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CRISPR/Cas9 SO & EE NS ARHARHE

ABA, lesk, FHRT, FRp
(P EHRFEE ST mpA s 2R P/ A E M MR, Mt FERELLRE
LETHTFEHFEERRE, L& 200031)

WE: MEMRE R4 LE £ 5 F(clustered regularly interspaced palindromic repeats, CRISPR)
Bl % & G AR E9CRISPR/Cas9 7 4tk A ta il e dr ot — A iE M R 5 Bpik R, 5 AT £ AN
Mo EER RS, A TROEMDMAFADFEI LD, RS AR RFR. HEK. LH7
AR EY H R FERSRE, BAm L @ AEALF R T H LA T AR BFGEXFA L. MK
FRREGZHHGMAE T, HELESE AN (knock-in, KD)AIkzFE—H R Y & & R %HHBARG 4
Mo ALLZRT AEHD & 4% FICRISPR/Cas9 # 4t 47 A B SN 6948 X AT T e, H RACH B SN
BB T & RIREAE T @ REHE L

X#EiE: B0 & CRISPR/Cas9: A R%ZiE: AR

Advances in CRISPR/Cas9 mediated gene knock-in
techniques of zebrafish

LIU Sigqi, AI Yirui, LI Shifeng®, LI Yiping™
(State Key Laboratory of Cell Biology, Shanghai Key Laboratory of Molecular Andrology,
Shanghai Institute of Biochemistry and Cell Biology, Center for Excellence in Molecular Cell Science,

Chinese Academy of Sciences, Shanghai 200031, China)

Abstract: As an adaptive immune defense system in bacteria and archaea, clustered regularly interspaced
short palindromic repeats and CRISPR-associated protein 9 (CRISPR/Cas9) has been applied to precise gene
editing in many species. Given the zebrafish has a lot of advantages including short spawning cycle, easy
feeding, high fecundity and convenient observation of transparent embryo, many studies based on gene editing
have been carried out using zebrafish as an significant vertebrate developmental biological model organism.
Compared with the high efficiency of random mutation by gene knock-out (KO), the low efficiency of precise
gene knock-in (KI) has always been a shortcoming in the field of zebrafish gene editing. This paper reviewed
the research of CRISPR/Cas9 system for targeted KI in zebrafish, and provides reference for the optimization
of precise KI efficiency and the establishment of zebrafish disease models.

Key Words: zebrafish; CRISPR/Cas9; gene editing; gene knock-in
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activator-like effector nucleases, TALEN)UPL A K7
P 8% [B] B 1) 45 121 S 8 &2 7 Bl (clustered  regularly
interspaced palindromic repeats, CRISPR)A#HI¢H
F12H 51 CRISPR/Cas9 % St 35 e % ik (K 2L DN A AT
Y, FHAYE B & RS )7 SR A
GRS HE I RAZAAR, MoK MHERE T 2R Th e
KAFTT. BT 58 = ALK i #5 H RCRISPR/Cas9
fEl (EPEANRE 1, B DM SRR, 1 AR B
T N 8 JE DR A A A DR R N A5 DA S B . X AR
RHBHERE 7 58 5 0 AR A BB W AE A an Bl i i
W o

CRISPR/Cas 5 42 4H i A1 7 41 B 1) — Fl i [
PGB HA SRR NI, 415 2 ¥
Hpp G H SRR T, G H RN 45w
fERE PR A, B AT UI R IR, T HEHT
HPRANAZ . VFZ Casth F R 2 HAHWME A BE K IED)
FIDIfe, MCas9ts A A 72 A A ) 58 1%
RNASFDNA R B FEIE], XA R4 & 1 2
PR g B A A E s Jinek MBI CRISPR  RNA
(crRNA) 5 ¥ iH crRNA(trans-activating
crRNA, tracrRNA)FJEEHRFIE, N TE T 4
M #RNA(single guide RNA, sgRNA), &AX
tractrRNA:crRNA 5 Cas9 i H 45 & 56 il Ik K 9 5 1o
FE. ZIt, CRISPR/Cas9 R4Gi4hE & N LikifisgRNA
SIEEILHE R g ) AR R AR ST, BT N T 2 R
WA F

B 1 E gk ik DR i B A R A 0% 1Y) TR ) g
WEFT AL, K A R RN 1 S LA 45 ) 2 % g 52
Bk ROREBE YT ST AR ] T

5

DsB

K& JEAE—La BRI £ 3 R R 5 (knock-out,
KO E &, HE{A (knock-in, KDFCRK—H &
TAE £ e PR 2 B0 40 3 PN e A A eI TR . H R,
ER S b CE AT 7 2 RMMR A, &
BAFREE S BRI A MK KOG EE
ARG . ARSCERIR T T R AE B 1 £ b R
CRISPR/Cas9fAk Z AT 3 Rl @ N ARSI 52, 4R
TR RN R R 2R, DU 9 A B 5 1 35 K]
AN S T

1 HESaEEMNEEEENMANED
Al

MR (U 5T 2) 55 A B (A6 2 2590 S5 R 3R 1 5
TR R A R AR UEE W 24 (double  strand
break, DSB). IE#fiIDSBA& X} T4 5 ik P 4H 5¢
EVEFIG0 N A AF#R o> L. R CRISPR/Cas9$
ARAEFE R A e AL m 7= 4EDSB, 2440 g DL R 5 =X
HATDSBIEEIN, NG id R AR 58 T 5 3 5 AT £
A o

DSBEE F A4 MM T7 (& 1): FERIVEAR I
#2158 (classic non-homologous end joining,
cNHEJ). fll[A¥8 R ¥ f& & (microhomology-mediated
end joining, MMEJ). [AJ§#E 12 (homologous
recombination, HR)FIH8%5iE k12 & (single-strand
annealing, SSA)". M, HRAHE 4 WHolliday
A& X (double Holliday junction, dHI)ZeHDNAXL
24455 77 2UHDR (homology-directed repair)-
ANFE A AH T A R A 8 PR 55 B K 2 & (synthesis-
dependent DNA strand annealing, SDSA)FI1KiZ4 i

3

5

3

BRI J,%M;ﬁ%t}]ﬁ,’f ¢K7Kif~”n%tjj B3 #&3}32&‘& IS
5 Ku70/30 AKU70/30 31 (5 P 3 QP 35 P 3
g (OC' 5 -MRN 5’ || 4 ;
J = i il o ! HIE o Il :
” ; > , EXOI1 , EXO1 ,
. DNA-PKcs Jls 3 ).. = 3 RPA =
5 5|3 5
7 '\JU s |3 - EXOL [ patyss EXO!

- Ku70/80 ~Ku70/80 . s ¢ | < RAD51¢ ;
¢DNA Ligase 4 5 - 3 5 /. 3l 5 3
33 />Top > />200p 2113 RADSI i

3 5 ¢P019 ¢DNA Ligase 1 ¢
5 k.4 3 5 3’| 52 3°
3 57 3 5|3 5

cNHEJ MMEJ SSA HR

Bl DNAXEHTIRERIZEHHIRKE
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54 #l|(break-induced replication, BIR)™, fE/74:
DSBZJm, WRAKRAERmIIER, NHHZcNHEIH
K DNAMK i H e 6 1k 7 5E (DN A-dependent
protein kinase, DNA-PKcs)fIDNA%E#E#4(DNA
Ligase 4)%317cNHEIf&E . RiGEMRNE &)
[l 5> 24 #2011 [F)JE ¥ (meiotic  recombination 11
homolog, MREI11). & BUK & [150(radiation
sensitive protein 50, RADSO0)FIZEHEZ Wi LE A 1E
#H [ 1(Nijmegen breakage syndrome protein 1,
NBS1) HMC K& &EAMEEREAC-
terminal binding protein (CtBP)-interacting protein,
CHIPIN S VI BRI A TE B BEDN AR, U 24
#HlcNHEJ . 53 5B B0 ) T e A s e [R5 i 2
MMEJ. 0] #H 4 M1 (exonuclease 1, EXO1))
B R i, TR S EEDN A i I E A
(replication protein A, RPA)ELZE, #AJ5 (K85 i
TR 152(RADS2) 3 TSSABL/ERADS 1 55 (I W Bl R
BATHRIBRE R . X IUMME B g 40 K 4% T RE H 40
JiJE B %A AR, HDRI& AR Al FH 4 ik e
AR NBEREAT 1B, RBERHITES 5 H1/G, 1,
MMEJ E= Z4EG,/SHI I, 11 cNHETI 7 4H s
AT = R AR R AR
L1 FREAEEHDR) T FHERMA

BAE =)\ AFAC, AR KA

[ Y5 B IDNA T F1 6 A/ RO JIG T40 e, R
YR E SRR EA SRR AT, BR%
PE R B BCRAR Y R AR 5, B
FUN T3 2508 I A% IR P D) I ke B8 vy ik R R 2H Ak
RO HR20134, ZuE W IERE Dt b SzEL T
TALENASHFRYRE A, B 7B b ekt
A7 R AR X — M, R UE AP D f ]
PLIE I 75 28 () TALEN V) #1165 (98 Yot A\ fift 2R R 2 ) it
ITFEHERG N, T HIA 3 1 1.5% ) AR FE AL 3 AR
TEPE o IR G oh R AT L R dm I, AR
I B £ AR PCRIN P 73 A M e B 8¢ . £ 1
B3 7 UHDR AN B @12 B A G =6, wT LA
RINK 2 BN BIAE IR AT pi AT RN, AT adE
AT B B 4 FAT I AH AL . g 1 RTAG A P Bl
B, T LU FEHDRAE F J7 AT 2 A
N, WA A A DSB R 4 4 2% (base editor)
805 59 4 (prime editor) 1T LR & 45101,
AHDR & 5 77 sk 47 B 5 i B DR R N, S
DB 5 o R S NBE S f BSR4, AT LA
T A NP AH SR, 2 N 5 ML B 5
MEEFBEZ —. FAE20144, IrionZE ] H
CRISPR/Cas9%w % 7 4t 22 i 1E B 15 # B A= 7Y
albino & [K % # AL FE K KK 2 albino 52 7L B Hy
MIC B RRA, W70 A A sgRNA DI B A7 5

&1 D& HDREIEFE RN X R 5]

o s N it i A5 AR ([ 9 o v 2%

s HOKR ) ks BB pono e mammae 20
HIHKE) ik
. RPBAECTTIF(126 nt); bk AL miB I (85.7%; . ., 3/10(30%); 5/11
ush2a; ripor2 S 12 neIFR(114 nt) £0.5%) ssDNA 3.4%~18.0% (45%) [19]
3. bas 5 HE K Flagx<3(2iPax3), CHfi & 1k % 1 FiFskiN

”)1‘1 PPAYOAT piotag, DLKHIBIT tag(s AL T FIF(53%:  ssDNA(S0-327nt)  22%~32%  4%-21% [20]
soxtia Histag)(~200 nt) 70%: 86%)

WHMELFLR-mNG, - e (o . N .
pena Q‘Aﬁﬁ E‘p)iﬂ TN cupe bR T i ssDNA(15-25 nt) A 5%(HAE — ) [21]

PR G F2A-mCherry- ., - - NIRRT .,

sy 4 11 RS B . . %~13.39
nefina CaaXHIKalTA4(~3kb) CH AL RN T Lt Ki(8200p\1550bp) T 8%~13.3% [22]
; . . 57 R o W oS R

ths nop36; rpsld; MANMVIRL L REIMR ot wopiin 71300-80%)  ssDNA(-1S0n)  25%-~45%  9.5%<31.8% 23]
twist2 AZ(~300 nt)
smadb6a; tprkb; - - ssDNA o

b 2 AR (60~ SSARKT & T 049, N
Dis3: sle2al0 FRAF (60~180 nt) AN 5t T (60\120\180 n) 1%~4% A [24]
;fnii cdh3s RAIEMRRAL(~130 nt) SEAFAT pii BT ssDNA(30-97nt) ~2% 4.5%~21.4% [25]
albino FRAF (~1kb) HMEET(95%) PENBAE IR R 46% ~10% [26]
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FIFRIR RN AR BEAT RN, Z110% HITESSFO
MR AT LUK B B RFE I AR RO R, HAHRAL
R 93/28(10.7%): 48 TR B2 2206 bp )
dsDNAFE N BEARBIAR , AT &8 i T [m) 6 5 51 ke
TVERIN o A FIHOIR BORLAE AR, ZE R
7 51 P 3 0 N s gRN AT EIAL AT BLBR i i A 2
., Boel& i ] F4%EDNA (single-stranded DNA,
ssDNA) B E AR, K 5HH R A REZ TN
DRI, 20 AN TR B2 A B 1 SR REAOx
BNy ES:0E-A a2 Sl PNy &S QTR
AN TR 5 PR AL R N RO 4% ~8% , JF R BLAE
sgRNAHE [ 8 F 18 BRRA — & RN R
# . Prykhozhij% > 17E Bt 5 i IHDR A 5 IR
RO, R R R JEXT PR ssDNATE B A5
BRIEAT B N R B e o AR 2 - 0 5 Mg JE e
E S PR LR B AL MR A HK M p53 RI4ZHEA it &
I, A FH S I R P N 80 A A P B [ B RN
BERI2. 7245 . TERIERp53 R21TH MU G RIS, [F
FERIL, AERE M BEEAGRACE & . fEImnafi
MBEATRATIWRLN I A I, B AR B0 1 1 2 1 1 3
OXof PR B [ AR AR N A e T T AR M RN A
PR o IX RS 1E LA ssDNA AR AT A [F] B PR 7 550
NS R, AT LSS [E] RE S K )
V5 PR PRI L ) B L A A 1) S AR ik
B B S BIREE I K RS SRR B 1 Ak S 1B
25 THI SR AR e 2 RN R . Bai S5 i o 4t
HDRIEE 7, LK HEEDNA(long single-
stranded DNA, IssDNA)YNWIEE bk, TR M
FERENE Eayr B R 1) s A . AT 25 SR R,
98.5% iR (L BRI, (HAF IR R TR S 0 22 40 o
B, m HEREROR, RIGHMELUR B B REE. £
AT fSth nop56RTtwist235 43 1 9.5%~31.8% 1458
IR . X5 NTAIMIAT 78 b K BllssDNA N B
TSR 50 OB AS S AR f) 23 1 SE A — e A AP
TE R P B BR 25 fON i 58 K 2 AH SS9
Ranawakages:*"' 1% % 1ssDNA NHDR1E & AR %
FERE Dy AT T RN, ORI H] 721%, H32K
N HI PO R AN, REEIRFHA N R H
THDREE J7 Al A B R ik, 7EDE S
i — H K AEIR/F CRISPR/Cas9/r FHDRIEH J7
B G H RN, B $20204F, Eschstruth

22 R HDR1E 5 5 30 7E BE 5 f L R 4 b 5N K
Fr BORG TSN, HDSBAZ 3% NeNHEJE K, 5]
NHEB I AR BURLH B3R P 51, AH RN S5 AN 52 0 N Y5
FER RN IEARC RIS . PRl R, £113.3%
(Binefma: Cherry-CaaXui N\ Wi 7T LAEAT A2 56 A%
i, nefma:Kal TA4RIN NG I A TE AR 388 R LR
8%, FEPEL, ik R FH CRISPR/Cas9 R £t MTHDR
B2 7 AT TR A KBRS HERA . 5
K, Kesavan®5™Vid J@ i it ¢ e 4 75 3L K 7 41 K
FE, BT ek A I A R R A A5 K O ik
B &, AR A6 2 AR IR 1 4 (7
% H(green fluorescent protein, GFP)} B(GFP,, )5,
R o] 76 ) H B 40 M9 B8 (cytomegalovirus, CMV)J
T EEILRIEGFP o[k T S5 HEA, MR
IR RSt . X —TTE MR T RN R
AR SBR[ &, R RAE T 9%
SRR S, BRdL, CarringtonZEMi# T % 6 PCR
BN EIKTUR 7732, LlssDNARIEE B,
XFtenbabi ;AT T Flaghi 28 miN  gata2bfi pUEAT
THARRZ RN AN 7 (Gaucher  disease)FH e 3
Klgbaii 1T T HAZE BRI B e, TP AL 146 R A
1%~5%-

1.2 HREIRKiHESE (MMEN T SHIEER RN

MMEME & i FEA T ZKu70/80 LA K Ligase 455
25, i WO T 7] U5 5 4 46 B & YIMRN A
DNA % & Hipolo25™°1, MMEJM& E % ¥ S EDSB
PR B I B, DA R gtk Gy i A E HE, DRI
e —fl “ToHE” MHRIE S RASAH B M )
W ABE . WIS & B R s AR
B SRk AT AL, 1S IE I MMETE & 7 At
REIR TG AR ZL (0 R R g N 20 IR 25126 (K1 AR
FKMMEJ 1 KN REIRE, H A%
ATt LR NI IR A 2 .

HisanoZ P i IMMETE & 77 X AE tyr fl
krttlcl19eFE RN AT RO E RN, i 4
FRI, 20 bp~40 bp K L Y [F) V5B 4 N\ 2805 B
s PCRATIN S SRR B, FOARIE R N R L B
38%, e AERGHEA AR R L1 94.5%. (HoZ
FEAR W 222 5] AmCherry 25 AL 26 E S, 7T
A2 A A7 R AE B R g 65 X 8, iR & SR iR
A DR s AFa B IR B . fE S — AR
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2 BS & LUIMME)SSIIEE RN X RG]

5%

A5 N BRI 51 PIEIAL s (VB350 PR (R FHIKC ) FORIARCR Fh ZALEBRR ik
PRI HE K 2A-TagRFP- |, . NS AE A RZN NG A 56%~95% (5" .

noto CAAX-SV40(~1 kb) FhET(95%) (1212448 bp) W) 3/5(60%) (341

glaps flila; FOEHEHEHT2A- 3R BN - i

gatala mCherry(~1kb) (efapgRNAZE Jysavyy T IILHIRS bp) 69%~77% (F11121%-~24%) 2]
R Gk 2 % [KleGFP-polyA [P o 1A P 2R PR ALFRR BORL 38%(ANFIFRRE  24%) 12 FiLGFP

krttlcl9e (~1kb) 28 1 TP IR (73%) (40 bp) i) BIRERE [35]

krttlel19e, EFEAEHCuBH TR RGN, KMz
SHHR40 bp Rl #ATIEE, FO T LA %2 5 4%
RCE OGS, K& H AN FBRE A6 5%,
A = 4568 A GFPAE B AL 3 I FOfR . 20204,
Wierson5 VR L, [R5 96 iy 28 i FH sgRN AR
HIMEE MRS, FFVEE (24 bp/48 bp) 5K
A Y5 R AL . FOARAS IS5 KRB, H49% A
FiIEMBFER, IFHL17.4%MF ARG SR
L, HR K R VRS AT RN AR B 2 AT A
FA PR RAB AR 3547 [F) Y5 2 A ) s Rt i 7 401045 .
TEyrFEAL pi Fh R AR RIE E] 1 22%~100%. {HH
FIEFE MR B FEAN B F IX 3, XA RERZ MM
WIRSEE R Rk . 224E, BT BB LRI FH48 bp
I 5 T P B A7 A N 985 7 9 R 5 2 R )
Koo, @il Cre/lox Z 88115 FT5 2~ rbbp4F
rb1 1) IF 5 ik AR bk 1 A0

Luo& P2 i 4 225 bp K [R5 B 1 15 55 A
B, FEABEIRNIEERE R AT, E55 M
HEIEMMEIME &7 DI i 7 = AR E Bk
HEREN 5D &, FEREP AR AL IS . X R 1E
Bt T @ A & A 25 bp AV B FIMMEI & 5 7
SCEP AT SRTGREHEREN IO BE S 0 5 R M T IE s
T EH L 800 bp [RIJAE FHDRIE E 772X, 46 FVRE
RN TR T & R A BB S
1.3 ERIFERIFHZEZEEE ((NHENHTSHER
BN

Y1 g LAeNHEJ 7 s 4T DSBS H il f2 Hf 5 5
RAEFNSEE, HHTERBRARS. L5
e E A, (5 R HNHEME R J7 Uk Ak fT
FEUERISE R N . FR3HH T cNHEI SR %
B, MWEAFATCAE W, N AUE B IR
TSIX &, I FH cNHEJ) 2801 LA R E AR g X AN
AR B R R 1) 07 AR S K B H N .

Auer%5"i@ i+ CRISPR/Cas9 R Gt /I #45.7 kb B
FABE L IR, EFOR M 23 21 75% 3T
o G 2205 T N BOBUE I UAS:RFPAL
P
9 T 3RAF AU 3 DR AR FH oA s T B
FEE RN &R, KimuraZs ™58 78 N i 2008 i o
AL BN BB T Hsp 70K A 2RI A RIE .
AbdelmoneimZ5 ™" i i AH 7] A R, (EZMEIER
WA Fhs EPveg IIER AL S TR, FARK
HN0~10%, Forp g A AR TR A ORIV BE S
LU 2 4.8% , T HETEBE D LE 2T 7%, (HE
Vigl R IE B = TEGFPIAR L, A REZ A
IR AR AR A R E R . BT A REE
8 58 1 7E SE DR A7 0z s, X RO ST BN
BT BB R F N R R AT AU AT R AR i 1 U X
PHEA R, e DA IR PR S R ) Rk A O
KesavanZP”i@ i+ CRISPR/Cas9 3k [ 4 5 4 A
W cNHEJE 5 07 2 AE B 1 £ i 5 1o 121 77
(midbrain-hindbrain boundary, MHB)A & #H <) &
UHE TSI PN P ot A = IR 0 W N v = S AE DN DA =
FLTATG B, S ReAE45 25 6 8 L 7E N IR S 3
T TR T RE, B A A7 R
B B YR L R () A . KesavanZ5E i i [BIRE 1)
75 1544 CreER-T24 N otx 257 15 ATG 137500 bp b K
FECreifs 3 &, PCRY Y R ILTES v 2 b
4 bpili N, UL BIMEE B S B KRR,
EEENTT A B cNHET., X RFA T
cNHEJ = R N BIHRE s, OB PR IR RN
v HEAT RN, AR A B DR 5 P R R R R A AR AR
ATRE— 8, XORBEIR RS R Rk, (Hm] A
ToiE FL AU P Y5 DR ) ik i
LiZPWE20154EIF R 7 —F A & T L [ cNHEJ
I FHBE L RN &R, TR IR DRI g B D R
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=3 PSP LANHEJSSIEFE RN X E 5]

AR AR (7] Y5 K 5 v %
0 BN 51 ey [ PRRORIIR EORA g T2
tipla; PR & H K eGFP-polyA(~700 bp); & Ji — MME T L o/ o AN¥E(F1HF
Cldnl15la tdTomato-polyA(~1400 bp) I T dsDNA(-500 bp) =5% 17 19-269%) 2%
s IR F F#ES% dsDNA; ssDNA AN¥E(F1
e E2 R _ - %~5%
Rablla S AR 45 S eGFP-polyA(~700 bp) s (_500bp) 1%5% ) suanavey Y]
s L RS A R S ol N S o 27 R INTIE A, 4%~7.6%;
otx2; paxa et 5 3 K venus-polyA; tRFP-polyA (>50%) (500 bp) A 2 8%-20% [39]
WA FEFP2A-EGFP-4M & T 13 &G WA E T H (A . N
A | R i % %
th (~2.1kb) A X (83%) PR R HEIRIT R 23.7% 3/25(12%) [33]
WM E R KM hs70:1RI-GFPTx; N
. . WL
27%{" e/”;j’ GFPbait-hsp70:Gal4-PolyA; Tbait-hs70- fﬁ?’i&ﬁi’ﬁ AR IRRIFR.  5%~10%  2.5%~66.7%  [40]
gVEss VEMELG R .GFPTx; Mbait-hs70-IRI-GFPTx “oebP
z;':z"’e‘é;? Bt et 3 e GEPbait-E2AKal TA4 eGFPHRIDIX (66.7%)  ThALRIEMLIRIRL A3 75.6%; 57.6% [37)

TG =K Lox [ 8-V A7 A5 FAx
thx5a; ketd10

RAEHNE T

PRk H: F Lox /7 41 -poly A-TagRFP-
hey2 P2A-B 3 Z AR -lox JF F1-Ah 2.7 5-P2A-
EGFP-polyA
TR  H K Lox [ 81 -V B A7 65 Rk
CDS-tdTomato-polyA-PolyA-EGFP-2A- W& T
o AR F-Lox 751

sox10; isll

CDS-2A-tdTomato-Lox /¥ 51/-PolyA-To & & T(98%)

&G —ANNE T L
BN & F(50%)

EALMEARTRL  15.1% 5/9(56%) [41]

ENEREIRTR. ATE 2/21(9.5%) [42]

EA L EWIRTR.  64.6% 8/18(44%) [43]

WY AR E RN . N T B LLHDRAK
FICNHEME & 7 SR IEAT# S, HsgRNAYIEN]
RAEhEJa— MMNE RN &7 XK, X AR AL
531ty 5 AR 8 73k 3 R 2 B N AR AN 52 i P 05 S R 1
ik BEJE— NN TEIBMWERMEEBR A+,
MARAE T N Y S R 3R IA 1 e 4P . FOAR T LAY
LRI A RCR L N23.7%, g7 45
FE36 PR FE RO MIA B T 12%. X Fh 5 1150 75
N AN TR i B2 BE = THDR 12 &2 7 Uk e &
SIS FZ 0 YRR R D) RE R 28 R RO R o

20214F, GuZE“'Eth-P24-EGFPREN b & th
H8 G AMNEF M 5 NIE [ loxp P51, 2453RIACre
= 2H P ) e B TR R AT I Rl kAT AR R e B, A
M0 58 SR A P B A &R

A, 2N OB eNHE 2 & 77 1,
TEBE S & 1AL AT SR S R R BN,
it Cre B ZH I 1 F U 1 225 R s N B30 356 R g ok 1 24
FRit. 20194F, Li%“fEbxSafi 4 & FE2RIE3
WAL N AT RN 2, AR S E3 DL AR
RMEARILTH, JEHA 24 tdTomatol 75, W
R [ 19 B loxp L k., FiHEpoly AR TG B 54% 1) 41

BT . EARFAECeEAMM KM T, Fiktbxtal
tdTomato, tdTomatofg7~3IA IEHA I FH RN . 1E
FAECre EAM I 2T, loxpF 58] B BHA JC
PR UIRE, AT R IA$8 AT 28 1k 1) 0 3 AR FI2 A
tdGFP, S bR wembrm R, 24, Li
S hey 28 Ji — AN B TR B — MMNE T %
GFPZwtL 7 HI R, LR N 7 41 ik & 77 19 4
K loxp/F 1, H1a] A B ) TagRFP 4 A% 17 41
TECre EAHMAFIEMI M T, loxpHH 8] 7 51| i fz]
HIRFPERIL, H&ILJG4RIE, MiRERE
RFPZ& MR bR i R B L E AR Cre M R IE N
IR g N 9% 6 4R 5 2L K R hey2-P24-EGFP. Han
2@ T CRISPR/Cas9fk & 5 Cre EALF 45 &, Fl
FcNHEJME & J5 R AEsox 1 0Fisl A7 f AT 7 WAk &
BN, Hom i R B AR AT — 7 A
NI B LIRS RN o LevicZ5 i@k
B A EUS'UTRIX ST 2 B RN, K —
B PRI DR 3R 7 41 5 AR O R I B R AR
TIE PR 5 IR S B P R N AV s 3 R T G B [X 5k
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