EA SRS, BETER
Yy B 2B CHDR S |/ 14 32 PR 28748 I B A A 85011 2
DR 2 g e T L,

1.6 51544123 (prime editor, PE)

PESZ R T4 NG Y G e 17%) 30 T 0 S 300 1 2 << -
T T TR T 2 19— b i R 2 i £ R B2,
Al AT 2 S i . DNAKT A Beiddm A sk, A~
T ZEDSBRUE AL 7] LK H ADNA T 515 | A A
USRS R g, el T A ) B AR O AR X G
ZER R0 FEPE, pegRNA(prime editing
guide RNA)JEFEsgRNARYFEAL FE oo iy, 7
sgRNAM3 Ui 8 il — B¢ 51445 & )7 4 (primer  binding
site, PBS)FI¥% AT FI(RT template), PEFEHJZH
BV E AR Y nCasO(HB40A) B 1 5 1 Sl £ 1T
. PEZEH{EpegRNAMsgRNAT45] 5 T HinCas9tk
FIYIEISEDNAR) —455E, PBSSWiZL ABEDNA L ik
FEH AN, Z R sk AR E R, DN T3
IR AT 5%, PR DNAZE I AME 55
DNA /T 53 4 %) HARDNA | 52 PR v 10 Bl 3L 5
A FIB A Y AR, 20204F, Lin% AP %5 &
Zi i 22 4t (prime editing system, PPE) %S 7. Jash T
gmiE R T TORAL, T3 TR 39 s fEAE D
RN, RERRCEEA21.8%. PEXIEN 2 dniE 4 Tt
BT —ASHHIKE, e AR B R AT e B P 4H

W RA BRI,

2 CRISPR/Cas¥t R gaigEA A HLBrTEIR
e By e

E—A0 AREER A g AR SR b, BT AR
HCRISPR/Casti R & JRIHGH, HAI1ELIM B Y N
AR S B T BRI R . ZELN gEE, TR B
T4k . BELL BT dCas9 CRISPRILIE £ A1 1
HHEAT T —E48 R (D).

2.1 FUEPRIGREEAARIYERE R

A T ¥ IECRISPR/Cas R G FEAEY) i FT B4R 1,
HHE N RAEY S NER B R
T4l 2 I (B (phytoene desaturase, PDS)H # FHAE
HRAGNIEFILR, PDSEA R4 R 2 iR H
HIVER, gz kNG iR RIS bR B, 7] BiE
o A WAL 5 B K 56 CRISPR/Cas &2 S fEAE W g v]
1Tk

TEARAAEYITFSE J7 18, Fans A\ T 18 (Popu-
lus tomentosa Carr.) i 41~ gRNAs|A] i [n] PDSHE
A, RIS AL R AT 09 LB e B A A 2R AR e i
50%, MFAMTEE S R A 93 3% 2 AR A A L XU
B GEAE 6. 7% K BAF AL RN R, W] CRISPR/
Cas9 RG] ATER I SE A S 0 sy 2 i . L AR,
AnZE NP (Populus albaxglandulosa ‘84K°)H
FOEL R T ERIMAS IS 3 FEK S CasO R &, %%

F 1 CRISPR/CasE:FAREH ARTEAR B K R o B9 8 R (F LRS1)

Table 1 Summary of the application of CRISPR/Cas genome editing in woody plant traits improvement (see Table S1 for details)

LEREL AL A i Bt
R AT N TN VX TN .
CRISPR/Cas LML GHHL BebE™ WP, S, A, suaspiset, saiissit itk

e

RIMR8OSAZI . A aRAR S R i

ZAEt S B, SRS, R e, g, Gl BRI A

WEERER - > [56.57) =i b [59] i FHAMKIR. SR T
TR VO RS e T o
I LN T N A WIREE . NEREESE
. [63]  Jusgr [64] 7 47 [65] oo 17 [66] [67] =rTE T 3
gy 00 A B W BT s, mpg TG BIGL BRI
A ARG GRS e B ML R HERE
R BT, BAETY . BTN M ROLGE. SR, ARE. HE. AR
AIEER B e i, e B BN
FHETA FAB. wr™. pes LR e . ELPR O FH . (F)TET 24
IR & R B R RO, 1A LG, 2ot KR AR FrER,

BAVIRT B A AR
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RIBEET5%. EEH (Fortunella hindsii)™F, Zhu%s
N 2R sgRNAR [ PDSEEH,  RILT 774 T3
PR FR BE AL R BL I R AR, HR B R AE45%
~100%A5%, IFFUHAET AR R HE B P 2 8 e &2
100%. WalawageZs \""JE T H#k(Juglans regia cv.
Chandler) 2T T HiBIgRNABHIHA T H, If
i i CRISPR/Cas9 R UG PR PDSEE A, AR
AKE Y ) FE R D) RE R AT N4 i B A BE e T LA,
b, R EPDSHEER, UESE T CRISPR/Cas9 R i
FIZERRUNAR 5 (Castanea sativa Mill.)™, IEEREAL
WA SR (Malus prunifolia (Wild.) Borkh. ‘Seishi’xM.
pumila Mill. var. paradisiaca Schneid. ‘M.9")"**', FEAT
(Phyllostachys edulis)m]\ AT (Dendrocalamus  lati-
florus Munro) “EARAMY FEIEH, iE—FIH
CRISPR/Cas5: M 4t 2GR ARASAE Y A Tt A5 2 R 42
HET 5.

HAT, FFHCRISPR/Cas %4t 4 B FE R (1 ik 1B
&2, HHEARRMYAERKEERE., e, i
A B RS it BT A Dy T (T 1) B — L8 3 .

211 HEEALEKEFH

il CRISPR/Cas9 7 4t H #e il 2 S A K&
B M AMTE Shr O RE ,  w] S 2 AR A ) 1 A
KEaaRE, DIARSE”E . L. Srdl ARAAEY)
IR R T B BN WS AR B SR i

3% 2% N B (brassinosteroid, BR)ZAEYH: FPEE

HH i
SFH

Casldr(Calef)

527}l

RE

s 198
B f%ﬁ'«‘?‘ ’}

Bl s
S iy

MBS R, Al sS4 K &K E, DET2 (DEETIO-
LATED2)/EBRA AR M. FanE N E 111
(Populus tomentosa Carr.)"FPtoDET2, IR
BRACEREAR, SRBUEMA KBS, EYEREIL Yeds
NI HCRISPR/Cas9%; AR X BEAT (Dendrocalamus  lati-
florus Munro) 7% 2 (Gibberellin, GA)Wi L 3K GRGI
AT HRIL R g, 7 A G grg 1 28 AR PR 1 (Rl
KBk G . AEY2E R BTz~ FUBE & 1 (fasci-
clin-like arabinogalactan protein, FLA){EMEYI A KA E
2 BB A, X B 2R (Populus — trichocarpa)t
FLA40/45 XU A bR S B A R 22K AR I,
RFHBET AN AL DO ARG A, AR Z S, x
SR FRATTMOR AR KRl B A T TR
P ASX (attenuation of secondary xylem)F& K J& A
JE R 5 238 19 B2 AR FE K i (receptor-like  kinases,
RLKs)% 5. XiedF }\[46]T£T'ﬁ19k8951%(P0pulus deltoides
xeuramericana ‘Nanlin895)H ] CRISPR/Cas9%i &
ASX, RGP AR A THB 73 Ak Bk Az 41 M BE (sec-
ondary cell wall, SCW)JINESZZHNH] . AR I8 2E.
VCS (VASCULAR-CAMBIUM-SPECIFIC)FIWOX
(WUSCHEL-RELATED HOMEOBOX)Z 22 4E 57 12
R FIREN, EERY IR VCs2 J L FIE
VCS2-h, SEONEZ N Kves2 ves2-h4EETE 2 B 5H
DX 24 e J2 B5ORT 2R 3 8 S S 1 i [R] B B WOX4a
WOX4bZFIN Y 152 1458 X A0 2 B0k, A 1] 9

Feftb kR
Gt

S|S4miEes

CRISPRa/i

B 1 (% RUR (0) AR 2RI CRISPRIE I 4 45 7E A AP HIR i R rh i) B F

Figure 1 (Color online) Application of different types of CRISPR genome editors in woody plant traits improvement
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PR B ) A AR T S e S R B 7,

Muhr2s N\ EAR KB (P. tremulaxalba ‘INRA 717-
1B4°) it 254 KA il I F(BRANCHED)BRC I HIBRC2
32 sgRN AT T A SE R G, ARAS T 254 K fgke
A bre 1- 1582 R FIN 2514 22 () bre2- 158884, UESET
BRCITEAGM AT LRASF B T RE I BRC2AE M 25 A= K A
WP EEEH. MauryaZE A\, 243815 (Po-
pulus tremula*tremuloides “T89 )i RBRC 15 T2
FCSE T A K5 1 R RVGER , (2 Rl i APETALAL
MFLOWERING LOCUS T2X:H 4%, WM BRCI
2 556, ChangZs N TERMk(Juglans regia L.
‘Zhonglin 6”)" i FHZ 1~ gRN A Zi -4 il 20 o Y8 4 A0 43
T AL SR T WOX11, 3R-AF ) Jrwox LTFEE R E
FREC IR, A0 B I E AN AR RS /N, AR
AP R LR FIRE BSR4 T LK. BLAh, SR AESE
R GL-3" W i3 H F CRISPR/Cas 9k %3 SR MdSPL6
(SOUAMOSA PROMOTER BINDNG PROTEIN-LIKE 6)
S, ARAR T R AR BE RN ZE A ROR R R 1Y)
ﬁ%MdspM%&“Hﬁm].

g A, E LA . R YLE
KHEE L, W e E e s st fL o AR F
FET, HRTICTEF B Y 56 R e i 4B 0. Poo-
vaiah% A\COESE KRR (Pinus  radiata) T4y ) FH 20
ANgRNA. 2/ gRNAFIRN PHE ] 20 i 5 4 7 ik P
GUXT, i RN NNG 2 A i 4% = S iR R R G AR AR,
P FHEAAS . 2 gRNABEA T3 K 41 4 48 1 IR i/ 40
AR RSO IE R 2848, G RCR o ik #15%H112%,
11 FHRNP X gRN AL [R]85 B 4 48 3508 1] 3633%,  iX
REF PRI R ) o B PR T A SR
212 ®EhaiH

H A 2055 5 3 Kt i AR AKE P 3R A= 9 3
I K Ay s i 107 F OGBS PR, R FHCRISPR/Cas9 H 2
WEHE YA S RUBRSE R i 3k, 24 S AAS R T3
RE IR RO IR Z —.

ETREMF, AREBI-ADA2b-GCNSE S 11445
4 PirNACIS )7 X [ ABRE LT 35 T 9K 5 1% Bk PR 3k,
REEYT R, Lige NS 5445 R I CRISPR/
Cas9Hi R I ¥ ] ADA2FHE N (ALTERATION/DEFI-
CIENCY INACTIVATION2)H ) —Ffrm] A8 5§ 1SS AU L [H]
ADA2b-3, 133N Ptrada2b-3 %5 G AE Ak K B =
ADA2b-3% 1, FEAREBI-ADA2b-GCN5E S #1Lifie
IR, Joik )R shPuNACHKA, M5B T hE
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WMk, NF-YB2 LJe:—IME SRS SR N T, Mtinfb21
BBE PR SR AR PRAR AR TR A ELAR AR, S K
SET R, 1A, HardingZs N EAR K
‘INRA  717-1B4” FF | CRISPR/Cas9Zh i (A A 41
HE iz AISUT4 RN, SO RAS, 0520 e
KSR Bt AR S K R s A, il A 28 AR A HE
TR T e AR X B kR, Yang@E N T
CRISPR/Cas9%i% R 4t, #eih T —Fhl it #ub#(37°C)
PAHE N Cas9 4 1) 117 14 >k 42 =5 CRISPR/Cas /-7 5 K 4t
BYCRINITIE, TEILH(Populus davidianaxbolleana)
FROIRAS T IR R M3 i 3 A DG 1) 3 PAbK H(K. homol-
ogy(KH)domain-containing protein)f A4, & Bl i% %
R SR aa e B ) R4 I F. HyPRPRE AR
FERIZ RR A 20 N BE LS A T 1. Zhang 25 A% % [ 1L
J7 i DX R AE % < 84K 4% H 1 Pag Hy PRP THEA T AL
DRI R, T SE e SR AT Sl it G E L, R B
ST 38 1 2 R POD A SO D S AL I B P A 24
iR S R B AL RS B IR T RE S, i S PR
R, AT R R A 2 A ) AR AN R ) TR
BT IS ERAE T BB, Bai%s NV 5 5845 (Populus
alba var. pyramidalis)F C2H2-ZFPFs 5 [H T4t e [H
OSICI(OSMOTIC STRESS INDUCED C2H2 1174
B, K PosiclZAL RN BB W0 B AR, 3
i Z2 W AR B T HL O, 76 (8 DA v ) 35 F e
SALTFHL, it —2E it 1A ol B2 s AR AR Y
PRI T 5%,

A 15 92 8 2 X ARG R A ) i ™ B 1 3 e
Z—. CsLOBI(LATERAL ORGAN BOUNDARIES)F: H:
[F] 5 5 [Kl CsLOB 972 T BUHI il (Citrus xparadisi) %%
W S HEIE D . Jia%e AUVH FHCRISPR/Cas9hy jx 2
MNEE g, KM IE TSR E (Xanthomonas  citri
subsp. citri. Xco) B 5 #i%i Cslob1 5 Cslob97 75 &
FI R BRI, T Cas12a T L5
B THPAMFEY|—TTTV”, Al @iz R —
PR SL N AR, R Cas12a/crRNARZ I 25 11 5%
A S A AR R T 2 2 T B (Citrus  sinensis)istiz
Sy IEEE D CsLOB IR AR, bR B B Hife 4
TE AL T B .

213 BERRER

(1) PR E AR HAiT AR T 7 &R,
X ARM R AR TR & A G555 1 R X
BT EAM =R RAEEE L. AREREMT



P A

HMIRER DT AR R AN, AR RS RS S, A
HFEm TR R 4 R A W R IR AsoR. nMEBESE
HPRERA (caffeoyl shikimate esterase, CSE)Z: 56 A
JRE AR, SRR 24~ CSEREN CSE IR CSE23E [
i, FEOQAPIA R IEBEE R, csel
cse2 RS R R I T 35%, (HLF4E 2 23 %0
(AL T T 455, Zhou s NP EAL IR (P. tremu-
laxalba) T 4T 2 5 AR A LA CoATE 2 B I [
4CLIM4CL2(4-COUMARATE:COA LIGASE), F:575 14
VNTTESes 1 2 S F o2 X (1% NI s NI Eile A e
SR FERAE T S SLRl. MYBI156-2 845 Yk A 4 i i v
VNGESNEE R N 3 e PS8R ERIS o
YangZ: NVYEE I X MYB IS 6T R R 4, S350
WA ARMIRE R AR TR 2 . LP4E RS R AR SR X
B T AT B [ 24N D SR DR T 1EA TR, SRR IR
hsfb3-1Fmyb09 238 3= 16 N J AT it Bt vh s i A o 3%
FNEFUEZR ALY G BORVHTE AR BT 27 S i M 4%, fie
RAFARRE TR FHEZHMT. SAGHNLER
T8 TEDS15ME, Je—R EMCHR, Bt
PagSAGI01a%k 52 A # 53 4b OC S 5% 56 A 1
PagC3HI 7 HAZWYE, #iBRPagSAGI01aatpZEIE
R RO B2 B B AR,
DI- 1 AR MBI 1 53 PerDJ 1 CTEAA I T 444 %%
BT EVBE R P AR B, Wang \"5E
it CRISPR/Cas 9% K 4 48 22 48 N U B < 84K 4% 1)
PurDJICHEH, 138 T — Z 5 AR BEASIR] (1 5875 1A bk
F, Hak S R A K08, 2k R AR R D1 C
(58 AR TEGE, BB R KETU. CCRAFERE
ST A JR R ORI R LR A B USRI AR
(Eucalyptus grandis)H, Dai% \*%tCCRIFNIA494
(Aux/TA AZEIR B A A 2 MR e S DXL 43 ol A 7 B
SR, Rcor AR RTINS
B, M cor IMAENI I R g A0%(32.0%), iaa9ar]
1K92.6%. Takatas \*VEf X SCW & i 64 5 K 1
VNDFEM I, TE24354 T89 H FICRISPR/Cas9F4y
vns9/10/11/12VUR ALK, K IFARLE Y )% BT 4k
FIA TR S SR AN P (U SCWH Z B = F A, N
FEMPEAM EE IR T 2%, BAHDZR GBI
it 2 — S TR 0 PR SRR R TR A U K o 38 Y g, 3
it CRISPR/Cas9 Kk [ g 5 B R A% Hh % o< 5 5k
PHBMTI, JL-F- A H R ZEA B3R v Y I A 6 72 508 F R
B AN, 84K R R 4 WA N 5 5% T Pa-

GERFSIHEDA 5| 258 4 0 25 P2 49 . S5 440 e i AR
Wb, HRABEARR R SR 5% FIHY. BE(laccase)
R R PR R AP R EEH, M EATHLACIH4
HEE, S/IGHENG. KRB ERL, SECEYR
B SO = ™ GuoE A\ hE i < 84K
LACI9. LAC25. LAC32HEATHABEIR . WUHE PR Al = 2k
N g, JLOEAR R AR S R ELAR R . AR & i
WAANFRERRRC, BEARRERERE R E N ¢
AR E S 5 ARAN W R A 4 M RE 1Y 32 224 Ly,
X} B H A th £ 4 R A N Ces JE R 3E A7 3 R 4 4,
Ptrcesad 7albM18a/bZRAEMRH EAWE LK KT
i A AN AS Y A S R RRAE, st IR 4 2R
PtrCesA7aF17b. PtrCesASaMSHIEIEMIRETIARSY. W
A I HICRISPR/Cas9 AR X PalCes A4 FARSF X
(P-CR)H {41 5%FHEProg;ss Trpases Progs, AGly sl
BB AT RS, SERBRAERKHEE. RREE
B 22N, A FFHCRISPR/CasO R A T A A Y
SN TRk R T — Rk,

(2) VPSR G . SRR A G ) A4 B |
BAEE . EHERARAET RPA, X% S .79, Hrf
PATEAE W) ) 13 A= ) B AR A ) itk 38 v 2 4% o EEAE
WangZE NV R B, B I MYBILSHE ST 1T HHELS 4
IFHTEPAG A M BE >k 2 S PAA D & W, FIH
CRISPR/Cas913 2 imyb 11 5585 A P PA & SR, H
Xt HL i Dothiorella gregaria® JHURK. K5, Liud A
XFMYBI115SFIMYBI341EPA G s Y I BEHEA TR JEE
S8, FIF2RN A3 (P.  tremulaxtremuloides ‘INRA
353-38°HIP. tremulaxalba ‘INRA 717-1B4’)kJ#: T
myb 115 myb 134 FRIER S AL bR AR AR, KB
PAEY & BB R IEBM T B FIAR R fFfE =5, H
MYBII5FIMYBI341E [ FEAG R PA G Lo SOk A, 78
WHERAARE T, £ T EBRAEEAH3KIE
HILAL B M2 S BUE T R SR, HEE R
1L IMI25 BLA%45 A MYB 182355 PR (Y o i 25 P 3
TP AE 75 2 e A ™,

(3) P S & L. FYIH A
EEDIPA il oL N ATBL T C S By W N SRS
KOEFMESE B ICE R R, 2B A LR (poly-
phenol oxidase, PPO)JEX: B ME7AE FHEFE . Wang§
NP FICRISPR/Cas9 & S 4t T It 742 75 K
(Litchi chinensis Sonn.)"PHIPPORENA. K LcppoRAs
Prb R BRI IR 5 2 T i G 4 AR,
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Hy SRR S R B R TR KK (salici-
noids)fb & W) — MM AL G Y, TEMIIEHEY)
RS, Fellenberg A XA HK R (SA)
W) £y LU D P-4 %6 Wi W L B B S (UG T7 1L TN
UGT78MI)i, % Mugt7 11157 R EARM hk i 2 45
IR, HRBRUGT7 IL AT RIS, B/,
KRR RIEFTFROA) G 2 B, ChangZs A%t
£ BB RAR 2 UDP- B L 5 B B JE [ (P UG-
T84423. PgUGTS4A24))  MEAT i B A, XGhA
ABhH A 11T (punicalagin) i & f FEAIR T 40%, X bk
IR TR AL TR, MG ALz, PH
SRR G R T MY B2E R, 55T, HuangZE A%t
SAERTRRLLA A b CirPHAEA TR, R ULl A
PHAVA FEN ORI SR IERR 1 W A, 0]
CitPHAT] LIAE AT SR S XU B R 7 SRR E A

22 ZRERGEEA AR PITERE R R

ARAKEY ) DCHEMEAR I H 32 Z 3], S T
R ZMR, A o 5L P G 4R T Bt 24 B A T
. I, SciencefiB T M Z2 LR G Ty THI Y — I
B SR LR > RO O 5 vk 1 R
b e BE R A R 7 Fh L R St SR m, FEEEXTARZR
AW A AR B 2 1A S 38 ) 35 DR XTI 114 34 7 5 s
R R 99%% 1 S W ] S 2 /3N AL I T TR A
FESRIE IR AL T 174 gk 2R, A IR g o vk
KIFFARAR TR & &, 2N HREERAR TR & &
FEAR T 50%LA |3 AL, 0P8 040 & 58 2o i 400 Ak
JBERY, TPAS T CRISPREFHE A X ACIK A PR S i
FARHE . ST I RN A st
THEA Y. CRISPR T HAEY L T2 1 52K
W&, AR BIMAR S3FiTE A 7 R A R Y i
RITZE N2 .

TEZ B SR B, T gRNA SR 3 FR0R 5
%, ZA gRNABCEHZHI540. BruegmannE A3k
137 Z 1 gRNAGTH Z R DC R A UEDE, Xr2@hig i b iy
FAERT R SOCI(SUPPRESSOR OF OVEREXPRES-
SION OF CONSTANSI)MIFUL(FRUITFULL)~ VE5HR
FE I F NFP(NFP-like) 1TOZ19(TORMOZEMBRYO
DEFECTIVE 197 HIEH ., 2L SitE, & MgRNA
FIGCE HEAE40%~60%Z [F] . gRNA 3" Vit 11 ERS
FEAR (AN AN FIASTE WL — RS R D7 51 X 5
(seed region, 18~20 nt)HERXf <3 E gcRNARIRIERE.
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B4, Bewg APTEAR A% INRA  717-1B4” Al H]
sgRNAM MY B M 934 B ARAKIE T A+
(MYBI86. MYBI3SHIMYB3S)ARSEIES, K I W5
SPA A B sgRNAXT A58 1) 22 7 4 R AR A 2K
TriozziZ NI FlGolden Gate MoClof) T EAI/EAR K
¥ i AR T4 B 53 5347 S IR - SHR(SHORT  ROOT)
DI R DR g A A50%, 153 ke = TR 1 P B 24
JE I SHRAGFEA B 548 1A, JFMNA T 7E R — Ak b
A2 sgRNAS HIHL R YUC4(YUCCA 4)MPLTI
(PLETHORA D415 LBD12(LATERAL ORGAN
BOUNDARIES-DOMAIN)FILBD4) W H 2 B 35R,,
R INAEREA BARXT N 4w AR T, A3 (ucd/
pltD) T2 (Ibd12/1bd4) 5L ARG F) 3 H Pl (1) R
gy, RIHFT Golden Gate MoCloXW 3 K 48 HI%L
F. MERNERE S MY E K LT R CHEEH,
FERI H R BR 4 BRZ AR SE K (PABRIT-2/3M1PdBRII-1/
6), RIMARARFEMRZEIE )2 AL . ARBTH
PRI K230 B FERER R R FTE A
W —AELE KR B B, AndreCYBTSE & B
S TRABRAAER A PR ZE 0 K AZ AW, fr2a s oA
FHVRAE . f2bZEE K H BRI R TFAE . fi2X0a
JREEAL, TR H B AR 2R i, RUITER 2
MEZE, FT2NHRETRERKELTEN, FTaREEA
RBRARAS; MIFTI SRfERABIRIRA X, IR 2
PE T EE EEAEN, R TFTIE R AE KR b
R o NEI L E S A= R et W

1R Ge B A G 4 R 2 TR AT I R e ek
PAFGRERATRER, 2O BRI, Sy 1A [R5 G
HARAERCR, TEARAK ) A BRI 0 ik
AL SO R, Yuan®E AP 75E 58 15 Fle Y GF-
PuvEEAM AT AR LN, FFE T —FhE AL I REAR 25
Gy BRI AR AR 71k, IFRI T 5 F £ B CRISPR
Y FE R 2H m A2 24 384 (P.  trichocarpadeltoides *52-
225" JFA AR RCR. 5L, PFP A Trex2-
Cas9 RS MY R IKTE A S Y B 80 H3 1%
~57%, ELRE™ A2 5 22 (R KR Bk, #HH Be-
YDVATAER R il m T 2N mEACE, AR
W) 22 KL D AR L T —Fh TSR, Dai A ERRA
(Hevea brasiliensis) ™ 44554~ 48 B 8] A 5C 3 A
(HbFTI. HbFT2. HbTFLI-1. HbTFLI-2. HbTFLI-
3), SRR AIAFI8.47%~24.92%. FanZ N"FF%& T
— Al AL R AR SR R A g iR R 4, TER



P A

JE A S A T AR R [ FFAE AR G IE R F T TELI SN
P FAR3 T 3.74%~20.11% 28728 2 (3 1k R sf 2
RSB I AR RORRERS e A%, i AT Sl R R e 2%
KRG A A8 B R A8 B A i ACR R I gRNASE, 1
HATRE AL, N MR E R AR T 1AL o R
PR

23 g TR SR

Je B0 Gt 438 L PR S A T SR BE S ZE AR AR
FE A s i R A R KT, B B TR R D e AR RE,
JERARARREY) o F B P UL Z 0 vl aeME. XA ZniE
R W FE A% 3 o 24 A O 3 R st X0 XA HH o 4
S ML i S DR LR 21 XS A G, DT S
PR 0 PR R B B, (R W A2 R T Th e M I
ERTT Rz, BATE s T4l e, Ha
TR, V)T S S B F AR SCR kP i S R 4
i ZREPESY. Huang A7 ABERH H: 4 4%
2 A AN B 7 5 B S N LOB 1 37 X s b (1)
TATA & Zn A CACA, 3 i B 3 15 A Bl JoHE 2 R A
RAMK, HWiEJE ILOBIIE 3 X G55 T 2FP 4 Jm 1
W R P, A AR AR R MR 0 B B A TR
.

2.4 ARRSEGRERTEA A RIYIERS R bR

IR LR i 25 S 77 A B R AR AR R P LR AR 7
A, AU YRR R AR AR ) P AR A BE R D g i
LS A S FHLR ST, T DA HZ
DRe e, AT ) S, DUSIIRASRE A2 i Atk
R ITAER, CBEMIABEM A EVF A -h A BN
FH, F7 A T AR m SR AR, IR E T ARl
FE IR HE S B A B AR

AT B R Y B TR B, BRI A
A T B DU SE R 2 (] A AR B SR AR ) B BT
o P 114 ] R B R BIR b /D X AR ) 2 K R 52 )
40, HuangZs A7VH CBE MG 55 2 6 2% 4 4 AH RS
(Carrizo citrange)" WL bR 50 £ e 2L IR A g3 A
(acetolactate synthase, ALS), 2w ALSEE R ALY
{OREZBICRI TR, AR SMET-DNARIEH A,
T Csals TR E TG0 5 L L BE IR pR. I
Ah, Yaoe NPFI HipHEE901 (BE3)MIA3A/Y 130F-BE3
PIFPCBE i sl i C- T4, 4R K S S5HEY HE
TR B 7 5 5 7 PLATZAR T Ak, 2% B 5 ol

St B RS ) R R TR B 13%~14%.  Lide A fe
TE<T1748 I T 2# CBE(PmCDA1-BE3FIA3A/
Y 130F-BE3)fI2f ABE(ABEmax_V1 and ABEmax_V2)
HIBCR, K IAE2FICBEHA3A/Y 130F-BE3i# i AtU3 i3
BT R A (50%~95.5%) HE PmCDA 1-BE3AtU6
(26.3%~78.9%) 45, TABETABEmax_V2ifiit AtU3
Ja BT PR A AR (95.5%) 1 T-ABEmax_ V1(84.2%).
XTAtUGJE ST, A3A/Y 130F-BE3(19.0%)/ 48 40% &
FPmCDAI1-BE3AtU6(0%). [Fitt, FIHAtU3JE 5T
1ksgRNAfRETE A A CBEs MABEs H P2 A 85 i A R Y
LS. Y34, SretenovicE AP HEAL T 650 T4
P NGGHIPAMAL 5 DL & FTEPAM H 457 A5 [ CBE,
BRI, B RIS B Fa e 561k h R o
T CRIGH .

Ak, 7EABERMICBEIEA b, fi74: T XUk 4 45
#%(dual-base editors): XUHH I G 45 #5145 N e g ot 2 Bl A
M 4 % G ) ) 5 B Cas B (AL, AT TRIRKGC-T
FIA-GE S | ARl — R4 B, 140, X2 A%
O 251K 87.6% 1) 3T BUAE 1) XU I 4 i # pDuBE 1,
5 /K FABR B AP A OCIE R OsALSHI2A B4R, A-
GHIC-TH R A RCR R 1549.7%. 1AL, ST HHHRIE
SAFE(split deaminase for safe editing) R4, i T & A
A AR E I EFAOBE, TEIIRG IR AR AE TR B
R A e e SR, R G T U i
o #H SAFER GAEMA P IBFIE MR WARGE. 254 ik
oA, FARRIE G 28 TE AR AAAE ) (PR v
UGS AT R R .

2.5 JET-dCas9CRISPRIEIEHIAR

CRISPR/Cas i ARRR 1] LLIEA T X 4 i i,
AT LAF FHdCasORT 3 PRl i1 7 3R IR KF- 3% . Yaods
LR T dCas9 B CRISPRIHE 1 A B 244351
Z: 5506 IRV 30 ) 27 LA KA ) S 52 1 3 A
TPX2(Targeting Protein for Xklp2)MLecRLK-G(G-type
lectin receptor-like protein kinase)iZeik, JF1EIEME
¥3(Populus deltoides *WV94> )i i JF A= AR B 6
ik, WX PRI, RS ETR1.2~4.765. Hif5
SR PITERR A% 717-1B4° FI S A% WV 94 Hhiii iof 4k
FRE A e H AL P FP R, CRISPR G EUHLELH %
RS 21.5~7.06%, UEW] T AT dCas9JCRISPRaFR 5t
EH AR, MingZE APYI CRISPR-Act3.0 %
AT IR, FEVGHERL(Pyrus  communis) TR EE T 3T
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CRISPR/dCas9n L K 5% s G R 48(CRISPRa), Xf5L
AP AT B AW U PR A T B DR S 22
DRI, A4 S RO Pyb ZIPa . XUE: R Py-
MYBI114/PybHLH3 K = 3L #4 1% PyDFR/PyANS/
PyUFGT, JFAR1SAET AR S mRAY, FWIR IR
2 At R GEEAT 0 SIS R LA 20> H B SRR R 5k
KOV RAETREAET]. Z RGN R — e T
CRISPR/CasHt [F 21 4 45 2 Ge 7 AR AAH P PR ke B o
(.

3 Rgi5E

FARA Y B R TR BRI
R, SHE LA X A SRR T I () 7 R S Pk k. AREE T B4R
T84, CRISPR/Cas Gt 7 ARAAE Y FE K Dy REAF 7T Al
B 7 AT 4 o AR XA J5, - 22 BOPRAR B SRR it ol i Ach 1
FER g IAR RS R B MCRISPR/CasF ARFE
ARAFEY L D REWF 78 B o TR B F oA B
KAH, TR 4656 B FP R, AEARAR MY G o R 7
THEAT ) A & RN F RS H, FEARAAEY N
FICRISPR/Cas9 4t It 1 i 1) 32 %2 ] {5} & Jie ka3 A
PAE LA LA T

3.0 4l teie ik R A4

TG T 3 AR AT T 32 DR A A 36 PR
WAL T Esh ikt A A fS, B gt 2 A0
PG IR RE = A A e AR, XA AR K
BRSO, HOK B e LI i X — 7 gk B L
Bl EJLAE, EARE A HBBMAIwUSO,
wOX5"H GIF-GRF! "V 5 ) LR A A L R A
—EFEE L RENSH B A B0 T H AR, (Haxet)y
% B B S BLAE — 2L B AR ) AL BOB - A A 1
EJEF?‘EEF‘[IM].

0 IR AT G B AR A W 2H 2R 85 37 o< R AT I B TR M,
RN R T —Fia s G &1k Cut-dip-
budding(CDB)i#i% & 4t, RIAFREALIEFRIRE, 1
JE R B A A8 W AR A s 2 0 B 2 AR A AT B R e
VI R 4 B I 3R AR A A B AR, 7R AAR
TR AR SR hS2 8 T 5 R il T2
Wik, IR TR AR BEAL Y R IV . ROk,
Fiti & XA P AR BERL I A SE IR A, CDB#ik REL A 2
SEBUX T Z A R ) R B s A A, S —2 A
ke ),
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32 By

FEARAKE Y 7 FHCRISPR/Cas9t 57 — A it s J2:
ATBES =i B . X AT REAZ HH T Cas9FllsgRNA 4
WALER, SEORR & B, 2 CRISPR/
CasOFEAY = At A AR, IRIL T LR ik,

(1) EAbgRNARTF. BEEE e A= ROR 1
gRNA, SHIESES | FRNAFYIEE . Bextom B Fgs i
DR R P I ] 43 45

(2) KEHMCasoF AR, I Cas9mE FARYFE KK
SR HLAT LA A A . 3 2 o AR e )
ST RISV B AR, AT IR Cas9E H H
1E BRI e Rk B BLR L.

(3) SIATIA A Cas9FE . 1T LU FHCas9HE [l
gRNASEIE T8 4 PHAL RS SR A0 b () S mes, X 7E
b3 e G FL R T TR s 2 B AR R A L 2
R, Woo%s AU F TR 4H 24 1 CRISPR-Cas9 %%
W AR A T TS DN A AR 5L R 20 G

(4) SRR RN AR T . X SE R 4
s, B IEAEIT R s A g ior 1, 1 TF
5135 Cas92E I FIgRNA R M 4 b . X Be gk (4
YKL AT LA A2 FUE I Y 2K, 5 Cas9 R
FIgRNA R FE PEAIRE A

B2, LA R LR NG ] E A A
L DR 2 B O VTR e RN 22 4P LA, X g
YA T AT B o TRV AT, AR S SR AN 56
TIE, 3R it A AT B ) 3 24 it

3.3 JBEHEON

HSRCRISPR/Cas95E M 4 sk ey, {H/2gRNATE
5P A9 EAMECXT B AT FRIF1~5 ntAEEEC, ILAEXT
B AT AR A ] RE 2 B DR 4 i A AR L 51
A B AR g, T ol 35 D] G R O T R AT A [ ey
SR RUETT . XA, AR GTIT R T &R
FCRISPR/Cas9J & AT A B sl T HAL S8R e
AL i, XuedE A& T —FhaE T R4 9 T
HL, i AR A A DR 2H A AL B 22 R Y IX
A3, RIS AR F X, A B3 i AR e g 43
BF 3k P20 i RS WM. Rens AT°819F % CRISPR-
SpRY T_H., i1t LITCPAMAY 7 AL BIDNA S 4, SpRY
A L3 5 NHEJFE Dahurianyi A [ A AR 7K R 5
IR 2 R S PAMAY s S B iR A BB 1) 578, FTE T



P A

LY L R 20 T A% A PAMFR R e e, S B0 e R Py
7. HAh, Pan%E \"IF & T —FhIL T B4 Cas9%E
H AL IHECRISPR-Combo -5, 1Z R SMKEER~Cas9
FE RN T REL B gRN AR ZLHG S0 35 7, TRl
AT 35 R 2 e (P 1) 75 72 ik 356 4 ) ATV A0 1) 35
PTG, TERH T 38 3 S A v A T 285 2 A R R i
TR L [R] £ i SR AR ) 0 T2 RSB T v e
AREPE) 72 0 RS G Hr v, EJR R 24 A
SCIER T LB A 5 B 2 b, BRI T —
AR 5 AR 7 5 R e A AT P 13 . Liuse A
TH [r] 385 3 A= )27 52 36 28 T R B HIi-TOM 5748 %5 J5
HFE WA R BPCR,  BIVAT S8 M AR AR A0 SO
R aE, AAERRIF SRS, R soksds e = 1E
£R AT IR gl T AR A A i RS A A T 58
AR PP A B B LR AUE L, SRR 4 G 2R
AR S PR T — A R LR R R SR

3.4  JCHMEDNATG L R i

ARk, LTI T ARAH Y A e A h
EAT A JE DR A P TR IR IR 4 A7 e SN IR DN A ) 3
AR, CRISPRAGMEILEB AR TEM ] HE
PR R VB B KUK, (A P Z A AOAE Y, T-DNAT L
I R BT bR, (R B AR A AR A A v
DATE RGP 3 3 43 B AR R A5 TE DN A A 56 1A 2
FEAR. 10 H AT AR AR 5 | ASMNEDNA R A i
J& AT g 2 W R R 5 SE AR R L v L, IR 3RS
DNA-free i A HE VA B2 30E G sl i 0140 22 B R ) WA
7 4H, Il R m sz Y,

T 1] —BECRISPR/CasOR 4 e FHFT - 1 % Jei i .
tn, S IRE B9 FH Ok 3 125 CRISPR R 48 WAk A 3
PR g AR AL T B SR, R FH AL ) 4 A ik PR
I ROk 6 B W R ARG L R T
DNA-Free K 4t i kit . Hirh3.0% 3L 4
PR AR BRI #35 T CRISPRITKE, {H %A 54 RIAEY) B A
R, WOR H 2 R IE 183 S b ) R A A SR I 1
W10, XA BT S SR A EHE, X
— ST RET B T TR N I R HERR. S Ah, AT R
FTFBESIISAFER . X ARG AMMUHER T 5gRNAFEMK
TR L DNA/RNA SR, 8> T gRNAKKH Y
e S 25t o, [ e 1) i g ),

JAE AR T ) R B A A S P B B X T
SEROOL T RCRA —E i . Ak, i RNPE &Y

ik B JF AR AR TR O IA AR RS N, AT RN 5] AN
DNAME LT 2-15 5848k, HEPREFERIRE T 5
By KR L o me ST g 2
2O Y PSRN . T, SR A,
AR A e O 3R e g
AE 00 e 38 5 e FHRNP 52 300 TE /M DN A S A F) S5 H 21
.

FREEAT T (13 36 K H ARG 18 45 R 1 32T
HITRE, HUCAERERSEYEA A T 2%
O FERCT A, A AR B 5
(TRSV). GBI (BPMV). K5 4E MK 5
(SMV)F1 8 JIAE R #E(CM V) B S oEs, DAE =4 5
AR R R AR, AN R R
(VLP), HA@EAMKsE, (AR HA R IR, It
R TDNAEE", JET FRIEH, TP ENS1
FEK iR RGN R —Fha S eAh, GOREIER, 1
TR BT RAWSmRILGIR R, DL
TFTDNARAIKEEH, CH TR CRISPR/CasE & ¥iki%k
B, GG AL, XL RS HAT LR )
AHZEE BEARTEENE . MEomAaE Ml i A2 SV S 3
1, DA 3 15 30 CRISPR/Cast% R s 1145 77 Thl
FIPEA. feilr, iSRRI DNA, CAEHR, i
ACAN R ) A S B TE R P SR A i R A i, H
TEARAA D) B R PR R R

gk, Tl g G A Geist e ALy
RN . TLS(tRNA-like structure)/E H—M5F
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CRISPR (clustered regularly interspaced short palindromic repeats) is a system found in bacteria and archaea that functions
as an immune defense mechanism against foreign DNA or RNA. Due to its ability to edit specific target genes within the
genome using RNA-guided Cas nucleases, CRISPR has become a valuable tool in genome research and genome
modification. Forests play a crucial role in various ecological functions, including soil and water conservation, regulation
of climate, prevention of wind and sand erosion, and pollution removal. Additionally, they provide abundant raw materials
for human production activities, making them vital for promoting sustainable development in agriculture and forestry
economies. However, woody plants face challenges such as inbreeding depression due to their long reproductive periods
and generation cycles spanning several decades. With the rapid development of molecular breeding technology, the
application of genome editing-driven molecular design breeding offers a promising approach to improve the genetics of
woody plants. The CRISPR genome editing system provides opportunities to expedite the improvement of woody plant
traits. By manipulating the genes related to growth and disease resistance, it is possible to cultivate woody plant varieties
that can better adapt to diverse environmental conditions. This, in turn, enhances growth rates, stress resistance, and quality
characteristics of woody plants. This review introduces several CRISPR/Cas system genome editing technologies
applicable to woody plants, including Cas9, Casl2a, Casl3, Casl4a, base editors, and prime editors. Furthermore, this
review summarizes the latest advancements in applying CRISPR/Cas genome editing systems for single gene editing in
woody plants, focusing on their impact on growth, development, stress resistance, and wood or fruit quality. The potential
applications of other emerging technologies, such as multi-gene editing, promoter editing, base editing, and dCas9-based
activation, in improving woody plant traits are also discussed. Additionally, challenges associated with woody plant
genome editing technology, such as incomplete genetic transformation systems, chimeras, off-target effects, and the risk of
foreign DNA contamination in transgenic lines, are addressed along with potential solutions. While gene technology holds
immense potential for enhancing woody plant genetics, it also raises concerns regarding human health and biodiversity.
Therefore, comprehensive research and evaluation are necessary to ensure the safety and sustainability of gene technology
in the genetic improvement of woody plants. Finally, this review presents an outlook on the potential applications of new
genome editors like CRISPR/Cas13, and CRISPR/Cas14a and PE in the genetic enhancement of woody plants, aiming to
provide insights for molecular design breeding efforts. In conclusion, the utilization of genome editing technology for
improving woody plant genetics is a captivating field. With further advancements in science and technology, we anticipate
the development of more innovative gene editors or improved delivery systems to enhance the performance of woody
plants. This, in turn, will have a significant impact on enhancing key plant traits and laying the foundation for the
sustainable development of forestry and horticulture.

woody species, trait improvement, genome editing, CRISPR/Cas system, base editors, prime editors
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