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Application and Prospect of Gene Editing Technology in Crop Breeding

LI Shu-lei ZHENG Hong-yan WANG Lei
( Biotechnology Research Institute, Chinese Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Beijing 100081 )

Abstract: Genome editing is a group of technologies that allows the introduction of deletions, insertions or base substitutions by causing
damage in targeted gene locus. This technology has now been utilized widely for editing the genome of various organisms, including bacteria,
fungus, animals and plants. Compared to the Zinc-finger nucleases ( ZFNs ) and Transcription activator-like effectors nucleases ( TALENs )
editors, clustered regularly interspersed short palindromic repeats ( CRISPR ) / CRISPR-associated protein ( Cas ) ( CRISPR/Cas ) system
has developed as an efficient and versatile method for genome engineering. In this review, we describe the basic mechanism of ZFNs, TALENs
and CRISPR/Cas system, and summarize the functions, limitation and application of CRISPR/Cas system in crop breeding. Finally, we
discuss the potential challenges and opportunities of genome-edited crops in the future.
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1 ERBERANERE

A7 RSN P ) 5 DS 20 20 B B R T2 247 3
FRIS PRIy = N T AZBR A S (0 BF 5 % IR T
AR (Zine finger nucleases, ZFNs ). 2B SEIOE
TR PR IR B AR ( Transcription activator-like eff-
ector nucleases, TALENs ) #1 RNA 4 & 1% CRISPR/
Cas $ K ( Clustered Regularly Interspaced Short Palin-
dromic Repeats ) /CRISPR-associated protein, CRISPR/
Cas ), VAT FEXF 3 BB B ZH ORI FH S B Al g 22
.

L1 #asmE RK (ZFNs)

ISR NG (ZFNs) H AT HUMY) DNA 455 5%
1 DNA 2R sk, BPEE+8 85 11 (Zine finger protein,
ZFP) 5K 1S HUFR B Fok 1, H T 12 0 H
FHUEIERBISE L, ZFNs 755 50 XU T 2057 51 40
DNA 5L 1 R FEI , AT 2 AP 1) 9 A2 1S 1) i
D] A AR A AR AR

BEFE R — 280 1 Cys2-His2 R 25 M 38 25
4545 DNA e N - Horhiz s iyt hs 30 2k
MREEG— DR T, ZE TR —A o BRBEF
PIASI  B AT IR R R B-B-o 454, REFF
WU 3 AL BRIENT, ZFNs AT LUE b e 45
P s A K Z2 A B4 £ 1 R 2 B e 5 1) i DR 4 7
100 AR s TUBRRIEG Fok 1 HAT Y BE F T 48
ARG G TR TG, H b R SR B AT W) 2 1 91
Sk, H Fok 1 BRI 2E M _RIAA T UI %] DNA
FEAE EEWTZL (double strand breaks, DSBs ) (10-11 Jo

PR A G RR R, B TEARITE R
Hif e BARIE A, HAZHOR IO S U R
(2G5 e i s R LR, I LA AT AN e
SEEH .

1.2 453 2w R B4 R (TALENs )

B OG- AE ROV AL PR B (TALENs ) £ AR J2
4k ZFNs ZJ5 i —Fh s SO 1) SR R AR BT H R, 2R
IF ZFNs, TALENs 68— YUK DNA JFA1HY
TALEs ( Transcription-activator-like effectors, TALEs )
AR Y Fok 1A TRE, H1M-)> TALEs £
IR AIZE G DNA BBA7 88, A Fok 1A% il xof #E
DNA #EATYIH], 35 5 DNA XURE W24 DA T 552 30 %

DRI 2L 37 A5 P 2 e 2

FAT 11 TALEs 85 IR SEA G5 M 02—~
RS B 45 I8, TALEs 85 179 DNA 454 48 i
33-35 MRS E S oTAI AL, P 12 #1113
DL PR AN AT A% S LR 5% SR O B 52 ] A8 1) AU S
e = ( Repeat variable di-residue, RVD ), 11X
ANEIEFRFRFN A FFLEE DNA JF51 2,

TALENs ¥ 24f#% DNA 1988 /1 JL-F- 55 ZFNs [ 48
[, Hit sy, #¢5rEER. H TALEs &
HIFEEEL PR ZL, AN TERRR. A
TALEs FEHMAEBULTJ2 ZFPs 1Y 3-4 5, XiFET
Er HAT — i M RR L [R) R R 12 4 A 7 v 3 e
BRI
13 HMARANMBED LTI MXEGHR

( CRISPR/Cas )

CRISPR/Cas 72 5t J2 41 TR Aty 40 TR A7 A8 1) —
Tl By M Beae S B, H: TR A SRy IR I TR 1A 75
FANE TR DNA AR

H #i £ 3 ' CRISPR & &4 #% % W, 43 5l &
Type 1 BUFEP] (FEAEIE Cas3 ). Type 1T AU (FFAE
K Cas9 ) F1 Type M # (FFAEEE A Casl0), B—
Tt 22 G2 #0 f FH — AL 0k 45 11 Cas 25 1 1 crRNA HE4T
CRISPR T4t Hpr 1 BUR 1 B R G H R AL A
Cas B AT 55 2419 crRNA 454 L4 BArv s,
1M 11 24 CRISPR F# 48 H KA 1 1> Cas9 2R J 2
A~ RNA, Bl erRNA ( CRISPR-derived RNA, crRNA)
1 tracrRNA (trans-activating RNA, tracrRNA), &
T L 3 R R R (1 LB DT 2 10

JEFLLE CRISPR/Cas9 RGEMITE RFEME, &R
G E 2 A N — AN RNA 5] 580 [ 2 45 DNA
G, Tz ATRER G ok T MR i4
P A . AESEERN A, CRISPR/Cas9 7 458
WAL —A Cas9 B A M —BoARE AL KL
100 nt ) sgRNA ( simple guide RNA, sgRNA ) J¥51,
Cas9 RHHTE eRNA (955 T X DNA R o7 s ik A7
PIR A2 (/) DNA XU T4 T DNA B XU W7 24 7]
DI i AR A IR AR ¥4 4% ( Non-homologous end joining,
NHE] ) =% &) JE B4 ( Homology recombination, HR )
PR B, NI SE3 H i 2ndE
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JL 4535 il ZFNs Fil TALENs 5 K & & 15 £ Fh 3
Yy B A R SBT3 IR S A g, (HX
B GE AT AR TAR RS S B A AL, R/
R B SR B TRERCRAL, SN FH kR 221
1l CRISPR/Cas £ R HASHRAERI B . JRIAMT . &R
AN, BB N MG R R, RIASC
F X CRISPR/Cas HARMIVE Iy XS A & b
TR TERR, AR VR S ek R R 2510
5%,
2 CRISPR/Cas RIR

CRISPR/Cas R4t FE &1L sgRNA 5 Cas HHH
EAEH, ML B4y, CRISPR/Cas &40
{14 IO A AN BT 9
2.1 3@ A RS (Knock-out ) &SN

( Knock-in )

Cas9 7€ gRNA 195 5 T, I 7 51 /) PAM
( protospacer adjacent motif, PAM ) {37 5 FE U1 EIHA £,
DNA Wil 5 B2 32 00 NHE] i s . H
NHE] 2&—F 5 BB 0730, St Wi
B AN IR G ABESE (Insertion and deletion,
indel ), S B I [H K (1 RIS = A BB A 2848, A
WESRSE T BE . SR A0 A A 5 A 40 () U Y
DNA ft{& (DNA donor) K Btht, A7 F{E{K DNA |-
3 R R B 2 2l [m] s E 4]y o3 B RUE T 24 1)
f %, TSEBNH B B A /B4
22 ik

BAEE L H B2 DNA S gnia s, Homsnens
g AR ( Cytidine base editing, CBE) B C - G
FEXTFEA A T A BRIEXT , BRIEEEIE Zi 445 ( Adenine
base editing, ABE 4 AT S&IEXSFE4 R G- C BEXS .
MK, CBE F1 ABE RJLISCEURFA 4 Rl fEfY 1T
WA (CHEIT, GEIA, AFIG, THC) M,

JiumE e L4 (CBE ) : —F APOBECT ( Apo-
lipoprotein B mRNA editing enzyme catalytic subunit 1)
LY 58 2l T LA S e O e R e B ) S A B A
FRmsnE 0 B (C) AL IREENE (U),
7 38 28 DNA &2 il sl #4548 52 1 5 X Ak oA M e v e
(T). FETUIFEH, ZRGEAWMAL. B HATIE,
CBE3 R4tiliik APOBECT Ju B2 . DR Mg me Al L

Ak 1 #1111 59 ( Uracil glycosylase inhibitor, UGI) ;&
nCas9-D10A ( Cas9 nickase, nCas9) 7875 1K 1Y @l &
RKik, CMINTENE . KRG, FREY RN L
AR C B T RS g, ELA R
B B ERARAE 0,

figt 1 04 i 4 B8 (ABE) : ABE H K A K
FF W& (Escherichia coli ) H [ B 11 R Wit 24 i (tRNA
adenosine deaminase enzyme, TadA ) BYSRARAAR TadA*
1 nCas9-D10A AL AL, TadA* FLEEARIERS (A)
JBi5A8 A U (Inosine, 1), WU (1) 7£ DNA & i
PRI SIS (G), RASEELA 3] G By,
Z R AW EAL S0, ABE7.10 R GE S H i 1
SRR FLS I T ABE R4,

2.3 DNA-freetm 3%

AN TA) T R W Ak TR A g B Y B A T B
DNA-free % 48 J& 4§ i 2 K7 T %% i 50 # PEG A %
(%) J5 K CRISPR/Cas9 [ 44 41 %% 5 9 ( Delivering
in vitro transcripts, IVTs) s Z W E L &Y
( Ribonucleoprotein complexes, RNPs ) EIERE ALY
240 0 58 OO B RE D] ) i . DN A-free 1) 25 R GE AN
{iLiFBR CRISPR/Cas9 FEHLEE 5 FIHE N 4] DNA L
R, M HBR T WA P AATER ), AN s iy
BTEMABROY . B G Flad 5 Aok esr
A[3RAFJC CRISPR/Cas9 [ 2251
2.4 RNA% %

RNA % 5 ) 32 A0 A T AN A28 2 ) i DR A
B, ST R cisifl HASCR R (TR] I ) g
BN FEH I A ), 2014 4%, Jennifer Doudna
BAA B Cas9 T 5 PAM JR 8 2E[RI4E T, RUADF4S
£ 5| Bk RNA (Single-stranded RNA, ssRNA ) f9%5
S B, R P A DA 2 e 4 e AR
— P RERE LI EI R AT I 5 FE I 1Y Cas13a B, TFK
i 8 — RNA 5] F 1) CRISPR/Cas13a R 4t ( L FK
4 CRISPR/C2¢2 ), % F G Al 5tk ) IR 7L sh
AP P9I RNA R RNA KO 2 0, 56
[El 2 i BF K27 B9 Dickinson iff 57 A AR 8 H — & L)
CRISPR/Cas 2y B:Aili 1) RNA #217] 52 4t ( CRISPR-Cas-
inspired RNA targeting system, CIRTS), 7[J—Z %
HOV R (G IRNE  FEfpL . Bs Hr
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Tk as ) b3 BAREE A |

L T A A S AR K b At T g 1 R 1 AT
A, ZEOR T LB B X RNA SE1 7 566 5 G
. 7ML Sh W B RNA BRI 2 A 2R
FIFPRIET ADAR FOGIRAT B 20, 12 1) 1 2 ik
1, ( Deamination domain, DD ), Bl ADAR,,, HE /i
TR A BT (A) WA, BRI (A) ik LT
(1) 1272, 3K ¥ 1 B\ ¥ i+ T REPAIR % 48 (RNA
Editing for Programmable A to I Replacement,
REPAIR ), % &R G06 LA RNA 'S 1611 dCas13b, Hf
dPspCas13b, il & 3 ADAR2,, (E488Q) %575 {k,
FEVFLE AN RSB T R (A) B =L (1),
ML (1) FERRIE AN KT AT 545 (G) Bt
FI, TSR A B 18] G B 7 BITi% A ATE
REPAIR AY3ERN |, XF ADAR2 MEATRIE, M H BT
f) RNA 4% 2 45 RESCUE ( RNA Editing for Specific
C-to-U Exchange, RESCUE ), f#i ADAR2 ¥ i & il
Haghs msng (C) ¥ibhpRmsne (U) MRgd), 5
BT CH UM RNA i, HZRGEVMREARH A 5
e 1Ry ShEE 2
2.5 HAb A

SGIEU U R R N I NI A T W 2
CRISPR [ 1 AR EEY &, LA ad Cas9 s HAR &
R RV DR - T ASEBRE R e o7 207, s
A0 M Y S S AR R, R T L
FEREIR A LA R 2t 2,
3 CRISPR/Cas FE1EMIE M EHIZ A

AL BRI B AR 2R T R . e
BB SR, LR BRI, e g S
Fi ARG S S 45 R0 XU R R R Aok, TR
CEEY D FEM R R T —EMEER, e E
ANTRIVEY) 2 rp S8 IF 4 B e B R ™ o . W, T
| N A e I AW N IE I E e | A B 7/ BLBE Y I S
SR IEE , X SE LR /A ROR A HE s ES &
LR & 8, T CRISPR/Cas K 4 i 4 AR HLA &5
ROARE SRR RE S, T SZEE R ] 4 LR A SE IR
gt , BT LOZBARAEAEY) & R 7 HEA T W

Rl 5t

3 #HFE

VEYIE Rl £ 2200 B (el 248 s =, P Eds
B A SRR . RSOk g SR . K
& H ) miR396e F1 mi396f Je= 7K Fei ik B A1 okr B Y B
S DR O, SR fl B T A e R e R AR AR
miR396e/f WIXUGRARAR, K IR AR RFERIN K, T
FLE RN 40% 247 Y,

DEPI ( Dense and erect panicle 1 ) P KRR
BRI AL, 7EFR AL AR R, Y
DEPI J:HTESS 5 4N B F FAFAE 625 A58 3 X6 1Y
B, RPN EHSTETER R, Rk,
R RO OB RO 0, PR R, Wang %50
3 BT 4 4> seRNAs 7EHITFE (A 28 & IR58025B )
H S TR R Wi, A5 3 HAA B AR BT A
HETET . PR AR ELELAT 1418 ) /KRS A

GW2 ( grain weight 2, GW2 ) JEH %% E3 12 &
HEREME, (KRS, BoR. ANENPRLR B R R 7
¥4 45 V5 I, Wang 2 ™ F) H] CRISPR/Cas9 % /)N %
FPRLEE SE N TaGW2 SEAT B, 58 AR R R K /N
TR E B I 5 WA, mORE S FiE S GE
CRISPR/Cas9 4 A 73 5| 88 1) 3 /> [a] J5 K& K| TaGW2-
Al. -BI #1-DI WRE S, Q16 T 4 4 TaGW2
() 58 A8 A B BL © TaGW2-BI 1 TaGW2-D1 1) Fi 58 75
. TaGW2-BI F1 -DI WIRGEALNK LT TaGW2-Al . -
BI . -DI [ =278, Fi &3 3 AR T i/
LRRIRTERE . KB, TR RCOER R R, L
TaGW2-BI (VEFICRR T TaGW2-D1 ",

32 KE®KA

Bl AT A TG K- B R, SR A I ol
VERIAAELA B R ™ a1 LV % HA
AT 47 i T

WHRERTAEWREWY R, REARRZ
FAESHEY P RRBKE AR, Hig R
PETIRE R B L bR AR ) AL A ke ). & RAE
HRMEERZWE AR (Oryza rufipogon L.) FFHL
WL, ZAEARZ ) Re F Rd WA AL ] 438
i Re GRS — S R B ML - BR - W4 kY
(A5G SRR 7, I Rd S — A~ — S8 4 38 )5 AR
Mo BPA I ReRd FE IR RERS 7™ A= 21 (kPRI R AL,



2020.36(11)

PR BN EOARAE R A MR i R 213

TR I ARG KT Re FEPR A0 - B B it 2k 32 i F%
MRAS, MR e, AP S5 ET TR E1E
A FH CRISPR/Cas9 4 A B it 5 A5 7 40 DAy 58 A2 il Ak
H =R RES 287 (in-frame mutation ), EUfHi%
B ThRE, JEAH R T RGE R AET R AL
ENeR RIUFAN AN

ST 70 PR 2 — X o i 11 A8 (it B AT 35 118 22 A M
JRIVTAR , T FAD2 &5 11 091 RS KRR v i) i R
L2 SR AT B T O RN SN G B A AT [
ik Okuzaki 'Y %38 i CRISPR/Cas9 Lk FAD2
(fatty acid desaturase 2, FAD2 ) i} BnaA.FAD2.a }
U RN ARSI T R AL, RIS AU
P& FAD2 - aa SE0L BRI Y28 Ml R, 78 A 27U
TR A SRR, SR AERNISRA L, RS R
PBERRFPRL G bR & RN, SR & R

HLPEJE R (Resistant Starch, RS) 2@ 5 A&
ZINJI VA M AT AL D TR A B D o I itk 0 LR
PN R HUIETE A B it AT A O AR R R, I
S JEL I M 3 S 0 AR T A T S
4y X W ( Starch branching enzyme, SBE ) K IE
kg B p O R —, E 2 FEHIGE
CRISPR/Cas9 AR XF SBEII #EAT R bR JG KB, H%HE
VERRIBCPETE R B o IR R 2 259% 1 9.8% .
3.3 FRIEF gtk b Sk

it SMIE L 3 AR RS BT RR B E Y A e
Tk, AR R R T AR Y, e SO a AR
Py B9 R A2 BB, PR i i R D S A v
AN BR RGP A H AR R 2H G 0 5
YU Z—

B F RS A R A R AR R, H
B A B AT R B R, LT it &
ALK 1R 1 CP4 BRIP4 5- i Tt 7 T 1 2 R -3-
IR A U SE R, B EPSPS ( 5-enolpyruvylshikimate-
3-phosphate synthase, EPSPS) %K 3813 19, bk
2 B R BHAT . R B2 A2 50 A S AR A
CRISPR/Cas9 £ A, i 1 4 [A] 8 A 4 i #¢ (NHEJ)
&5 7 A KRG SEL T EPSPS 3 [H ) 5 i 8 ik,
7 TO ARHATAH L H e FATHUME KR AR 0

INE AR FE A, MRS E R U E

PUBRFLF A A HAT — @ BOMERE . SR ZImEEm
2GR AT BN BV ) P B 2 B AR /N2 L
MR 5 B FE R (Acetolactate synthase, ALS) F1Z. T
Wil A FRILALEEIEN (Acetyl CoA carboxylase, ACC)
PEAT G, ARAS M 52 REMERSES | Rk AR 25 7 4
SR SN TR R BRI /N MR Y FIRE,
PHOR =7 A0 L T D 7 P B 41 M T CRTISPR/Cas9
A0S B WE R S B R, ORISR I FLIR
A UG HE R BrALS T 51 A P197S I P197F (587,
G AR B BRPLE R L T H, SRS
AR GEPE A BN G VR 1 AT DA RN 5848 JF A i
A [R5 1] 1 AR 1Y BE PR 2 48 4+ STEME ( Saturated
targeted endogenous mutagenesis editors, STEME ), Jf:
A 20 A~ sgRNA 5 R B i A2 ST 1R v X 2 e Al A
RILALEEIEIN ACC ) CT S5 168 4Bl 5L ¥ 41
PRA T T AT TE A, IO A B 5 B R 21
BEERE IS B AR IS AR R RLRL, T RS 3R
TORRER R ECRIRGHCE

JKFG 0sSF3BI1 ( Splicing factor 3b subunit 1, S3B-
1) BE— DAY R R RN, AP AR
Az B B I R E RNA B 42 v 2 1) 4 1 20 1
FIS FEAAE T, RNA BRI — R AL
RO 0. But % 702 I CRISPR £ A % 7K A5
OsSF3BI FEN I GRAF A543 HR15-17 EATRAZ, 28
A BRERIRT L, ARG T 21 BRBTBRE R A KRS
k.
34 HRHE

T 25 5- 32 A AR R 1 A= )6 ik B
SRR UR S B L WK 2 BT LUK RS A b
B RIS AR E AR, T
I K B AR RAR N 5- R A Rk, K
R0 MERBPTIE. A (5 P450 JE[H CYP7IA
(cytochrome P-450LXXIAI, CYP7IA) %i % 5- ¥ 4
Jiie, 2 AT BAF B A B 1 AR CRISPR/Cas9 FAR %
A5 CYP7IA, PR ERE T Hid CEl, HriE g
KRR AR Y
3.5 ARAMprE L

rlid . FER . T RME SRR H SR A
XHEYIER R E . R A B A R, R
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FEAM I W EEE IR, TR TR A
VEVI X AR AR Y0 BT 52 RE T, 2R o 5 Fhifl
Ik P B PR — o

4 (Cadmium, Cd) ZX AR F R —FEEL
&, =51 kB REA . FIRETEE . AR MO I
PR AR KOK R B B R A R
¥ IR Loo-el ]O OsNramp5 ( Natural resistance-associated
macrophage protein, Nramp5 ) F& R R KGR N 4
RIS, ZEE R AR B A PR Cd 1)
CPAE R 8 R0 A ST S o 21 [ VN
o ) P DA G B AR B B T, R B RS 2 A
FRHR B G B2 W I AT, ELRT A 7 B S AN (2
e 2T 1 i L v O e 5 HH T G 7K e e K 2
FrE

£ K ARGOSS ( Aluminum-induced Protein Superf-
amily Pseudogene, ARGOS8) & [H J&HH Y £ W ) i
AR -, LRIk ARGOSS 1% FE A Y 7E T
SR A TN A SR, R
Shi % ' i if CRISRP Z 483 £ b4 T3 8] S,
TEIZHE B E AR g it X Af A £ oK GOS2 J& 8l 1~ IR
B ARGOS8 (IRIRIA ST, 774 T SM R 5y
5 ARGOSS B 28 fl, SEFAERFORMEL, 2%
BEXS TSRS 95

MicroRNA & —JE NI HAT P4 D BERYIE S
fih RNA, K/NZN 19-22 nt, 3248 & 77 i ferp
A P PR P 0K T 2018 4, il B P A
Hool B A9 3R g AR (Short Tandem Target Mimic,
STTM ) bR /KA microRNA166, o & B 58 A5 fE ik
O P AR AR LB S RE I PRAIK, 288 BURFEAR, $T
PRSI, AT AR miRNAL66 KR AP0 5K R
lrﬁ'j/% [68]0
3.6 HSAHE

s R R IR E A AR I B R R, AR
FEEAIBTIE T IR AR B BE AP T BRI B
JEBE A2, BARCRAAIAR . (HARZDARYE
FR DR X — ), BRI R,

KA T Al 2 S 9 A R Y ) — b B S
FLW R AR R K RS B MR ( Xanthomonas oryzae
pv. oryzae, Xoo ), 2 A — 2 1 B S s T

R W (TALes) 5 5 18 & SWEET ( Sugars Will
Eventually be Exported Transporters, SWEET ) &
ik, BlifE F 5 EG%R 7, Zhou % T 1
CRISPR/Cas9 H{ R OsSWEET13 B:[H, $it i /KA
XPZARIPUE, EAESE T RS i 32 2t 52
fii EAMLXT RS Ok R e B ik, BIRER
W CRISPR RELRAL SWEETI1, SWEET13 Hl
SWEET14 = A JE B IR 31, FF A8 R AL A Wi
i 306 568 E AT B A HAT 9K T B ) K R
R 7

Fe O e T 5 S KRR ™ E R E L
—, FEIE e T ( Magnaporthe oryzae ) J& TFHE
TR, Al R . A 206 A Y
“F (Plant ethylene responsive factors, ERF ) J& fii ¥
APETELA2/ Z i W& N - ( AP2/ERF ) e 53 [ 1
FR— LGN, €25 T ZRan 2 mikEes,
IEB5 T SR Y0 A e i s 7
XTI ZE A A ARSI S 25 F 131 g bA Rk, A
JH CRISPR/Cas9 £ AR 1] Bk OsERF922 ( Ethylene-
responsive transcription factor 2, ERF922), 4307 T2
255 978 ZR A S AN 23 BRSNS AR AT A A L
B PR A AR

K G #E AL W (Rice tungro disease, RTD) J& .
By 1 DK R A2 B B 29 R, RTD J2 K
FEERIE N 5 (Rice tungro spherical virus, RTSV ) 5
IKREFEARIA BEAH B A TSI RS, HA RTSV SR
BRI At B RTD Hidk 7% [ 4K RTSV it
P2 B R 4R LA ( The translation initiation
factor 4 gamma, elF4G) ¥ il B o £ AR, elF4G
B YOOV SRR BRI R A AT IR 248
P ( Single-nucleotide polymorphisms, SNPs) @i &k
R ARARHE S FIUHIREEE, Macovei %7 A
I CRISPR/Cas9 F4E1%5 T RTSV U Fl IR64 )
elF4G 287% , Z A ATEMR 28 2578 1 0 I %€ B A
B Cas9 ¥4 HEAT RTSV Hbk AR 85 P Ribk .

INFE R R — R SRR T, /N R
& ( Blumeria graminis ) J& T4 W W[ 1 HH. &K
FEARYAEY R T S, R T T
AR R /N R o MLO ( Mildew-
resistance locus, MLO ) J&=RK3Z . /INEZEA/EY F A ¥
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T IR Y T A LN 7, R RS, K
A RPN UM IR IR T WANG
4 \Giit TALEN 55 CRISPR/Cas9 £ ARLE A4/ N22
HR G R4 B 07 s A 2 ) 3 NS5 ) TaMLO-ALL
TaMLO-BI. TaMLO-DI1 "5 ASEa 2878, 15 2%F

B BA ) /N

MZ, CRISPR/Cas RGLENEW o0+ B R BB
HEABB®E, 2 1855 T4k CRISPR/Cas 7£
EER BRI, HAS T HARMREE AL | 4
HATITVERIFNE

& 1 CRISPR/Cas ZSEEEM BT LRI A

H itk FEFEH ISR 1EY) Z:7% 3k
TEALE R miR396 NHEJ IKF [38]
THE N DEPI NHEJ KHE [39]
AR, RS Z Gnla, GS3, DEPI NHE] IKF [821]
FPRIEI, kR GW2 NHE] INEZ, KA [41-42]
WA E 1R FAD2 NHEJ HIsE [47]

TR ELAEE R B ik SBEIIb NHEJ KA [49]
AL Z R Re NHEJ KA [45]
USRI AT TMS5 NHEJ Tk [83]
PR R DEPI, GW2 ABE INFE [84]
Eijn G| ALS NHE] i3 [52]
BRI EPSPS NHEJ IKFE [50]
BRI ALS NHEJ IKFE [ 85-86 ]
PrBREL] ALS NHE] INFZ [51]
PrBREH] ACC CBE, ABE IKF [53]
PR SF3BI NHEJ KHE [57]
HUBRRIH] ALS HR K, ok [ 87-88 ]
EiEy CYP7IAI NHE] IKFF [58]
TEHurE miRNA166 NHEJ K [68]
T ARGOSS8 promoter HR Tk [66]
TSy GhRDLI NHE]J LY [89]
AT 1 Nramp5 NHEJ IKFE [64]

FI A BT SWEETI1, SWEETI3, SWEETI4 NHEJ IKF [72]
FUB R HYE TaMLO-Al, TaMLO-BI, TaMLO-DI NHE] N [81]
BT EDRI NHEJ INE [90]
TR HCE ERF922 NHEJ K [76]
IKAEERIE s b elF4G NHEJ KAE [78]

4 CRISPR/Cas FR%

44> CRISPR/Cas RETC AAEEZ AN 2 P13 5]
Jrzis L JCHGRS Y, HARSE i
T 400 e DR G B 0 FREAEDOE 7 IS O DL ERL B T s AR
B2 225 AL, CRISPR/Cas 245 F B i
IR TLEY & S A1l
4.1 PAMZA %) 64 FR )

H A 2 0F 58 I B T 48 P 4 524 b iy
CRISPR # R 145K B LM BE BRI ( Streptococcus
pyogenes ) SpCas9 e 8 BIERE ( Lachnospiraceae

bacterium ) ) LbCpfl, SpCas9 T i 5] & i #EA A5
) “NGG” PAM J¥4I1 i MIRE, LbCpfl M5 454
P “TTTV” PAM i mi R #EAE T, 7252 bR n F I,
TN TR #EA 5 A PRAFAE—E PR . BRI,
AT 45 %44 J'é CRISPR 4% 2 i PAM v 55y [,
CRISPR R G AEAR ) HE K 20 2 e v )32 107 FH R R

H A i 7€ T 7. K 2% Sedichi Toki 1 A 18 3 5 A5
RARRIN, SpCas9 MY RAZ{A SpCas9-NGvl (R1335A
/ L1111R / D1135V / G1218R / E1219F / A1322R /
T1337R) ] DA7E K FE ARG I S 4L DL NG
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PAM FEATA RS Y,

xCas9 J& i 1T & ) — Fh 1R 550 0 . 30 9 20 Jifd v
KZH PAM 25 H (1) Cas9 251K, {145 NG. GAA fl
GAT, xCas9 C 8 UIE 52 AT A 7K A ik A 7 28 D8] e B3 LA
Fe g IERe e %, rp R K 5 A A AN 25
I B 2% R 2 g - A BAGE 2ok R e [ 9 B G R
( Francisella novicida ) #) FnCpfl, LbCpfl ¥ IR & /)
RR J RVR RARARIE RS, 8 T LL“CCCC”,
“TYCV”., “TATG” Jy PAM v 15 7K Fef 25k R 40 G4
PR T Cpfl A% R il 76 4 47 Jk R 4 40 4 v %) 107 31
2 AR AU O3 T CRISPR (1,
i L A TR LR A R gm i L, (R
— DXL, AR R G R L A [T 4 5
B|RCE,

42 HAL R A6 TR

L 40 35 TR 4 A5 ) i v A — o R AR T
R RS, HATE ARSI
Gk, R E T K& PEG 1k (Polyethylene
glycol, PEG ), HHVRFFHA LIS I MM ik
2, HRTrE ARSI, HaE TR A Y
FhANZHE 5 FEAR TR T M PEG S5 AL kil 1) 32 1441
REER Yz, JofE ERRRE], (AEFEeE R T
FERAZR A REALM: , ANFE R A TS 5L R 40 1)
BANLSAXIA L E, PR Z, AR T b
IR e 1S FHY TR E RIE 5 PEG S 4095 M 3 HE
PR IRV, R A 2 B Rl T LAS B
QUKMELERTE 2 2 T RS, fEfiFLsh
Yrampah, A5 R GKR R T PLiZ 3% Cas9 25
5j sgRNA #E AN, FE7E 30% Y 40 i b X 5 i) gL
R EAT 4t . CRISPR Zi 4 AR 454 90 K UKL TE
FEA B PR SR e EVE B BRI, FE AT
I FED PRI TR A L2 2 A 1 B 0y 1o FH
PR HESEVE 3545 o R
4.3 DNA%F PR B 69 Pk ( Bhde)

Br 79 KIER AR ZmE i, DNA RN
S T B ) X — M . BFTE N BRI 2 Rl o7
PidE s T T CRISPR (1356 R 41 g5 19 DNA B [ 4y
P, ABEIEA —Fh Oy AL REUE B AE 7Y Cas9 R
M5 L AR P sgRNA AETEREAN SO . (HAAAEIR 2

2], AEFOA A JE DR G el R A S A
AR

W AW R ER, W AN BUIF R B LT L
ol S % o LG 08 0 - I — Oy 3l 2o 7 PR b AR
seRNA, i 5 H AR DNA #9 H M/ T 20 MZAF
%, 25502 SpCas9 AR HARMEM AT LA/ TLAN S
gt s T RAEA R RS HA A AR
HAEMMI 0 G A . BN, B3 A A 8
Cas9 5 sgRNA MR ENE G (RNPs), %7
P ORIIE Cas9 EFTHBERT TG, HA7E— Bt a5
EESEMM PR IAh, ¥ Cas9 BIREE
PGS — AN 06, B H R nCas9, 43
ABTPIAS sgRNA, 49> nCas9 [A]IF5 DNA £ F
AL TS5 A BT, DNA RAERGEEWRT R, 7E—E R
ERKID LR
5 ERREEMHNEERE

g E R R LR FEORA T AR
P Py H S A A, T X S AR A AR HL 58 AR
ALRAS AT TR, DR G 4 R 5 e S TR R 4 g
MR VA b, SO AR B N T RERIF S 5 15t 4% 75 F L
AHEEME X, (XA Z EEAE K25,
LB AR — EAEVF 2 B R AR 5 R ol 4 R
( Genetic modification ), JE4/MFIE R T ARREED)
SEPRIZH 224 A H A AR = (R B R R AR
XS FLRAT LR [ [R—9Rh NFE, om] DL s #h
NSRRI OINEY) . HAZOAE T HA RIXERIE
ARFESIANFEIER B T, il SRR e 08 B %
RAYEIR, SHEREDERAFR R, HEE R
YEFUE T g E R, BT RE AR
(258 5 BB P AR SMIRSE IR BB, T A2 3 9
St P ARAT I AP AR AN

o ke B R i 7 R B AR AEVE 20 R 7 R T 1Y
RIERMEA LT IILRRE 55—, IF2EYR 25
DL 7 CL 28 e, iR 220 I i SR R T g AT
AT 10 2o K PR B 0] e 4 3 PR 2 7K S 118 RS BRAS 5
ARAR SO % T H AR N R R A, st F
DIRE SN A SEY R R HA R ; 5,
YEVI I RAPEIR AR 5 2 A X 28 67 T R4
M T PR AMZ T HGA AT LU i R 5L () R i
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J7 91 B B i DRl - SOl B e e R ek mi e . L&
AT HERYE RNA, FEAZIRAL i SO0 T A
FEAE G SO A TR T, X AT DL B F R PPAl R 2
XI5 R B K R P S EY AR 5 55 =R E‘ﬁt
F i R T EESMERMRT -5, X%
AL RAEIR B B R 2 R 22k, IRt g e )
IF 4545 I T IR 43 224 S DR ) BE R G 4 P R A B2 1
I AT

H PR G BOR AT AE Y R B R e
2R 5 W, BAERER AR R A EHOR
Pl BIHAETCYIE, BORCZHME T RY 118 Fhf:
FER AW, AR R ZHCE IR A Wy e HR IR IR S Y
HAW BN EHE T, WO LT B0A 5 5k
ST, ﬁﬁéﬁiﬁf’ﬁ%%ﬁ*#ﬂ\%%%ﬁl
T AR 7= Wy I e B AR H AT W L S
PSEARR, 2016 412 &Yi)ﬁlﬁﬁ%ﬁ*ﬂﬂ?%lﬁ#ﬁ
BT PR AR B A, AR E IR R B T
ZEbR A REUMHZEOR R ZEFIZS L, TAE 2018 4F,
FE R FBERX KA Y], RIRA R —LEH F
BORMVED AT IR, b sl A 5 B DR G A A

H 5 NS B[R G e S HL P ) i O GE—
DRI I 25 0 A 7 3 3k 5 A S DR A A [ 1 X
TA i FORUE, XA A PR B R iy i
oL, HORSEAEAL O 5 B 2% 7 THI A R 48T 1 )
I, X T 5 5 07 s . HoE
TEIXRANERE 1 TR Jo s Ll ok, 1B
BEA HERT IR A =R R R, AR E
B ARAF RSS2 I Z B . A S Aol R
HOMR AR B AR B AT &, (HX 2 5 i
Je 2 B R 55 AR A P AN BERAGHE P 5 118 PR e I ]
RS T IS H T 2 1 B8 28 At ) A R
Foft o e PR s B A X T v [ ARl 14 e A R A v
W BHTRE ) A E R R L MIEEAARRR, &
FELR B A2 BR B AR 2, IR 7 A LA IR 55
All, TEFI AR H i S rh 4G TR
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