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P2 Z #4 CRISPR/Cas R 4L [ Cas9M AL, crRNA
(CRISPR-derived RNA)FftracrRNA(trans-activating
crRNA) =#B I AT R B oI, A5k N 4H 4 T
H. nJinek % A FE (A 5158 13 4 B LK crRNA S
tracrRNAFI A5 ili—1~sgRNA(single guide RNA). L5
FH, sgRNAFT LIS F:CasOFE FH4THE H DNA. sgRNA
5CasOIEUE AW, CasOUUHIDNARE - Hif[H] X 75148
VT K ¥ (protospacer-adjacent motif, PAM) NGG, 1fi
sgRNAH i Bl AL B ANFIHE ZRALPRDNA, —FH—Hi¥
FENFE R HAPRDNA, CasOr% e N VI BHG MRS, 16
PAM b 3FNA0L A% 1 R 2 6] D) 1 7 A DN A XU W ¢
(double strands breaking, DSB)". 1% Z % (e St it ke
TcrRNA 20 bplHE 7751, DA Cas9OE FAXINGGIF41
TR, PRIk R X 3 — T B SR AL A 7 3 Y A
T, WUAT ARG —#KCRISPR/Castt [FI 4 4 T E.. &
W, AATTHE X A0 B S AL TR A T RERIGE, 3115
TR AR RRNIIRE) Iz A
Y1 GfE F 2. 73X FXCRISPR/CasOHe K 41 Zife T H 3k 44
BRI HEl b, BHeE R kS i gRNABC G
2 CasBON £ 11 B9 K A A LA S Cas9-5 Z Fh I fig
FIRYRE S5, IEA TR AR ) ik D5 20 S 4 A T 2B
W, PR R D RE R AT S ARk R 5 TS T
—ZFN TR ARSCEEAHTIF K IR
T CRISPRIE 2 4l T B, LILAEY T &

% 1 CRISPR/Cas9% R 4riB 25 09 £ AR K HASE

Fhd 77 N I DNA-free CRISPR/CasHt:[H 2 284
A, IR HAERAEY O By S A B i, DI
U R A I B TAE SR 2.

1 JET-CRISPR/Cas: 2 a5 1. H

i TR R, 5T CRISPR/Casif 5 K 4H 4w
BTHRBREZ, T TR R 2O R 2 =58
SRR SRS HER SR BE 1 GR D).

1.1 CARESA RN IR IE R BhRg A H A5 CRISPR/
CasHE R4 gde T H

PACRISPR/Cas9F4 £ 1 3L K 21 4 4 T H 25 7FPAM
LIRS SR A R Z [ PP AEDSB. A YA,
DSB¥f 3= 2 ¢ dJ: [F] 5 A i % 4% (nonhomologous  end
joining, NHEDWLHIEE, ¥ & FEDSBA/NA B
fA BB (A 1 ()Y, AN M A A
1 XSl 2 s R SR A A L Bk . B s R,
TELHUE DT & FEEEHTIREMREIR, (AR A ix
L /N GEAR 7 A Sl IR AR RN, X SR T RE Y
27 S D O i = 4 o 22 s RN O o 20 s 21 I 1) = B
T BERT. NS T 53 ARG X B AR D
RNAX, /NG ABIR 528 7 255 B0 T T REAN 2
S HLTIRE, BRAEFAE R Bo s, WAk % 3L A
R R ARRIC LR L e L PR SR AN I DI B, K o

Table 1 The toolboxes of CRISPR/Cas9 genome editing technology and their characteristics
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YRR RSE; (c) HREKHE K -HDR; (d) 2580 00N BETEE N 0 (o) 2L KA MR IERS Bl L S Ht b (£) TRUANEE ] N PRI A8 i Bt (o) M 1=
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HERSMHEER; gRNA, 5] FRNA; LB, T-DNAZEI S Linker, 30EEERR /A HYTEHE 1, M-MLV, 308 S ; nCas9, CasOBZIRE; NLS, BUERLF
Fl; OsU6a. OsU6bHIoSU3, /KFE/IMZRNAJE F)F; PBS, W% 555 W15 | 91254 (SL4%; Pubi, ubiquitin J& 3/ F; RB, T-DNAZ A5, RT, i A
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UGI, JRMEIEDNAWESLAL B 1 77

Figure 1 (Color online) Schematic diagram of the vector structures of main plant genome editing tools based on CRISPR/Cas9. (a) The multiplexed
gene editing CRISPR/Cas9 vector; (b) APOBEC-Cas9 fusion-induced deletion system; (c) tandem repeat-HDR; (d) the multiplexed cytosine base
editor; (e) the multiplexed adenine base editor; (f) saturated targeted endogenous mutagenesis editor; (g) plant prime editor. AP lyase, apyrimidinic
lyase; Cas9, CRISPR associated nuclease 9; DBD, DNA binding domain; hA3A, apoliprotein B mRNA editing catalytic polypeptide-like 3 A; HPT,
HYGROMYCIN PHOSPHOTRANSFERASE; gRNA, guide RNA; LB, left border of T-DNA; Linker, linking sequence of about 30 amino acids; M-MLYV,
reverse transcriptase; nCas9, Cas9 nickase; NLS, nuclear location sequence; OsU6a, OsU6b, and oSU3, the promotors of rice small nuclear RNA; PBS,
primer binding site of reverse transcription; Pubi, ubiquitin promotor; RB, right border of T-DNA; RT, reverse transcriptase template; sgRNA, single
guide RNA; T, target sequence; TadA8e, E.coli tRNA adenosine deaminase; Tnos, nopaline synthase terminator; UDG, uracile DNA glycosylase; UGI,
uracile DNA glycosylase inhibitor

5 5 (0 R DR AL il L M SRR o B AR B 2232 T
JFE. N T AERFE AL A K BEDN AR RS, Al it
TET LR AR AL B P RO, FINHET /Y
ST AE WAL Z 8] A] BEE R R Be ik, (HAL

EETCIE N SRS I DNA F B 5 2 i APOBEC-
Cas9fl &1 B4k 24 (APOBEC-Cas9  fusion-induced
deletion systems, AFIDs). 1% Z 4 HsgRNA. HUm&ie i
M. Cas9. JRMENEDNAWEILIL i (uracile DNA gly-

RIAIK. W DSBS £ 47 ) ¥ 51l (microhomolo-
gous sequences, MHSs; 4~25 bp), B4 Hi [T F 514
S K 5 18 & (microhomology-mediated end joining,
MME)) T80 1K B B Kt &, ml Ak |
52.4%, G TNHEJINAF(7.1%), 1 HMMEJ/ 3019
B A B /N ENHEIA S5, e AP
H R T — e T HME T E &b £ T MMETHE
B S IE R it

WangZ A" HGE T — I i I 4l T Cas 9 45

cosylase, UDG)HITCHENEZLfEF(AP lyase) S DIRETLIF
U, HAEFEFR A sgRNANS A 2308 A JiE s e it (.
filf APOBEC-Cas9-UDG5| 27 &, Cas9fEPAMA
SR FNARL Y R =2 0] D) ) 3 A DT A, s e
AR T 11 PN L O T 28 R M E, FEUDGHIAEH
TR EUR BERE R LBR T BT REN 25 ; DNA LRI
W W AN o, 0 7 DA ) TG e W 25 e T D) B s i DN A%
24, PSRN 2 B A% PR AR I A% R I S R,
B W AR vl A PN ) R e ok, AT AR 10
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ANFEA IR RS VB2 (1 1 (b)). WangZ5 AR E #
HAYAFID-3 T 78 7K A8 A1 /N 22 Dt A Joi 4k v s 0 1)
30.2%MAZ IR i BEiR AR, 34.8%56 LR bR R P #R
FrBelikde; R eAFID-3 THW DIAETCIX &
Cas977 £ (I DSBZ [l JE A 44— A A 17 R o B ek
V% ZR G0 ARG e DR X ek % 2 1 S R4S B i oy BiE
BT AR TR

1.2 FET TR S W EEDN A2 53 ARG i 6 R 41
S TR

CRISPR/Casf¥ W[ DSBiA 1] LR F [a] A SR AL
il (homology-directed repair, HDR)#1 7154 . HDREE
HIL T 2 5 T 27 o5 TR JR AR . AR T LU A bk
Yo R rp (v [ U 3 PR B A 2 A IR AR A PR/ U
DNA, 7EI f al $i5F 5 | A B IE #7128 7E,
L2 AH ASME R R B (B 1(e)). P ma 4 40 i vh
HDRBCEAL S AR DN AR 3 R MESE R R, Ay
HDRA™ 5 (146 i 3 DA 20 44 2 S G HAth 2B b o
. TR, TERIh R R T B E-BI S e A
XA S5 75 4 LR B AR DN AZK PO g ki 5
ngNA%ﬁ%m]fff%lﬂ%, E—E R iR THDRA S
(RGO L R GRS, (A5 RARA S NI R, il
LuZs \PPHEGE, K DNARUE S FI3 /56 M R T
AR Tl 1R TG T LA 32 5 (IR DN AR AR FO 2 2 1, 1))
CRISPR/Cas9 % 4t 1] LA#426~2049 bpAIDNA F Bt AE 7]
HAKREIEH AT, Hiek#HIHYEe. fEILEERl L, iF
— B T BB E & -HDR(tandem repeat-HDR) 3% % ¢
P TDNA R BERE B A 584, TE/KAEE R4 rp st
TGRS e B A S KK 130 bp W &R FFRZE T
HEAR ANIRIE, SFIIRORIRG6.1%, AAHPSE R ik
1 S SE R T REAAT AL T i T H.

B T e N A Cas9%h, [KlCas12a B M /D,
A E S TRIPAMFESITTTN, 45 2 H) B 5 B
PAM 78 35328 HL7= A 1 2 4~ 5 R 119 58 5 A v
e 0O HAECRISPR/CasHE K 4 4t 248, JLIHAE
HDRH () b F Ok #3722 8, CRISPR/Cas12afy
SHHDRTEBI IR MR YRR S s
B RIRIA.

1.3 [ i i

JIE M I B i 2 i 2% (cytosine base editor, CBE)J& 45
FIEE S T 11 DAY %) g e e A I it s W (R C-G
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VEFR AR R s 248 7= A ) H RE D) HIDNABUEE
th— S5BERY BRZinCas9(D10A), 5 B . PR ms
BEDNABESL AL B3 7] (uracile DNA glycosylase inhi-
bitor, UGIAI & FEIAK1(d)), 2sgRNA¥nCas95 |5 &
AT IS, R AR A R b 0 B R U R T, C-
GHECXT Bl 28 A ARILEL Y U-G; UGHIIHI UDGR); 1774k
TCWERERRIEAT . nCas9(D10A)TEHEFREEPAM |73 54
AT IR Z [ ke 11, 40BN A B A B is B LT
HELRIU-GIBE WU-A, FERE )G FIDNAK il Uk THL
R, TEROER P T-ABCXS, Wk SC8L T g il H A C-
GET-AMEA. A20164ECBEE IKTEH AL 309 40 it
Nk, IO EAE 20 i b Tz N, R GE
PR B B 2 Bl ER B UGS it — 4 $2 R CBEFY
i L —MERIECR . FRARRI RO A5 )7 Tt Ren%F
NN T 70 [R) Fd  R  T RE , RE
R B RN A G 85 4 AL A 2R 1135 L A(apolipro-
tein B mRNA editing catalytic polypeptide-like 3 A,
APOBEC3A, A3A, % B A # FEEDNA/RNAH 1 CHY
S U DIRE) B —A TRENGE BEA3A/Y 130F7E /K
T RPN T A BT R e R B 1 (PAMET4~15 % 1
iR Al e A SR RICR (F#437.9%),  HXH 3EfbCth B
A RIFIRACE. $21-MS2 RNAFRES FIgRNAZS 1
th, [REPEEMS2K 58 FI(MS2  coat protein, MCP)5
UGIFl& 635, 38 1EMS2-MCPIa] i 45 SR 51 T4
UGIHA £ EInCas9- i A ML, A RO T DNA%E
Wi L S R AR 2 AR G RI R, [RIB C-GHE A T-
AR — 3. Zeng® N PRI A (i 47
T AkevorAPOCBEC1. evoFERNY. evoCDAI
FThA3ASE A ms e i 2, it — i KB B 91 4y
A 5 nCas9s HAR KRG 3k, IFFERA FEHNFIC
Uit 43 G INAZ %€ 2 ¥ 5 (nuclear  localization sequence,
NLS), i3 7 i 55k 0 A 47 M v e ik i 2 6
PhieCBEs. X4 R 40 HAT g 8% i (LL 4 B BE4Zw 4R
A EI3~81), AR TEM B E 11(C~C, £ 5
C_\~C3), FLEgu%E 7 P A i e B 2 i 1) M S5 AT,
;A AR C-T G 38 04 @I 7= 90 18 7K P AR A B B AIK 1Y) T-
DNA [ #8128 A8 4548 5. Choii A58 1A w4
#E HF. %L 5a(ribosomal protein subunit 5a, RPS5a))f
7R IKEhnCas9(D10A) LI REJC/4 A CBE, 1E4
IFH RN, HamEseR A g r35S)E s iR
= T32%.
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1.4 RS EE LR A

R EE RS L 2 45 4% (adenine base editor, ABE)J&F5
FEH Gt 5 7 11 DA 178 R EE R T Oy 1 N4 (VK A- T ik
SR G-CHR LR B CRISPREE PR 4H 4 T L. HAE
FHJFHLR: B8 A TR KA AT AR (RN AR
ZMfF(tRNA adenosine deaminase, TadA)5nCas9(D10A)
AlAFIA(E 1(e)), HsgRNAKnCas9(D10A)-TadAF|F:
ZHOAL ST, Tad AN AR SRR S 2 11 A0 B I 2 A2
JWAFL  [FEnCas9(D 10A YK #E bR BEPAMET Y 3 Fl1443
B TR Z 8 B 1 40N B SRS B R ALH &
FEVEH, WU g DNAZR G EEHIUNN S, XFERbREE
FRRIABAE G HC, TERES IDNAK §l 19 GHL
R, FERIERIAYG-CIEXY, FEILABESZHL 1K g i [
WA-THH G-C. Li% NP R, #TadA SNLSHE T
AR XA Zak, M T 74538 TR A IRZERS Aik
HgARPSPABEL-7, H P PABETWFA-TH# hG-CHYZL
Rfe i, TEKRERING (R B A SR R 7.5%, FE AR
IKAB N RE B H5559.1%.  YanZs A PO 315 1)
A I 2 25 R Tad A8e I Tad A9, 7E/K b BAT B i
F) S SSRGS A 288 11 Tan 7SR K e i
T 2% 7% K A RADIATION SENSITIVE 51 4%
DNAZE & 25491 (DNA-binding domain, DBD)#ITa-
dASeii T AL, R30I T TG IS
XPAMT A B R B AR B TC 2K ) Cas9ZE A (Cas9n-NG,
SpGn, SpRYn)fl & ik, I HAEXmA & HAINFICH;
BIN—ANLS, ALEF T 34N R P A v i
o B 5L 4 B AS Phie ABE. X ARG HAH. JLF L
PAM R BSR4 SR BIRE S gl g 1)L AR50
AR FE L B AR 1 ) FUBE R CR A 5. Wang 25 A
B T ARHGE Y Tad A% 5 nCas9 i dCasOfl A A T 5%
PR VAR AR v S AU ABE, % EGhABE7.10nZk %
SRR, EEGENAIEAS, EDNAKF AR
F PR, FERNAZKF LRSI 21 42 G .

1.5 AUSEgata 2y

XU A i 5 A A 5 s i 45 e
W L S 2 Y D REDT A ML A & (1 1(D)), [R5
IR S 1 A L I 2 4y Pl e s i R 2 2 4k oAy
L TG (RILES C- G X e 0 T- AR RS FDRE A-TH
X5 G-CHBEERT), DRIk Ay g AN ) pAy J0455 2%
ntE AN (saturated targeted endogenous mutagenesis edi-
tor, STEME)™**". L% N, 7oK fg s ik

STEME- 148258 LA 15 1% %R R #ETCRITMARIG
2878 ; STEME-NGTE/K R A i s Xt £ ki A
BRACEERY 562 MR X )™ 4 T ik 73.21 %42 1f 1
HIZRAE, FFZE AR B Soh s TPk RR KRG %
AR FR. XuZE NPHRGE T — 30U G 2§ pDuBEL,
e R AT KRS £ 2L IR A B (ACETOLACTATE
SYNTHASE, ALS)%43EH i WS L R %, Fritit
PR 7K R HHOBUB L 1 [R] i R 1T 3549.7%. AT DL, X)L
T Gt 4 2 AR ) S R D R ) AR = T L, 7
VEDIAR PR L 7= o B o i R 45y T 4 T
YEHI.

1.6 5154

AR R g AE T AT A B R 5 K 36 R 4w
HEes), HBARRRIEIE T 2R A AR e . K
W0 Beal AFIEG, DUSGX Se s 245, Tk 2ok
WER) ST 76T | S e b s B, Ling AP i %
W BT R4 A aiie, bt & T A
Yy IR S | S 4RiE#5(plant prime editor, PPE). PPE
FEAFE RS FIEHInCasO(HS40A ) - % sk g, LA 251
S4miE AT ] FRNA(prime editing guide RNA, pegRNA,
FHsgRNA. Zif (o7 o5 3 B AME A5 % 5% 5 | a5 1 4;
G55 T R g 4 AR 91 33 4348 ) (1 1 (g)).
sgRNAKnCas9(H840A)5 | T B %, nCas9(H840A)
YRR BREE DI HIE BB 2 BDNAMREE, TI451X
(primer-binding site, PBS)#& 2|5 UL EL ) X IR H-AE K
WS T Y, W S LS A B R S AR 1Y 81 R
RN HEA T30 SR A A, 0 e A0 e P TR 4B AL DR 5 1
A ZRAS [ 8 T ok, X A AR T 5 T T A
FeE s g AR & A oe s, 58y | S 4w%8. Lin
2 \COTT % B PPETE 3 R K R bk 22 PG 2175 | S48
B AARR T A21.8%. XuZs AP U & T 2
PPEZR%E, HX—FRS HAEXL M IR T 4.
AnzaloneZ: N\ T 305 | 4448 5 (twinPE), % &%
FIH—A5 45 8 I FIP T pegRNA, BEUSAE ASE
R P AL Bl I B 800 B 3 X 22 A ) R B, G
WSR2 AR EMAR—RNH, twinPERE
g e N 2R A0 A #1134 5000 bp L E Y F BERTEE40
Kb ) P AIMEI . E, A S UE ) g s i,
S TE T HY b A twinPEUL AR PR T & k.

IR FELTF CRISPR/Cas i 5L R 4 it T H IR 7F 4
BYCR, T—WEmsA RN, HESR T
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T NI ) 35 R 4 22 A L5 K %) 4 16 1
1M HREE BRI RIERA, B2 AP 5T CRISPR/Casfiy
g T ELR WO & ok, HSRCRISPR/Cas [H 21 S
AR PR R 104E, (HIZH AR C 7EA 1y 3
I RERANT . VEVIA R . TED & FhH ARG 55
T P=AE T AR

2 CRISPR/CasdER 3L RN RIPIE H 24 dii
SN

FE5 () CRISPR/CasH PR 41 2 i B AR K- 5 A1
N IIRETCIH I T-DNA(E DI AREPIEEF A, JFem
PIA A PR e Feah R IR N A S TR, B R e
HEY o B T-DNARE RS 3 19 28 5 7158 1) 7 208k 43 1,
HX— Mg AN B 2% 7, it L TerE B0 B
AT B KREMEES) LB R KR KD
ARAAEHAE H; HH AR E R A5 5 CRISPR/
CasHE K 41 G 48 AE W) 5 1% G 100 5 L DR R A0 — e 7oA WA
B, X KRR R AR R R T B R T
AR, AT RS AN I A ), —FpR o AR
[K (DNA-free) it CRISPR/Cas %k [K 2H Z 5 4% A 1 32 11
A SRR B B AT

2.1 FHBR R R ARSI DNA -freel’JCRISPR/
CasHE A 2H gt

58 I CRISPR/Cask K 4H 4 i S b FL I 4L F ik
ARUCHEAR R T-DNA, 3l i AR LR 410k
HisgRNA K Cas# 1M & HEVEF, 1R BRI 255
AR, XEEIRETCI AR AR A, A 40
Tk I e LI RE IS B e, ZhangE AT % T
%t 2 X CRISPR/Cas9 DNA P JE K 2H 4 48 2 ¢ (transi-
ently expressed CRISPR/Cas 9 DNA, TECCDNA )ik ]
DNA-free. I THIZERIFE R 18 sgRNA K Cas9 Ry Bt i}
FoR AR /N AR AR, TE T e R ) i B 77
AR, FESSARARTE AL/ N2 RN DU A (AR RN v
oML MZEG /TR, JiB R FiK9.5%,
I HILT-BrA TOfCkk 2 WDNA-free. Chen%§ A4
FEBR (5 A 4150 /&3 700 20 3% 25 10 Rl 3 [ (P H Y-
TOENE DESATURASE, PDS)iJsgRNAFICasOf)#E{Ak)
SR AT dIE R, FEANTRIIERE R ) i R
Ferh A, R SE T RE T (14 I e 2 TR 3R A A AR
R, H5A I EI T B o BRI R I o b R R,
2.57% M HHERR R AR R, H17.2%M 9k RN
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DNA-free. Meyer%: AR JT1 88 2 — [ (polyethylene
glycol, PEG)/M 2 A TR Abk, WA TH A Lok
SR FAH3 B (CENTROMERE SPECIFIC HISTONE
H3, CENH3)WCBEZEARFALIAEY Mg ik, A
B MERFR D, LS A RIE 0 S B R0CR 7 5
11.9%F114.7%, I HIH A 4G MR =25 1K 586 %,
ZERGE I I BE b 22 35 DNA-free.

2.2 FIHASPRNASE FA RN A 2R AT IIDNA-
freell'JCRISPR/CasJt K4 i

T IRDNAZR AR Rk BARBEWS RIS DN A -free
Wbk 2R, (HUAETEDNA R Bl A4 3 A 20 i ]
fetE, (HHCRISPR/CasHIRETCIFIIARSIFRNARL SEAR 5]
RNAJKEE A R G0 il i — DR AT g, Zhang
a N IE T sgRNAFICasOfR SN A BRI Fe k4
AR(TECCRNA). A TR FH3E A K TN A G2 5L 1K
)sgRNAFICasORNAFL A A/NAZKelong 19911
KR, ETORBE AR P AR BERCEN1.1%, Hrp
35.3% PR FR 264 GW 255 55 N Bk g i 1 45 bR AR
4 CRISPR/CasYjRE Jo i v b EIRN A 8 2443 F1 FH
HARTS DNA-free ) AR Yt 2 — > FZEKME.  Ariga
2 J UM T #0 PDSHE A 1) sgRN A I CasO o [ 5] Th 44
Jii 5 X (potato virus X, PVX)ZRAA, il i A AT B sl bl
WA 7 AR IR B, TEAN S e b AE R
I b, 60% DL LA AR R A T dmt, HFAEHTR —
IORE R TP AR EIPVX. Ma%e AP R RNA f1 4%
S B B o o UK 7 (sonchus  yellow net rhabdo-
virus, SYNV) i N RNAJK BEEAR, K FTHE PDSHER
FYJCRISPR/CasH g F seb 2l rh, fERN S iiEdi e
RIEFRIEP, 90% LA T AP SR AR RIS A28 T iR,
HiA57% 90K R 241 PDSSEA FER 34 & A nl Aa e it i
HYZE7E, RNAJHEE B AT L A vk A sl 1 20
Mg e 2l 4.

2.3 FIHICRISPR/Cast%ii#%E (LB DNA-free
i CRISPR/CasH H 24 4

TSR RE BRSNS 9 sgRN A FII Cas 2 F 2 14
Wi % 25 1 (ribonucleoproteins, RNP)E & ¥ 2 Y)
A, 7R IEAE S BERD SRR, XT3RTFDNA-free
fCRISPR/CasH K 4 i A B A ). WooZs A1)
K HPEGA S 71543 I THEAS [ £ A A RNP-F: A
PARGST MR AR SRR AR AR TR, miib46% i FEA4:



P A

BRAI LA TR (G, Bealt, SR i ik es
THEM B NI S A DNA-free AR 4
PRAR. AN, Lin AP THGFPIEN FRNP IS R
S AR R A A, R B R AR SR T 1A 6%, (H
H A RE M A B A B D A2 A AR VRS S R BR,
PEBh S TF & T HoAth kR A B AR Y RNPE % 77 =0, 4
DongZ AP IR M RNP S A E KA RBIE, 76
NG RBE ST B 3R B 1% 2B bk R W miE. Sale-
kdeh % APUHRAE T —FioA RHERNP A HLA KRR
Bk, FRAE T 24 BIRNP I 6 7 RS WOT & k.

2% BTk, DNA-free CRISPR/CasOfi#y K 2H 4
A H Y R dL A E R A AN R R E A TE, T
I H G R U AL S5 1 CRISPR/Cas 9 4 4 [H 4H 2 i
FEARMIXFRAR, (AR AR 1 A E R R EAR
TP IR IR B ARAS, AR RN e
FEAK, (HBEE ST AP AR 0y i AIAAR i
Ve RHI-TOMZE R I, 5 Pe 2 2hde bk 22 28 15 ph
PR B H B, SR SNEDNATR AFEY)
RIZH, P R 4 28 LT3 MR B R R BEE X
X — 2GR AR B R W RS, T TDNA-
free  CRISPR/CasOAE 43k PR 2H Zh i 4 K ik it ik
HEPEY R TH.

3 CRISPR/CasH: P gt RTEMED kb
g Ls B )i

3.1 RS E

A A P AR S AR AR ™ B2 P N 3
Ko B b EER R TR RAEY R Z A
KFERAH BAE AR 455, SRAICRISPR/CasE A
2 s Al AR A T T e R 4 7 A DG SE R 1 e 2R KT
AAlA R E AR H Y. KR R3NQTLIEN GS3.
GW2. GNI1a4y i SR KGR /N . KPR S8 Fl E
LA RE 2 R S 3 SR ARG e R WA e i IR
Zhou%s N\°YV5% ] £ 5 4 #5 CRISPR/Cas 9+ R 7E3 M
KL KRR St ol e ) g i ok 3N S PR, & BRI 34 R X
PR TTER R A, RS R R AR B AL,
WangZ: \"5% FICRISPR/Cas94 A X K Ff 4l g /3 24 2%
S BFOSLOGLS 1) C-¥i T 25 2 FE R 7 51 264 T 4w
B, ARAFI SR R A 2 ELA S (Y R A 25 A T 38
WEERIN T /YR, KEJAGGED I A KRG H
SJERB TR PR A IR . Caid A T

XFJAGGED 1T/ 15 B CRISPR/Cas 9z A4 5 Ak A 44
K iFtEH6S”, NTURT B IR T Wk
JAGGEDIF2EE G R R, FHE P2 K A E R,
FEE M N T 8.81%4118.67%.

3.2 e

fEYIh T, EEERMSR. S DA
JBT 0Tt T R T it SO, R A DG I R 7.
K FHCRISPR/Cas 5 P 41 i F AR 435K S ] (1) 258
AT RAS EA AR R A AR E Y R RROK Y T T
B S DO KR B AR AL BT, BB E A O i R ROk
TR 25 A T e & LB 1 (granule-bound starch
synthase I, GBSS)AYIEME. LI 1524E (upstream
open reading frame, uORF){F-7E T 250 EAZ A ¥J/mRNA
15 vl E BRI, EAA PR i 3 0 2 AE (primary
open reading frame, pORF)@ﬁ%&ﬁﬁmRNAF&ﬁ# RO
FH. THBRIXEEIEAE JUORF, 2 FipORFAYFIA. Zhang
4z N1PR FIICRISPR/CasOF A 22 B LRI 7 25 2 & N i
ZARSZLF BRI uORF, AR HmRNAK A 22 5%, (A
HE ARk E AR BN, R EE R
AR A ) 550 25 B R s ik S IR bt 4w
R BRAE ST BLIR L R G BOCHE R [ GPP2 Y uORF,
foi A= S B BN LR 75 2 LB AR AN T 150%, B4
fhai s e I AR . Xing5 5% FICBE 48
ARl s FLRE L S N P R b ZIPs 1. 1/uORF, 3RS T —
RO G R AN R AR RAR R, H AR 2R A
R, S e B AT P B R, Xuss AR
FHCBEZi 38 #5841 XF GBSSIN 3/ BRI M AH 5 (1) T ZE R0
M TR, SR1S T — R YIGBSSIE H & & SIS A
[FIFEEERRIRAAR R, EEETER & AR 1.4%~11.9%Z 1],
AR AN TR K. X i E e MR % PR ik
Tromi, vILAIRAS HARP B & AN W B — BRI HE &R,
FEAIEY AR, AR BT K.

ANDAER R E AR T B A B R, U
HEMHMS AT BRI TE R 2R G i e
AR ZNZZ TR P o B R 1 S R 1 o SRR N TEFL
JBETS (— b B B e P ) i) E 2. FETm AL/ A
o-BEAE R ARG R A H 100 E gwiD, KRGSV E
FhR ARARMEARAR AR o B B ST/ INAZ . Sén-
chez-LeonZ AV -5 25 19 52 ML R A 4 o7 515
T T2 A7 55, XTARAS B % SE /N FE AR R o B 22 B,
VBRI R R IR, Bl 8 R IR A 32%0~82%,
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G e eI [ IR A85%. Bra j | RAFTETITR(CN R
JRDUREARAED)) FhF 2722 kDI HUE. Assou
25 NRSE T8 Bra j 1 JEPI A sgRNA, LIFF3E S,
FhTerratopMICR2664 K 3Z 1A BT KL, 3R1% T K4 Bra |
I S0 JE RO RR . X SR A K 2B Ra e oL
T 1R, gk R iYBra j | A KIEBKE RS
AERAE . IR (perfluoro octanoic acid, PFOA)ZHT
MFE AR LI YY), T — Ll R s R
ZH FERT. FATIE AE R CRISPR/Cas9JE [N 4 4
FE AR 5 A 5 st A R R, DU ek A
S HPFOARR R, MMM A A DA e 4 . nf
UL, R FHCRISPR/Cas K 41 g A mi o B (1  f,
oG I3 0] 3 1 A O DR R A ALY G A T
YRR R AR S WA AR S, KRR
HENH T Z—.

CRISPR/Cas 5K 2H i 47 A T LA 3d aof 43 AH DG
PR ) b 4 S VR T A 25 4, DA e L i b A
B, RO IR R A0 0 2 o H s SR (85 ok
PEREAR E 22, IR H R 25% MR (18:1)
52%IMIR(18:2)~ 18%EIFRAR(18:3), 5 A IR A1
SV JBR IR fefi A5 K 30 45 K B A H A 5 B Ak AN R E
P, MR K S IE T B R Te 4 1559 TR RR T
THAREE I, KOG P - 1208 I R i i A2 (fatty  acid
desaturase 2, FAD2)fAb iR A ilER, S iHfR frik—
At 5-9NE WM& Bt 10 A 3 (FAD3)HEAL A W RRIR. K&
FAD2f & ZAFE N, HRFAD2-1AFFAD2-1BHE K.
P ek, Pume KOG mERAY & i, FLX A3 N g5
X [ PR R 5 14599%. Do N MVEt 4 FAD2- 1A R FAD2-
IBIRPRSE XS T T 28040 5, TOfRFHERE R A2
FPE R FAD 2D RESIR 5870 bR, HX SR AR BRI AL 25
T—AX. XFEAD2-1AFIFAD2-1 B4l 23 2 AR 43 b 2
B, MR & EIINZI80%LL F, WilR & EIFEE1.3%
~1.7%, WBEEE T RGPS, FOREN &R T
HAE IR RNE, ©12- 2T 1-NH g b = 2 1 7
WRARUR,  FHERE O IR S0 2(betaine  aldehyde dehydro-
genase 2, BADH2)DIRESfLEl B T L i 5 4 i
i, NI INAFIR, BH#5CR HICRISPR/Cas9H AR I
BADH2ZIfE, 43l EIH A R KAE . ERF
SR,

3.3 BEEHRHUE SR AR Yl e
VEIEA: KL B i R e fe 2B B AL W AR R )

1930

WikE, AR EEYIPUEY . YR RE
MBS Em AR . me. WA R T R
= i R FEBSCTV(beet severe curly top virus)ifs
FHCRISPR/Cas9#k A, & BB A THE AR AU It 34
REA AN HIBSCTVAREE /=2,  HLEEATHEBR T 4La !
AR R B AN, A B YA R R R AL T
— AR R, R TR R . RS R B
B B Xoo 43 ) 2 5 EORGIEL IG5 1A A K 79 e 7K e
BRI E A . Xoo il — Pl BORh s S s R
A S e S [ o o 2l R o - S S |
SWEETI11/SWEETI13/SWEETI4}3 3T Hy4% % X B EBEs
(effector binding elements) PTG X LEFLH ATFR K, M
T8 KRG 5 i Xoo. OlivaZi N>R FICRISPR/Cas9%: A
St AR XX 34 KL U EBEsHE T4, A Z2385 M
BRG] AR K A K itaake fh Al LA K AN IR R
REROAE K S FRIR 64 Fl1Ciherang-Subl, 78 HAt AR 2tk
WA Z BRI R AR T, el i K REkk &R
AR T XVFZ Xoo A= #/INFI R 154, Bsr-d1. Pi2l
FIERF 922234 % (0 RS JR0 i 2 R 6 98 45 2[R
Zhou 5 N\ UBEIEE R B bk RLK638S kTR, R
CRISPR/Cas9F [H 4 AR RS 13X 3 H RS =
ZERIRRZR, FEIH RIS BRI B B R e I
PR, PRIERR R B RAR ZHRIRIEARFRE. /NE AR
B S OMILDEW RESISTENCE LOCUS O, MLO)&:
INZZE X R ) R BB L, B 2 AT AR T /)N
A0 AR LR AT, WangZ AR ]
FE P20 G B AR 7S AR A/ N T 34 ML ORI IR 55 7
LA R TR, ARAS A R iRk R X B X R
FREHE. (8 i T MLOER BRI R0, XS4 bk
AR LB . B R R AR S AR R, il
Ll PR MLOFE PR TE A = R B Ry FH 2 BIBR 1. a2
2, Lide NV e g bk R b & BT B OB B
MBEA AR PR KR 2 Tamlo-R32. 73MreM, %
Bk ZR 3 MLORIR A S R 9t g, [WII MLO-BIHT
304 kbK F Bk a8 kgt K AR AR, T
YV B4 12 76 11 3 (tonoplast monosaccharide trans-
porter 3, TMT3B) bRk, 1IE&EX—REEMLO
LR IR 5 7= A R R 0t [ & B, Al 1SR
CRISPR/Cas9 [K 2H gt 48 £ AN X — st AL WL 51 A 44
PR /NZZ SR b, B RAR T LT O B L
AEARR N BTRR R, X —BF5E TAE A5 BB
FL 7= AT i R AL T S 3.



P A

YEVEE KR F A Wl fEZ B 5. &k
iR 5% K E SR &Y B, CRISPR/
Cas 9 K ZH Zit 48 3 AR AT L 3k £ B A DG BURR L PRI R 1)
P HE A 5 TR 4 m AR IR AR 2R W i e i g
KumarZ: A "*F FHCRISPR/Cas 9+ R A5 T HIAEL KL
MATMTU1010 DST(drought and salt tolerance) 366 bp
Bk g kst SR RS TE L AL AR
/N, TET AR B X T 5 e BE RO A A BB
P, AR T S B A TR . AR KR 2l
TR K FE W N R F (auxin responsive factors, ARF)
SEAHOCTT e PR By ek S L HAE PRI BE. Bouzroud
2 NPUR HICRISPR/CasO4 AR Rk 1 i YA RF45E
B, ZE AR ARR R X T R Eh F A PirE. KA
POT3HEN i — N E3Z RGN, 2T PR
ROS/CF- [ i T, Alfatih®: A "% JIICRISPR/
CasOFARIRAT 13N POT3 YTl e 58 AR 1K, 7
SR FER B E T 5 AR AR B e R AR AR 1 i
FOLTEPARTY, AF B RN ARG A N Bon
(R .

3.4 W TTEMDR IR

2R EAA B PR RS, PR P
Ik 2 550 0 A 4 AR B AR AR AR 7 e LA R
CRISPR/Cas9Hi AR a] ITEATG | ASMEEER G T, il
T AR A PN 1 DR 1 S B R 7 R T B B R A
ReJ1. CTRFLERA W ALSIEAR Y& h S 2 SE MR 1) ¢
S, ESOAPHIRERIAVE FIFERR. Kuang® AR A
WU, TEKRBALS I ASAE %3163 sgRNA
EA TR AN, Bk 21— R B R A Bt
SARRZR, HAPITIFUERGR, HiX—2848 X KA
A KA AR AR RS2, A T8 F) FH CBE S i #ike
P BRI S AP R A 46 H ALSHEAT T P171FSw4R, 345 T
NE RSN HAR PRI B TRk (4 A 3R
Liang% \"JICBE#/t18 T 48 T-ALS P170AHIDNA-free
SRRk R, T UREE G R Z 0T B R 7] v il e 22 0 1
Ptk S-H s PN R G 25 B R -3-BE R A5 i (S-enolpyru-
vylshikimate-3-phosphate synthase, EPSPS)/& 75 & i %
B L DGR, ) A 2 R R A
Fr. B TAEE GUEM, %824 E SRR 5 AR K
(T1021F1P106S, EPSPSmTIPS)HIS ™2 LR 28 A8 1A
(L169F. G173A. A175G. M176C. R177L,
EPSPSmLFGAAGMCRL)TEA S i H B 1 AU AT

BARH . WangZ: ™% H]—F CRISPR/Cas9
A FHUHDRIERS, A 45 1 5% R EPSPS 4 i
EPSPSmTIPSFAIEPSPSMLFGAAGMCRL, #45 T Refa
FE AL H A S H B ER ISR R, BT X243
RAN, HRTE H6E R FHCRISPR/CasO A g VR i Y
L PR V0 5k R O ) i PR A 45 SF3B 1Y
TR A S L P Os Tub 421045

3.5 M9

HAT7EA = LT 2 # R ) b Fp— R e A6
Zeat KM AR = SR DL i R BE R WO, B L LA
— BN BRAE, AIREER T REYUEY ALY 5T
FIBTIS LN, FEXT SRR TIRETE /0 1 i3 hk 1, A%
B, LT XA S AR AR S b A B R A T
B, WURTREIC AR R R O 0 B A AL e P AL
PR SEOE . HT RSB R SR, B SR N
(Solanum pimpinellifolium)tE=#% 55 25 09 B A= 3 2 Fp.
Zsdgon N HY A T Rl 4R SELF-PRUNING (5 7%
MR OC) . OVATE(S R IEIRAK) . FAS-
CIATEDHMIFRUIT WEIGHT 2.2(5%-5:K/NMEX).
MULTIFLORA(5 35 B A ) MLYCOPENE B CY-
CLASE(5 ML E A WA )61~ FE [F 1) CRISPR/Cas
AR, XIEESRTE S TR A, Sl i RS T R
WA SRR3R . SR CECR I 0f A F AL R
HEINS00% M RINME RARR, HASIMNEILFIFRE T
HOoREARMOE BB, Ligs APl TR R,
X — ML DI R WS S FT AT,

SRR AR R A K e MR
N7 TEEA . H AR KR SR Ak, (A H
SR AETE SR DA R BT AL, BT HA RIR A2 Fh
g AR RIS N e S S s, (A EAT]H
BHEARRL. RN VR KA Y ARE, ok
W g £ 7 AR Rl LI AR . 2 58 A AT
TP UM AR RE A K WIAE T AR, DA AR PUf5 Ak
Feh e 2 HAT AR KA. B TG A it S IR pu %
PRKAEPPR UM £ 5h Fh. Lot 2 JE PRI 7 412, 45
REM, N3NEER RIS RIS A5 AR K
FERARSCIEN [, EFXT KRR RME . 2. BR.
KPRV ZEBEJELEE K FF AL H A5 AR SRR IE A
FF AL T CRISPR/Cas9Z 3 [M 4k, #if5 T A4 2k
R EBCEERRIIER, SRR E R Y DR YL R
BR R FRTH T RIT. AbAT TR X — DAk SR ms Rl A T
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HAbAEY), T LOR 9 A 7 th DLRT AR T 4R 4 =L
AR ZARRIE], RO R AR B R
RS Esrse oV ELAEWNIL(DTIR

3.6 CRISPR/Casti R SIITEDIE I B

HE PRI s 1o Ak R 8 ST i R A A 2 AR Sk I
FERRRE S5 F R IE S e RIS T RE S b . dm al ™= A
DIRERy s ARk, RI3a fAE Y AT itk f. 74
Ay R 3 PR T R S o © O AT, e
Yy CRISPR/Cas A5 i X 4 35 R R4 71 1 it
R E e R R EEANEN. OsSF3BLZ/KAFEY
WA BB R —, S GTER A G 5B —
FiB(pladienolide B, PB)FIEMEIZILAWIGEXIARIME
FHER 5, &80 Z RS ZH, SR IE R
K. R T E R EL10sSF3B AR, ButtdE A4t
X2 PR Gt X BT A PAMAN s30T T 1191 sgRNASC
FEFF A3 T CRISPR/CasOZAA, i AT R A ik itk AT
1ZYe, LEGN0.450.6 pmol/L GEX1AFTik s 35k,
15000456 Ak @5 TP A T2 LRk FRAE K RERE R, DI
YRR, XA NRE R EREW T
OsSF3B1 5 GEX1AMAS &, ARSI HAE & (1) 59 45 1)
. CBEFLER A ALSIHE LA 5 1 2848 v] LUFE AN 52
LTy B A [ HsF 72 A X i PR Ak 24 AR s g R i S 83 701 71
P, Kuang AR UGS i 245 ) HEAL S s
FIsgRNASCEXT OsALSHmtS X A T AIZEAR, 735 FHAR
FER A A AR TR T K R @ e Ak, DABR 5]
XUE ik Ry e P T, #8380 T MRIRGE I W P A5 40
AR 5AR T DT /K A SR A B . Xuds A
K FH XUBRE I 24 56 2% K73 T OsALS P171F/OsACCI1
1178 VARG AR K FERR FR, T T X AUMEBE £ TR AN I
S AR BRI AP TPE . A B u] DA B, X AR
Ko RE HE K 2R FH CRISPR/Cas 93t PR 2H Z S84 AR 904710
FISAE, FEATLUA 24 B TR0E 7, AT LR Mo (A 4 5
WFFE &R T TR 2Rk,

4

CRISPR/CasF A1 I S HZ H R H T H A &
o R A A B 5 ST LA S AR S EE R
J T 785 K& HECRISPR/Cas ik R 41 i 5 R AEAEY) & Fp
D5, T AR AR = T T R TAE.

—JECRISPR/CasHi AR 2L ittt K s AH e JE i
HIBHFE. BIRHWE A2 CRISPR/CasiiE T2 1]

1932

HERTR(ERL), HIX e T ELAE B = G A5 R R R (I
FITEAA AR A ), LT AL R HDRA
SRR I R AEAEY) T N 9 twinPESS T
T2kLE%% )1, i TsuchidaZE AP HGE T —AN4r TR 8
N S AR RSCR T R DA S SR B IR CasX; Bravo
i NP VTERR T CasOM SIS FI WL O LRI L, BEHHHIS
T SuperFi-Cas9, HImH 3085 F 1R CasofH 2, [HIHM
FUACR TR T 400015, WS BEHT T & 11 Cas 85 1 L H
FECRISPR/Casid T H.rfr, WWKEE— 254 S A o
FEMOIRCE. R, WSS A ) A7 Ak 2% i
FAAE 2 TP I APOBEC3A M TadAZE A 7k i, toks itk
— R TR AR UK. DNA-freef) CRISPR/Cas
B K g i AR AEAE W) 3 1 B Fheh B RARA L3,
E— e RE O B F AR . AN Ak B B4R i
VERCRAE IRkt S — T, Fo4r TR
DR A 5 6 R R AT P B M AT, it
E—2F insE LAk FEIS AR IE, IO 2 3L R T R
HIREER, HA XA GER L 4 g T HXF
A5 R4 BT AT oo, ST R KO 19 o T ik
THE .

WA BOR W IE A LR ECRISPR/Cas 3 [H]
H i H ARTEVEY SR R A9 . MACRISPR/Cas
FRNARBEARNIEHNEEKE, REREIN
CRISPR/CasHE K 2H i H A AR 20 B S oo 5
H IO s b T AR A e AR f. BT s S 58
R NN E T Siw G 1N BB 0 N N AW O B3 0 4 N1 B
%, TDNA-freef!) CRISPR/Casi [F 2H 4 4 A NI 52 4
A SNEDN AR AAEY)IE R ARG )8, e 23RS 1 2
R RAEARATIMESER,  FOEXRA ST A BRI
AR, I, CRISPR/CasHk i 41 4 4% AR ok it
PIVEI AL TARSE LA R 2 ) FARRAS . BRI
BB E R RESIFLFME TR F R L
ARG EARRFBRE. T, K XRNAKT-DNAYH
N ST A A ) R S DR R R IR AR 1 B R AL R
G CRISPR/Cas i X 20 Zm A B SEAS BT ™A% i e
FERVEY) B PREES it #%F CRISPR/Cas3 R 41 4w 45
RIS IVED) SR AT 7246 WA, AL B HLAE 2R A
FEMLRE . Rl oS FIAGRSTE] . 28 9% KORG 1, JE 2% 3k (K] 24
B RRAONF, A  BHAS X — 4T A PR 2 . T X
SO, A DR Y E R (G E . SEEAH
AEE) BRI CRISPR/Cas9 3 [K 2H g 4 R ARG AYVE
YR E N L VR I AE, ORI R AR HECRISPR/



P A

Cas9EE P 20 G B ARTEAEY) a A A th g . T
IEFE H AR F CRISPREE K 45 48 (1) 75 V5 HLZT =5 GABA(y
— TR, UCEYLARMEIR R BRI R SE A B3k
TR g b, OB AR —3k BB I CRISPR/
Cas9F: A AR, Rt WP A 56 WA 31 ]
M CRISPR/Cas9F F 2 S F R e etk ik, %5 5
PR 3k [ 548 BRI, PR 5185 H] T CRISPR/Cas9
PRI 2H VR A8 BRI, BRI CRISPR/Cas9 7 K 2H gt
AT A ek B 580H by B RIERE. 2022
E1H24H, e NRAERIER AL T Rl
FHEE K S 4R A ) 2 VP R B (RX1T) ) (http://www.
moa.gov.cn/ztzl/zjyqwgz/sbzn/202201/t20220124
6387561.htm), %¥5 rd EEE XA 51 ASMEIE )5
PRI i ), M RS S5 2 A AN () Hp 2 22 2 P4 LA R

A R R e AR AR 0 A A PR I DR g
T YRR K P TR, I A e ik — P ot g
D] Gt L 0 110 AU A LA 2K

SRR RREE AL, $EEA RN CRISPR/Castt A
HIBEAED TR ZFEE . /A AJECRISPR/Cas Kl 41 4
BRI ERZAE T, A RE IR LR 4 g4
VeI 55 L E MRS E Y ke 22 4, FTE T 2%
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CRISPR (clustered regularly interspaced short palindromic repeats) and CRISPR-associated (Cas) nucleases were
originally identified in bacteria and archaea as their immune protection system to destroy phage and exogenous DNA.
Relatively simple and powerful genome editing technologies have been developed based on the CRISPR/Cas system. In the
last decade, CRISPR/Cas has been utilized as an effective genome editing tool in microorganisms, animals and plants. In
this review, we will first discuss how the CRISPR/Cas system (e.g., CRISPR/Cas9) is used to edit plant genomes through
various developed tools including small and large size DNA fragment deletions, homology-directed recombination,
cytosine base editor, adenine base editor, dual base editor and prime editor. Details about these CRISPR/Cas plant genome
editing tools including their working mechanisms, the construction of these tools using various functional elements, and
several examples of applications will be provided. Indeed, the successful development of these tools allows researchers to
modify plant genomes, functionally dissect plant genes, conduct molecular-design based breeding. Although the CRISPR/
Cas T-DNA can be screened out either through back-crossing to wild type or self-crossing, the DNA-free CRISPR/Cas
plant genome editing technologies bring obvious advantages in crop molecular breeding, especially for vegetative breeding
crops or long juvenile stage plants. Therefore, secondly, we will describe how DNA-free CRISPR/Cas plant genome
editing technology works. DNA-free CRISPR/Cas plant genome editing technology, which is especially useful in crop
molecular breeding, can be achieved through the following approaches: Transiently expressed CRISPR/Cas DNA can be
delivered into immature embryos using particle bombardment, or into explants using Agrobacterium tumefacien mediated
method, or into protoplasts through polyethylene glycol mediation; in vitro transcripts of sgRNA and Cas nuclease can be
imported into immature embryos using particle bombardment. BothsgRNA and Cas nuclease can be cloned into RNA virus
vector before they are used to transform explants. Ribonucleoproteins complexes formed by in vitro transcribed sgRNA
and Cas nuclease can be delivered into protoplasts, immature embryos through polyethylene glycol, lipofection or
nanoparticle mediated methods, respectively. DNA-free edited plants can be identified from plants regenerated on medium
without selective reagent. Thirdly, we will cover the recent successful applications of CRISPR/Cas as a plant genome-
editing tool in crop improvements including crop yield and quality improvement, biotic and abiotic stresses resistance, de
novo domestication, and crop directed improvement. These examples demonstrate that CRISPR/Cas plant genome editing
technology is effective and valuable to crop molecular breeding. Lastly, we will discuss the future development of
CRISPR/Cas technology in plant genome editing, the role of appropriate national management policies and favorable
social environment in promoting this field. The editing efficiency of these tools can be further improved and the off-target
rate reduced. Further enhancement of the CRISPR/Cas technology will depend on improved functional elements (e.g.,
CasX, SuperFi-Cas9, engineered APOBEC3A and TadA, etc.) and good vector design. Successful applications of CRISPR/
Cas plant genome editing technologies in crop improvement will depend on appropriate regulatory policies and public
acceptance of genome-edited crops. This paper aims to provide important insights into how CRISPR/Cas as a powerful
plant genome-editing technology can be used in improving crop varieties, accelerating seed industry development, and
fulfilling our national strategy of food storage in technology.

CRISPR, genome editing, base editor, prime editor, crop improvement, DNA-free
doi: 10.1360/TB-2022-0197

1937


https://doi.org/10.1360/TB-2022-0197

	基因组编辑技术及其在农作物品种改良中的应用 作物品种改良中的应用
	1�� 基于CRISPR/Cas基因组编辑工具
	1.1�� 以破坏植物内源基因功能为目标的CRISPR/Cas基因组编辑工具
	1.2�� 基于同源介导的双链DNA修复的精确基因组编辑工具
	1.3�� 胞嘧啶碱基编辑器
	1.4�� 腺嘌呤碱基编辑器
	1.5�� 双碱基编辑器
	1.6�� 引导编辑器

	2�� CRISPR/Cas非转基因的植物基因组编辑技术
	2.1�� 利用瞬时表达载体实现DNA-free的CRISPR/Cas基因组编辑
	2.2�� 利用体外RNA转录本或RNA病毒载体实现DNA-free的CRISPR/Cas基因组编辑
	2.3�� 利用CRISPR/Cas核糖核蛋白实现DNA-free的CRISPR/Cas基因组编辑

	3�� CRISPR/Cas基因组编辑技术在作物品种改良中的应用
	3.1�� 提高作物产量
	3.2�� 提高作物品质
	3.3�� 提高抵抗生物逆境及非生物逆境能力
	3.4�� 赋予作物抗除草剂能力
	3.5�� 从头驯化
	3.6�� CRISPR/Cas技术介导的作物定向改良

	4�� 展望


