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ERRBEAERNETHPINRHASRE

R, 2/, TR

o R B 2 B it 4% 5 R H BRSO, R D 4 O SR S N KA R B F b, JERT 100101

TE R G A EOR 0 A (38 A D AT RS VAR AR AT € 1) e, 2 A AR A B 2 U i 2 W A MR 22—,
RO A B P OB ORISR, A B R DL ) B A 7 SRR AR, Ry R B R
BRI IR ) B Ao 12 SC 7 IR T 35k D) 2 8 50 A (10 8 J S LR RO B Pl P KO SE A, A 5 T R A LR S Ao ] . 14 5 R 20
TR, R TR B DK A g 4B T R R B 03 1B B R KR TT A

R GE, SRR, AAEOR, TRk A

BRI, Y, HHRR (2023). EEmETHAEEMPRINASREE. MR 58, 233-240.

Bt R AR ACT AW v, R R i
XHPAL ERANYY AR AR SR R B AR, X R AR
ANFRGE P i (0 75 K H s 80 . AR, M TSR
b, B A MR AP B, 5 E PR KT A AR
—EEM, SEERE R A KB O, Y
Wi ¥ 3R ERDRRR 22 45, AU A BA H R
s DU B . BRI AR OR AT AR R A
SBT3 PR 21 A5 L B AR RS HE AR TN E i, e
55 33 5 4 9 48 B R CRISPR & 4t H i # | 2 f&
FYo ML DR 2 G R B AR R T 5 N PR K R 7 4
Yo re ik R 20 2k FEANAA B 23 7 ik B At A . 2
T, ASCNIE R H G BRI A R I RE &, 4
THAELRNAEY B INHA, HE 7RARER
) G TR A g AT T E R, SR HE T A ik DR 2 e
AT B 0y 1t BRI A R T 1A

1 ERA%BBREAR

1.1 EEHERARNLR

e [R] 95 B8 F3 R 2 L 241 30T 4 D2 B — ARE )
TR, HEXT 2k A 2L DNAZEAT 5 57 L R 3 A E 7] 250,
CL A J 2 R A A ZE R T T B, AR ST AR
REVR L PRLAN A 85 S5 A0 45 i B M K 2 P 7,

Wk H #: 2022-12-16; #:5% H #i: 2023-04-18
BT H: HEKHE AR HRI(No.2022YFF1002802)
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F& YT AE AR AU R Sz R H BB YRR . 5% 4
AR RORAA L, BP9 4B BORBE R AT W] € Bt
HIRE R, XARBL 7R O, REE N TR
IPFR, IF A =R FoE AR, E
WA AR HOIR s R 324 T 1 T H (Gaj et al,
2013).

5 DR o 6 5 A 2 R Y A0 R S 1 N DA R G AE
DRI 2H T 1R R 8 A s LD A DNAXUEE T 24 (double-
strand breaks, DSBs), Fifi/& s 2EY A N JE YRR
Ui 3% (nonhomologous end-joining, NHEJ)ak R
# #[ 155 (homology directed repair, HR)2% &5
RGE, M SEIERAL AT BRI E N Rk B R A
AR5 — 2 4| N T.1& i (Symington and Gautier,
2011; Zhu et al., 2020). [l 7 54E 5% N TAZER
IR, B mE AR IR RE A3 B, 43l
PAEE TR R BRI (zinc-finger nucleases, ZFNs) (Shukla
et al., 2009). LG R T 80N A% BR B (trans-
cription activator-like effector nucleases, TALENS)
(Bedell et al., 2012) M pf KA 18] b K 2] S = 55 7 )
I H KB H R 4i(clustered regularly interspaced

short palindromic repeats/CRISPR-associated
system, CRISPR-Cas) (Cong et al., 2013; Mali et

al.,, 2013) NftE. F1RZFNs £ 4 555 24X TALENs
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RGN R ELRCAARAL, 5800 i DNALS & & iR 3l
AR A1, T O PR AR R D) I D) B # AR DNA
FEANUEENTRE . SR, HHTZFNSHITALENS R 435 75
%k 55 T e 8 A AS [R] DNAJE 7 (1 28 13 45 0 3, 16 3L
ARG B S5 A B TR X R R LI 25 )
PR T O (Gaj et al., 2013). H3{RHE
(Kl 4 5 + R CRISPR R Zi ) it 4, f# 1k T ZFNs 5
TALENS RS — R 5 ) &, HF BA#RIERE . niE
R AT [R) I g 2 AN B R R R SRR AL AR,
EENY) . FEYGEY AR 22 N HAER K RE,
HIFR B —RIIETERAR, 18 TAY RS
Al (Gaj et al., 2013; Rani et al., 2016).

1.2 CRISPR-Cas9HiA

CRISPR % %t i 7 1E K i #T 1 (Escherichia coli)H &
I (Ishino et al., 1987), & 2 b A1 iy 41 B % P 55 11
H S B RS, 32 pis B R AT R ] B 1 45 8]
L EE P H(RICRISPRJF 41l) 2 CRISPRAH 2% & 4 (H!
Cas) IR A B 1) 5 R 445 8., 38 1) b) #1033 B
i TE LK . 20124E, CRISPR-Cas9 & Gt ik A BEAE ly
BB HegniE TR, JF Ho2 B A A 2k K g
T E(Jinek et al., 2012). CRISPR-Cas9 %% 15
A& LT E B EEDNAR Cas9 & AL ' RNA
(small guide RNA, sgRNA), Cas97EsgRNA 5| &~
DIRIGE R A A ) B ARG, FEUEEDNAKIRL, filk
A4 A 1R A A1 95 R o 32 422 B[R] U 2H S DNARE g 72,
T SEBL H ARAL A IR R N L Bk B 4 S e
A, 5ZFNsHITALENSE RAHLL, CRISPREARA
AT SRR RE TR dniEcRE . MHYERETT . Wit
R TEAE S S AR AE AR B, X A FLAE AR A0 I [A] P 58
KB TR EER g TR, H) 2 BT sh W5
R R . B Y 3 e 255 DR RIE 50 R0 8 R 87 FH 45 4003,
(Gaj et al., 2013; Rani et al., 2016).

20124 CRISPR-Cas9 £ 4i il T3 K 4w 4 T
HUUR, AWM, NiAT4 s — R 50 n)
FE AN [ J2 THT A A FEE 6 AR i A4 2R AT 38 A% U 42 AT
G TR 7. WAt R 4i(base editor)F)
FinCas9 (nickase Cas9, 1Y VJE|IDNAM 14 %) 7E
AT A DNAKUEE W7 R R 1 00, S 3R IR 2H AR5 58 £
RIS B A RS g B, AT A R o g R A
AR R A A0 0, A A C> Tk 5 46 1 i v

IE i I 4 46 %% (cytidine base eidtor, CBE) (Komor et
al., 2016) 1k A A> Gl 4t Fr) it M2 4 B o 4 4
(adenine base eidtor, ABE) (Gaudelli et al., 2017);
5| S:4m#E £ %5 (prime editor)ilfiid 5k Flg L&, 7
FEDR 2 v k. RS b ST DNAI B NN R A1
T W3 1) 5 4 5 5848 (Anzalone et al., 2019); £
AT i Bk 28 0 01 FH (] B 2 08 BN T B4 22 4> sgRNASE
P2 ¥ S R (Xing et al., 2014; Xie et al., 2015);
ijtdCas9 (dead Cas9, f# 1t ki1 Cas9)5 ki
T R B Sk R 7 454, CRISPRa (activation)
FICRISPRI (interference)n] 435l FH % 52 K] 3R 18 3
AT A7 FURE S B BOE AN (QI et al., 2013); @it
dCas9 5 RMUE iR 1454, R ML iR R 500 24
AR IR 5 3 TR 55 Y DNA FR 3 b 51 20 28 14 12 1 (Naka-
mura et al., 2021). X ARKHF A 5N CRIS-
PR-Cas9 &SN M IR “ IR N B 2% 7 o

1.3 CRISPR-Cas9RiARERI B FF IR

P ARAEW o o7 B U5 2 T B [ SO & 22 4 (Rl
AR A T FF 2 e Fee 1 B L4, T P o A AN
PEACAN S R IARAME A 7= B AR . RAFI
IG5 YR AL S B ) L Ay . AT, RS
B o7 200 H o R A IS HACRAS, S EuiHE 2
PR B k2D FNER B 18 . 77388 T Bt o il 45 2 DR 2H 2
FHARMINGE, BIER LIS E Fh, PUdisk
BEre i Byu AR . Bar, HEEHgmEE
Hi AR B AE/KFE(Oryza sativa). /N3 (Triticum aesti-
vum)Fl £ 2K (Zea mays) S AR & 1E ) UL KK 5. (Glyci-
ne max). Zji(Solanum lycopersicum). D4 (S.
tuberosum). %1 5 & (Medicago sativa). i # (Nico-
tiana tabacum). [iiHifF(Gossypium hirsutum). 4
32 (Lactuca sativa) 174 JIL (Citrullus lanatus) &5 & 1A1E
Y2 N (Chen et al., 2019; Gao, 2021).

T B2 AR HL DR 2H g B R AT RO E
PO T — R A R TAE . flan, R
CRISPR-Cas9 R 4 8| v B A Bk i fitt Hm
PN Rl T (Wang et al., 2014; Li et al., 2022),
FHCEREB A H] T ==K RE(Song et al., 2022),
S BT P AN ) B E R 2 KRS HT R T (Zeng
etal., 2020). b7k, 3 EFRF K R AL 555 FPBR ],
F|FHCRISPR-Cas9 & i 7t FARVEM /K TG & BFEY)



it ) B AR BRI PO YA T TR T R H TR (Li et
al., 2018; Yu et al., 2021). H i, #/HCRISPR-Cas9
4, RE D H 2 MR R R, iR
FHIFIKAE . BFWREER. MHRAE. mEMLR
Fhfi. @ ERCAEFMPIBL SR E . A, BT
YRR ZHE mEREG . BREASHERANE
EARAE LY ERAE, FEOLE A G BA TR,
Dhe ik R 2w 9 i 55, wfE DA SRR 8 v A ) s Ak
MR HgmiR R, Bk 5 &S RAEYAHE AR %
TR R ST | B DR 2H g A 2R (R 1) o T LR T REBE R 472
PN E PR R AL, PR T 3R A 24k
THE MR .

2 EEBRESAREEETFMHDHINA

2.1 #®E

#MeZ (Avena sativa)siJE R AFIHEE B, N —FAERE
K. VENEZENERMEY), HEFSHFREA
R~ BRI AT A A 4 s, A4S =K.
T Eit, EOMLr, BAEBSERNE. HEX
ARV ELRON B RORIIR . R, #HeEE
A R4 B AR I B, 1T ELYE R R b R RO A
B B B0l AT RS R R DT R AR . SR,
& W (AR AR B i R P2 i, BHAS T 2 R
77 o A5 FH PR 2 B 207 B AR BT R AR R,
I PR A M BTRRELRE 7T, T LATE B BRI EE 1 [H]
N CRAIFEFHE 22 1) FH ) 7 o DAt ol o SR B R R
R PUBRBLFDCHERG, 3T BB A T 1A Rug
%o & B 5 B A ¥R 10 B (acetyl-CoA carboxylase,
ACCase) & RABHE ) 2 P b BL7 1 /E - bR . T AR
7 %% (2019) i it CRISPR-Cas9 % 4t 4 i 1 # % 1)
ACCase [, ¥ AL i i R R AR RN AR,
Aol 38 2 0 A O A7 T 288 B 791 (o = 4 49 ) 7 AR B A, %
B RRESE 4 B PR SR T B R AR BB
AL Y e

22 BFEE

Z A EAZ B (Lolium perenne) A 4rBEL . TNALIE
PR AR R R AR AR A, R RS T
AL (1) B TR AR BRI R P B (R M4, 2014).
FEANERRBBVNE R 5L, HA /NS i
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MR 25 v FH DR AH 2 2 SR, DRI L Dl e 2k (R 4
WEFCAR X JE, € e RN . 245 1555(2021)
JE T T PR L v P R O R 2R A A AR B A 2 R
AR TEE JF F AL R 1) B S L pCKX LR [A]
) CRISPR-Cas9 4k [X] g 48 £ /A& 16 i 1 W I 3% 1k 44
% . ZhangZ%(2020) 7| HJCRISPR-Cas9 & 4i #£ B & &
& 5] N K LpDMC1 (DISRUPTED MEIOTIC c-
DNAL) DL Je 5 22 05 57 11 41 8 FTH34Z /& LpCENHS3,
HAE 2 A4 A T 3145 84N LpDMC L 1) T bk 248
f&. DMCLE—fhm IR ST A BT, V2R
A RS EEH . ZhangZ (2020) 1 78 A B,
S R Lpdme L ik 2 SR A 3 I A 56 4 PR A
H, UHUIDMCLTE B S bt AR M. XA
G5 WL R 22 A7 A O R DN o R AR T R S e I )
RESER I SRt T AT A, ANRAF B L FE4 R
F LN D REEL R A 2R FU B85 1 Hehli, R HAE T
B AN 37 B F Oy T B SR A T AR

2.3 WHKE

5275 VK & (Agropyron mongolicum) it J& & A RF N %
RUKEE, RNEZFEATAREY), ESWRET, 8y
i TR SR AR5, AR . F A UKER
ARk RE R /rBERE S ok kK Hpui v,
iy EAFEIC T, S 5 AN S R 5 b
W, BEWERESMEMNE. KRS
2 55 0 AN v TR DG R B, R R R m R R R
PRSI RS0 TR AR R R B B L TR R R R
AR B D AE HE A 2 Hh g SR % 5 R B I B AT JE AR,
T I K ) A A7 S B T Y B — & S AL 1) (Hiro-
sue et al., 2000). 20194, % ZFFCRISPR-Cas9
RGN 5 UK R AR AR AT R R Y, LT
W5 UK CRISPR-CasQ#E {7 sk 248, It
SAE TR AR AR SR L T RSB AR R, K
Thoxet 58 il UK VR RLA OGS K Shib AT T g, 1% 7E
N S 2 5 T UK AR S B WA PR 1Y) 5 DR g R T e
Fuheft 7 HOR S8 (5K SRR AR, 2019).

24 B/XE

K7 (Hordeum marinum)#2& /N 22 i b (1) 5 35
JE A, BT SR G R . N g
T BN AT B Bl 5 4 L 80 AR G 5 PR A R AU
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VIRIB I P 8 A o R B RO S i DR R, 1T EL AT
P 1 ¥ K 32 A B 1 5 0 B AR AR B R R % o H R,
LT T g K 22 B R 2045 5 DL RCA R0 A% % A Ak
Fo NWEFUHE R R R, Kuang®$(2022)%: T
FHHME R, FIH CRISPR-Cas9 £ 4 % i k2 d (1)
JFIENa/H 22 #:.55 1SOS1 (Salt Overly-Sensitive 1)
HEAT T2 N i, 3515 1 sos1 T8 A% 1A 3% i A £k iU
PR, FLARFRXT Na™ iy W i i 2 T AR R, R
T SOSLi¥&M K22t st it m 2R, 1% 7o H
EEEGUENLRI T S B R T EESH

25 KUEHE

EfE 2SR B, P EEEHEM. sa-
tiva) &t 5t b BB 2 4R AR ORI, AR AR
BFEE. BARBAT%ERIFa 2R E A, TR
B, WEN 2T AR ARG T
AR B S SRR A R R R T AR A K )
SARMERAEY), HREEE TR ESEN64%, &
15 Pl 80% K A MHEE 11, X AMKAE AR &, TR E
PN AT “ KT 108,

SRS T FE A 4 A RORT B R AR 1 B
L E R TAERFE AT - Shens:(2020) /1% 1 k. H & %
BRI F T 15 R, Xt A% 0
JRIEATENT, K5 T2 EER 2R OCEAEiE
[X 35, . Chen%5(2020) i B 1 3 15 Ho 75 45 it Fel B 8K
MR AR AL, 5 220 H CRISPR-Cas9 #
ST RICE E RN B T B M 2E 7 RS
Ffili. Gao%§(2018) 4 v T Y £5 44 15 7E F CRISPR-

1 CRISPR-Cas9H AL A i i v

Table 1 Application of CRISPR/Cas9 technology in forage crops

Cas93t K 4 # & 45 . Chen%%(2020) 4l [l CRISPR-
Cas9 R AL AL H TE T T K 1F4EMsPDS E K 4=
HWE A I S AR, B AR R AR R B HE R ) /N R
LR, [ 5 i T 25 8 B A G 2 RIMsPALML
BTN, KA T RERE AR E WAL 1 2 B AR T A
K. Wolabu%$(2020) 2. H: A4k T 448 E 1 CRISPR-
Cas9Z H: M guih T2, KM m T 2 fikdh 24
[ 95 32 LR R R B R« Yei5(2022) il it g K A0 B 7
F (1) 7] 2 A - FP - HE R S TR i e Rl MsNIP L
(No Pollen 1)@l 1 w] FH T & A< 28 & Fhifil F i) bk
AT R AR 2L, R4, Zheng®%:(2022)iE it
iEMsGA30x1 (GA 3-oxidasel)3R13EEM. .

D R s E A S BRI E RS B . Singer
24 (2021) #] I CRISPR-Cas9 %} % 1¢ & 7% MsSPL8
(SQUAMOSA PROMOTER-BINDING PROTEIN-LI-

KE 8)1 [rIVRHL R EAT e, 3RAG T H AR bR R
TP SR PRAE AR o IR 26 TR SR AE 15 Dh e 2 R 4L 0F
T AR R R B R A R G ST PR A T B S RE AT BR
R

2.6 HBEKR

T kAR (Lotus corniculatus) Ay & & kAR J& £ 442 5
AR, BATTHFE. 5. MM sss vk, HE
FREE. GO, REER, SREE R
B2 — o ERKAR A M A R D08, SR AR
HEARESE, 5 TIREREE 8L AR, R
i O R ) R A A (FE 2 5%, 2009). Wang s
(2016)7E ZRHE MY — 4 H A A KR (L. japo-

Y HLEL R EF X PEAR IR B 25 SCHR
He ACCase Bk B T A%, 2019
M DMC1 HEMEARE Zhang et al., 2020
Eap/ Shi HRER TKCFAE, 2019
R SOSs1 [EETRERIN Kuang et al., 2022
EYIASE SPL8 Zork. HARE. EYER. iR Singer et al., 2021
PALM1 EQUpit! Chen et al., 2020
NP1 Fat A E Ye et al., 2022
GA3ox1 B, BE. @R, mEASE Zheng et al., 2022
SGR hEZ Wolabu et al., 2020
T kAR SYMRK/Lb1/Lb2/Lb3 FL A [ A O Wang et al., 2016




nicus) H ## 57 1 2 K] 2H 4% 48 1) CRISPR-Cas9 & 4 :
1L AR 5 4% ¥T i (Agrobacterium tumefaciens) /- 5 /)
FRE AR R, T8I LjU6-15: R o 27 SR ) 4 ) 3
A [H & FISYMRK (Symbiosis receptor-like kinase)
f FUISgRNA, 7E TR i HE R bk & A 5 1 1 £935%
(I RAR R, I 24 sgRNATA] B 4 48 34 R IR 0 &
M 215 (A FILLbL . LiLb2FILjLb3, $RfFHa e stE
AR, MU R A B, KRR i — P
TF 50 F7 KR 1 2 f 2 A1 2 % 0 P bR e R B4 1
fii(wang et al., 2016).

3 RE
B B N RATE KT e i, £ 25403 0 A LUAR
RV R 2R LA BRI EAHY “nZ
T 5678, SN B HORIFRBE P2 5 1 7R R H AR
e AE 3R E B F R IR AL, AT A A R AR R S AR,
S HCH B E K E AR, TR R
20124Ff14.6x10° thal 1 2 20214F1(11.99x10° t, LN
WEM AR R E R AN E RS, REw
A S BR C R AN TR 2 4 . AHECT AR gL
RIE, REVCRE MR, R, &
[ Bl = B BARA 32 R0 B ) B T
551 33 f ) L o S A3 I R [ £ 5 (0 AN - IR B
5 B0 B Rk O AR R R G AL A
LA TR, fEFE R, B 5 A A
BEJTBUR, 3BT E P AT I A R v AR M KR 3
[ ik R A B AR R T, FRE B AR
ZERBR, I BRSO3 %94 5 & R IR, S84
VORISR AR T, R EAREE, MERm TR
g T R AR e 4
Ao ST, B BRaE ARG
B, MTRE . ST ERNEE RSN B Y2
BEAZRER R ZEARRE. BEAS.
(10 FE DR AL 5 ) B [ A AN SR AN A 2 1, S8 H Al
3= T A AR AT 8 B S DR AL R A R R SR
BERTCHERE. WA, BT RERFES, ERRME
2, SHEOELLE I RE . mACEZE s R
MERNAmB ARG ik, SESGREYML,
() T fig 5L IR 42 400 AN B B A R AN S, 34T B
SRIEE N5 8 Rl B, Ty A 2 0 sxe e o 2 )
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[R5 R

ThEeSE IR AT 7T 32 DR 20 s A AR R s 008 3%
AR B U E 7] S A RAE Y e s AR TR ad 45
RFPEIR, RIS Wi & R (Gao, 2021).
A AR A A 5 TR g 286 A I FH 4 88 4k T 6T B 40
HAE, SRR TR ) B B AR AR ER AL T YA,
DR BB R A A R I R R AR T IR A,
PR S A U E R, B R A0 i ] R At
57/ T =V RN W) L B UL SV = e
AN SR NGRS AR R T ORI 9 [R5
S TFRIF BRI &, R M A A A
b ZH RS SHIE R AR Ok
DHEARMR ., FEERUALSE. MRk
RMERH g5 & o HFLERLEY) TS 7
THE MG RS, KA EE R E R R
T8 B W SR RRA, 0T TR R R i (4 3 1 Rt
JHT U BEAOLBE B AL A R .
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Application and Prospect of Gene Editing in Forage
Grass Breeding
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Abstract Gene editing technology can manipulate the genome of organisms precisely and directionally. It is one of the
most eye-catching subversive technologies in the field of life sciences, and has become the key technology in breeding of
agriculture and animal husbandry. Recently, the demand for high-yield and high-quality forage grass are increasing in
China, therefore, it is urgent to cultivate high-quality forage grass varieties with independent intellectual property rights.
Here, we briefly reviewed the development of gene editing technology and its application in agricultural breeding, sum-
marized the research progress in genome editing of gramineous and leguminous forage, and prospected the future di-
rection of molecular module-based technology in forage grass breeding using genome editing.
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