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Abstract: With the development of the research on filamentous fungi gene level, CRISPR/Cas9 technology is an advanced gene
editing technology, which has been widely used in filamentous fungi gene editing. This article explored the application of the
CRISPR/Cas9 system in different filamentous fungi. It included an overview of the construction and expression of sgRNA, the
transformation and expression of Cas9 protein, and different DNA double-strand break (DSB) methods, and the editing efficien-
cy and off-target effects were also summarized. It was expected to provided ideas for the construction and improvement of the

CRISPR/Cas9 system in the future.
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T 3 BIE Y 22 R LT A W) AR OGS A Y 3
AE , I I A= Py HOR T BOM HE A7 15345 18 B 302
i, Al L R T 2R B S AR W Y
AE T, DTk 2 A1 FH 220K JL o 04T Tl A AR 7 i
7R A T[] 5 L g R R ok A
Hi AR, 41 Split-marker . NRed 55 £ 72 W FH T 221k
=N SN B N=13i ) D (= £ B/ R Ry
I B RE A T B R A T AT O R TR
RS R 2R I A R 2 W Bl Ak P g 8 S R
FEA AR BHIE A R RS TT & T 2R T
HE DN i 000 e S VR A TR N DT RBBOA , QAR A% TR
fif§ (zinc finger nuclease , ZFN ) &k 55 PRl ARV 4%
2 B (transcription activator-like effector nuclease,
TALEN) ,CRISPR/Cas9 S5 H7 R , 5 ZFN HAR " F0
TALEN 4 A"t , CRISPR/Cas9 $ AR HAT #4E
(N SN e TSy TR X W SN WEZ) 1 W TR 22 TN
FLTA S R B 1 R o AR SCERA T CRISPR/
Cas9 4 A M I 5 FEA T HE , sgRNA (1 4 Bk
W%, Cas9 4K 1 . CRISPR/Cas9 Z 4i M1y 3% | S 3%
PRI 2 86 1 7 SRR Y 1) &, DU R i R A 22
PRECEE TP 1 7 P S A BB ARE

1 CRISPR/Cas9 H R HE S EARFIE

1987 4 H AU )2 52 Tshino 48 ITE R
J B v i S A T R e ) e T S A
51| (clustered regularly interspaced short palindromic
repeats, CRISPR) ., 20024F Jansen %" & B T 15 CRIS-
PRIFFIAHLR Y Cas HE X, 3 HAE AN B (>40% ) LA K
AN (>90% ) TR AKX — R 5L, [F) A UESE X —
ARG HME R K. AR A ZRGE
(4 & A US> M N BE B W R 7R o 2013 4R IZ &
GE 1 W I T 3 DN 2 4, B S X RGBT 2
TR S Wy LR A= ) S A 4 v
2015 4F Liu 4515 YOK CRISPR/Cas9 $ ARz H T
22 R LR AR KR ) — B[R K %% (Trichoderma re-
esel) TV, 2 Ji5 78 22 T 22 R TU AT Y 5 DR s v 45 2)
Iz

HAT, #1241 B CRISPR/Cas9 2 4t
K A TACMMERERR A 2% R 50 2 h PRI 2
— A BR3P  T EO H AYEE
i DX 3 AT 2 47 19 ) R RNA (small guide
RNA, sgRNA) 5 75 — 4 W 0 S i 5 PAM 3 47

(5'-NGG-3") 5415 DNA 454 H BA ¥/ N V) il
DIRER Cas9 FEH o sgRNA 5| 5 Cas9 5 H 5 # [
A 454 Ja SEE T DNA XUBE YD) E] . DNA XYL
BEWT LIS, AN N R S0 TR] 6 A it i 4 1% [R) R
16 2L T A R 3 2 W U | 7 b i AR
BRI A A o ok e 46

2 ZRETHE B sgRNA HIRIA KR

sgRNA 1E 2}y CRISPR/Cas9 £ ¢ i 7 5 20 )i i
51, FLRE TS IR0 3 1A 02 5 P ol I DG B PRT 2%
1M A5 38 19 5 3 A BB =5 23K B)) sgRNA 1 2235 %
S R g, R I BE B 3 Y B T X sgRNA
HIFEIR T LT gRNA 75 ELAZ 4 M P 1 28 3K 58
W7 RNA A 1A 3+ 9K 3 i RNA 25 i
1L Ji5 2l 3K 5l W 2 15 S s .
2.1 B RNAE&HI/E31FIK3sgRNA KX

seRNA F5 5 508 N5 ANT5 BLAE 5" Uit A1 37 Uity 3 )
IS INE F 2544 LA K polyA B2, BT L HT RNA R &
fitg 1 J3 3 73K 8h) g RNA [ 350 R &3l o U6 sn-
RNA FERAE EAZ A Yy vh s BEAR ST, 1 U6 J5 3l 1
RITZERENASE S S TR EEAEY
CRISPR/Cas9 % ¢ H 9 ] T- 9K 3l sgRNA [ K3k .
Arazoe 5" BN DB RS B 09 TR AME U6 R 3 7
Vi FHF sgRNA (9 3R 3K , i i CRISPR/Cas9 £ A B
DSl T SDH B e . Z )5, U6 JH 3 Fid 4
FHF R A 22 RS R 2 Sl
B 2V 2R EL TR sgRNA Hb 32 35 FILEE [H 4 6 . I
Hh tRNA Ji7 3l 9% 5 2 H T sgRNA 19 %35 .
Song %77 A A TP T 37 S (RNA R 8 7,
RIIL 36 A~ HAT R AU 9K 5l sgRNA Rk 1Y 1)
fiE. {HIRNA 73 FIK 3 A RNA =ik A A 3K 5Y
VIYIGe , 7E L5 00 B I AN RE IE A M 35 sgRNA
T RNA J& 8 F 10 JE R g B A R — ELAF
W WFFEFRI, 5S rRNA VE A 20 B i JE AR B 4, B
A RS B T E RS, Zheng S5 AR I
X —HF R T T 5S TRNA JE R NSRS 31 1
A sgRNA 3 3K % g, JF 78 58 rRNA J¥ 41 Al
sgRNA J3 31 Z [A] 4 A —~ 88 bp [ T B & H5
(hepatitis dvirus, HDV) #% i >k ¥ 9 55 rRNA X}
seRNA 45t AT fgnysemd . e St a5 T 58
rRNA Ji5 31 4 35 D] 44 48 200 (96% ) W 4 vy T 2
T U6 Ji 3+ 1% JE X i 5 200% (15%~23%) - Shi
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SEE B OB 10 T (Fusarium fujikuroi) W B 5T
SRR, T N TR 5S TRNA JS 35 F [ 3£ A
HABRCEI s T AR 3. Wang 5 7R 5L
g 55 5% (Penicillium oxalicum ) F1 B FG A & 11 3t
iR S g R B, ok H SR A 1Y 5S tRNA JS 3+
A LA e 3 b K By B R T R v A R i (HLF
ANRE IR Bl BL QAR B rh %) JE R g B T R AR 1 5S
rRNA Ji 2 3038 A 7 HL FCOAR 85 35 R 4 8 v 30K 5
sgRNA ik, LA LTSGR, RNA R4 1A 3h
TXF T sgRNA FP 41 (1) 38 sl EL A Sl pe 34, FLB ok
2 1 RNA KA 1S 2 F 8 T 22 R LR Y
CRISPR/Cas9 F 4t , ik fifi 15 22 IR FL TR B X 4 4
B () ST BRI A S o AHANF Y RNA R4 il
NS LA R 220K LA P R SRR BA K
225 B A E NS s T LN B
2.2 M RNA B &8 /331 FIK3)sgRNA Fik

RAGHATE A 250 RNA BA 8115 3h 1
UK 5l gRNA FRIE A WS, (H l T RNA A i 2%
A S FAR B AAE— L R BRI, NSk B L TP
R AN GE R ST JO S NV T A CRISPR/Cas9 %
g5, I AT 4R 557 RNA BRA 0 TS 3h 7.
RNA R4 1A )T £ 225 mRNA 95 5%, H
SR ST 5 St AN 3 St 43 ) VA I 45 ) R
Poly A F&. JT LAFE(H I RNA B4 1 5 8 79K
5J) sgRNA B FRIKHT , 75 ZEAE sgRNA J7 51 1 1 0]
S I Sk R A% i (hammerhead , HH) 1 HDV %
it , X2 SR = R AT LSBT, DT 7 A S A A
AEIE 3 18 sgRNA® . Nedvig 252 R 50 — 4
I A4 S 2 RNA R4 8 1S 31+ gpd A Fil trpC
Lk F @S T RNA RAWE 1A o 73K ol ik
DRAZ B RN T AL AR 905 2 4% B A 5 19 sgRNA R34
FEWE IR TR T 2R 22 R B . LAk, RNA
RAEW TS 317 tefl 87 FH T sgRNA 19 3k
P RNAR AN s FROMHEET
sgRNA JPF1 F TR UK sl 1 T e 81 .
2.3 {K5MER sgRNA

B DA P i R SR W A1, 7E A 8 T 1 L [
St 4 v AR 43 B 9T 36 23 R AR A% 57 sgRNA 1Y
SR M oAl —BE it T7 53 3h TR EE Y sgRNA
e A R I /Nl R NS v | e S
sgRNA"Y ) 34530 sgRNA 1 LS5 RSP 35 34l ik
J5 B9 Cas9 85 [ 3 [7) 44 B AZ 0 4% 8 H (ribonucleo-
protein, RNP) J5 #4718 F 554k % ke 18 &

F14) 5 DAL 20 e o R P BT S BLBORE, T LA PR
JCJF kL CRISPR/Cas9 R 48, 5 Bk 4L R e AH
o, A5 B sgRNA AT LA BEAT B) B BOR B AIE , T
LR E R0 sgRNA HEATHIFSY , [F] I 23 B AIRCHS
AR PR Ak B B D AL Y AT e . H HTRNP A
T JEBURL CRISPR/Cas9 72 48 € 4N H TR 7
JI1 W (Fusarium oxysporum)™ i il 5> A T
% (Mucor circinelloides )™ 55 22 T 22 1R L 1Y 2L A
G rh . RNA PRSP SRR TR JEAT A B 2 1) ]
PABIAGEREARIC , X FEAR T AMNEHE R 5 1A RS,
(B AL 23 38 K Ak i BE U MEBE , H gRNA TEF% 1L
I FETE DL R (0 XU o DA 55 SRR W R TR 1Y 22
R A RR R 54 A BIL ) A A 2 A 10 55y
TH] ) 22 57, O 36 FHOAS ] 19 sgRINA 36 3K 5 g i 47
5%

3 ATZREFERNCasIZEANIESRIA

31 Cas9 ZEEHMFINMUUBRIZEMESH

il

FA BN VI DI RE Y Cas9 25 11 )& CRISPR/
Cas9 F ¢ 1 B 2 2H NFR 43, H F 8 12 i FH 1Y
CRISPR/Cas9 F 4tk A T I A% A= W Ak M B Bk v
AN [R) A 0 7 S 5 2 11 o o LA R - D 4
>4 CRISPR/Cas9 2 Gi 4k T A [R] 4y Fofr 14) 35 K] Gt ¢
B, 752X Gt Cas9 25 1119 JE X3 51 647 26 05 1
Ak, I AR S AN R Fh T oK 76 22 R B SRR 1A
9 4R 19 B 5 A R b 0 A TR S T AR
CRISPR/Cas9 F 4t 53 15 H A& H, KR Cas9 8
NEEERENIME S, T LA CRISPR/Cas9 £ 45 ¢ i
T B AWt 75 B Cas9 8 9 I VS I A% 2
{7 {5 5 (nuclear localization signal , NLS) 2k 5] 3
Cas9 25 FIHF A AR . R B T 0 M 25 Y0 9 5
(Simian vacuolating virus 40, SV40) % € {57 7 51|
(PKKKRKV)#IEA AT LA 3z i 1 AR A=
{0 SV40 NLS I A3 FH T B A7 1 22 IR FLTAT , Feng
SEVRI Wang S5 IR Y SR W, 2 ML A% 8 6L A
TJC ¥k 78 K 5282 %5 (Phytophthora megasperma) 123
L TR T S A T T, e LA TR P9 TR A
SE AT A Bl A B Cas9 B A N 3 FH LL B R
sgRNA JE AR . Shi 25 7 O Hik £ B (1 BF
F¢ T RV IR BH 28 B A 60 7 51 N g o 1y FH | T a2k
£ 7 VELNLS F1 HTBNLS 5¢ B3 H G . DAL A
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FERWT, TN S A% 8 AL 51 & Cas9 25 11 ITUF
HEA AN HEAZA TR T RE ) S5k P 2, 7R e A i Ao
FEHIANfE 58 AN 5| S R R SRR A
VR R 6 9 o ) i 2R 4 0 R B R R E)
HIENTH
32 Cas9EBHRIAKREE

55 sgRNA FH{BL, Cas9 £ 1R R g 3R 15 5 ) 3l
TRV YIM O, o sl 7R a8 ) 050 55 L
S AME M Cas9 2 I ERIL . AR T (1) RNA
RA A 30T E2 50 a5 8h 1 Fif 54
JA BT o ERZEMWIG h kB S 3K
UK 5l Cas9 B [17E 220K B IR 9 2238, D R R A Al
RY )5 BB Bl J R e 3K VN 22 2 [B) R [B] DX 22 1 52
Wi, 7E L 220 v T AR FRE ik . 2R E R
CRISPR/Cas9 % 4t # 094 e B s 3+ £ 5 2
gpdA 3BT tefl ]33 T upC B 3 . 18
SR 8 1E 2 BRSNS A S K
FFER A FRIK, T L) Cas9 7615 S S 30 1 1Y 9K 5
T # A CRISPR/Cas9 5 40 Jii hy 224K L1 3 P 41
Sl I s Pl A . AN RESE TR T e Ry
7509 amyB J3 s U7 R 5 S 09 hsp70 )i 3l
T4, Lin5E 0% cbh1 J5 8710 H T Cas9 93
ik LA LBFSR 3R 76 SE PR 5T, XFBK 3l Cas9
TR FRIR S )7 I e T BEAR R SE PR DA T
PARIIE CRISPR/Cas9 £ 4t RE S 7E H 5 i bk H = 8
B IR AR

4 CRISPR/Cas9 % % iy 15 1% 13 B = 20 f
AR

FHF BB 3 R 41 2 11 CRISPR/Cas9 R 407
BEEWN IR R EAMEN . RO BE-FH LS
AT 0 JE A RS AR AE Sy — P R A ARG
1) L B 3 15 B A ik, AT X B L 6 PR 1E DNA
RNA K A2 K0 F 9 ik 1% 40, &8k
J7Z A TR R A a2 g HLGOR
g0 BRI E F LR EE D ST 2 M
TR A% A AR I 220K B N RNP B 54
b 538 4l A T B ROUE , BT DA Zou 55 7E i
Az AT 28 HT A TR 22 B SR AR TP T LB B R
PR R 22 5y 2450, ) i 48 T 2l B i Ak
TR ARAFRCE

IR BT AR B AL C R B is T T 224k
HLIH CRISPR/Cas9 R GLHIH AL, (H LA BT AR i
T 1 T T A 7 D A B AR 1) T 22 KRS LA
L it Pt L 3 o, 3™ S 1 D A A Y
R o RAXINT S AT B 5 A T5 1 R i
PR FEL BN Tz, X 1% CRISPR/Cas9 £
G FACER TN B REE . Wei 55 fdf FHAR
ARAT B LBA4404 XF 224Kk EL1H ( Glarea lozoyensis ) 1Y
22 PR 58 T CRISPR BURLEG AL o Zou %5 1]
HEJE8 A AT T LBA1100 5 B [ROKR 25 119 43 2F 41 7~ 3
[F) 35 95 56 N T Cas9 RIR AR FAL . H i i
Jir A T A R o Y R S B RE R 22 IR L TR (Ther-
moascus aurantiacus) i) % 1k , Gabriel 45 fiff H#i
TR EHA105 5 R P22 MR B R 1) 19 13t
BRI AT TS0 OF e T AR S . AR
TR T B AL 7 2 h 538 I AR AT T T R
DL AR UG BRL U S E 2 S X AR BRI 52
M A ik DA b A i UL A a8t % A Ak vk A, i
PRURE 2 Al i H 27 LI Al vk S o ol 7 21 24
IRFE W CRISPR/Cas9 R AR AL/t LA L
FER ], A [R] Y 22 R T A AR 0 B AR R
ANSARE , B DA 35 A5 5 A0 5 125 AR 0 436 v 5 2 45
B IEZ T R 5l i A D7k T LI R
P BHPER AL T I 3A 2R

5 CRISPR/ICas9 Z4 LM ERFAREH
VN

4 Cas9 8 HURINAE ] TR A S, 2 53
DSB, 34 DSB 7= A= J , 4L T £ 45 DNA XUEE fr)
SEHE M, 2 2o A R YR M K i 8% B2 (nonhomolo-
gous end joining, NHE]J) F1 [7] Ji & 241 (homology-
directed repair, HDR ) P 1 i35 42 X6f W 584 f XU a5 7
TG S AT S L P G 4
5.1 NHEJ#l#iX58 2K EE E E Rk

NHEJ AL HA m &% i S e, JL-F- il AE
20 B 52 ) i AT R R 4T DSB B . NHE] (&
52 1 it i P Ku70 2 F1 AT Ku80 2K FH 51 1 HE 22
PERIT 3 th NHE] 3l 8% 5¢ B9 DSB 18 & {7 1
PEELZE 70 Wi 1 52 2k A vp 22 5 | S e 11 47 AL R
R K 3 I RS A 9 7%, 5 B DAY T A ) 32 A ) 4 i
ZE Nk, PN SEEE H ARBE PR Y Ao
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52 HDR#HFIZRLKEAEDEERE

HDR AL EA & O BRI 72 EH B 2 i
T LAAS SZ 450 04 [REUP 5 SRR A T 42, 7
S TR A5 AEA R R B DNA
O3 FAE A AR SR S B L DR (14 1 B, 4 3 [N
(A2 ) R R R R R A AR L PR sl i 1
FEPR A A A4 Lin 25 ERIFST FR R B, 2G4
A& DNA o ELA =200 bp A9 [R] 95 XX 3, D) AT Ll 3%
HE PR B A [R5 EE AL, W i =600 bp 19 [R) 5V
B[] 95 4 A A %R LT R 100% . Wang 55707
B R B (Penicillium oxalicum) A I ATF R0
(140 bp I T Ui [R5V ELHERL G 7=, A AR
1% (6% ) , T JH7H A 40 bp b T W[ I5 H- B LA &
5 ZARIC A LA DNA, o] DLGEAT R PR T4 .
Kuivanen 552 78 2 gl 2 77 1L 40 bp R0 3L 5 51 7
LR DNA B —&6 43, [FIFESC TR JR 4 .
F HDR W18 52 J5 A5 ks 21, 3 5 b T3 2 7 1)
NHE]J #5618 5, Tt HDR A5 1 358 PR fi A %%
AEAERAR, T AT RS o, AT T80 T anfaf $2 &
HDR A5 35 [R5 [ 20 8 A RECR (A1, A0 iff 52 46
B, 76 22 R B () NHE BB R HDR MR0R &
133 —E MR, Gandia 55 B R BT, BEIAR
2 5 [R5 A 3 % 45 1Y Ku70 4K 11 232 3 ] 5
LA .

6 CRISPR/Cas9 REELIRER FH %R
MRS PR

6.1 REXE

S iSRRI AR S I E A A DL G e %) TR AR
ST 7 B 2R IR TR i 5L H g R ¢, CRISPR/
Cas9 5E K gt 48 22 40 EL A 4 805 a1 I ek L (A
ANRELRIIE T A B 98 B B8 = 2G4 T, 4 Katayama
SESTHERIF ST R S T CRISPR/Cas9 4 R 4 48 2 48
RE K 1 BE wA pyrG Fl yA FE R AT S 48, AN
RN 109%~20% . 10% F1 100% , 1% 3¢ W []— B
B AR [R] 9 32 PR 7R 325 4T CRISPR/Cas9 i [ 2
B, g RO B AT R 2557 o Gabriel 55 ZE g A
221k B ( Thermoascus aurantiacus ) B BF5T Hr &%t
] — % A R 8] #8467 5 3% 3T T 3 4> sgRNA
(sgRNA1,sgRNA2 sgRNA3) , fix & H A sgRNAI
FlsgRNA3 SEEL T L PR 4 8, 18 ) 324331 4 10%

F135%. van Rhijn 55 A BIF 58 F B, (i 3 £k
B I B A I TR R 00 G 4 28R W ey TR R
Bt F AR R E MR . LS T nDsRed 1R
3 R OB IR R X 8 R PAM X 3 [ 4 A ]
DsRed 2 iR 2 A T iF T A6 #E R 16 AL Y
FEIR TR, 24 CRISPR & 4t il M) ik 3 4E H F I
] DX 8 J5 AT — 2 kS P iR i e A fifi 1
LTG0 e, DT Ry Bk BH 1 98 A8 Bk
PEULER . DLW SE SR I 8 A A A O R e
WRCR A BT P RS T 0 3L R g H AR e
B, DT R R AR 6 TAF 2 A6 A
6.2 BiERZIAL

JI FE R 2 4R sgRNA % A3 1 F T 50 455 571
17 A A AR R S DR, DA 7 A = T4 35 P 2
ARG B o 7 A B A SR S A sgRNA 54
RPN FE AR A TE R ML , sgRNA FR7E— 1B
ZABREE R, HE S DNA fFE— A el 2 4~
"0 A CRISPR/Cas9 R 4 R 15812
IR, RGN 1A H 25 2€ Y, 7% 55 0 4
RORN PR . BFR R, B> sgRNA A4 I HE A 45
NS S AT S T MR KN ) A, AN [ ) AF
7% K T A A B9 5K %, Leynaud-Kieffer %7 7
AR EIE P I BRBR R G, (0 0 A0 B AR A
A 5-FOA YR FRIE L AET, DT AR AF O 0 P o
sgRNA Fl Cas9 £ [ 1) Mk B i 5y DA M R ikt
2| S I FE AR, B0TTRE (1) CRISPR/Cas9 % [l 4
ARG PIYIT R T LR L S R g
Huck 55/ 7 T& 55 5 18 [1) CRISPR/Cas9 % ik i fir
PR 2B T A5 H IR E W oo AR R fE
H 3R &l R AROBE B e Ak, DA [ I
N o FEFEH AR F Y GUIDE-seq™ . Digenome-
seq " AE 3T HE W 2E BOR ] A R AT S A A
N NTTRI % e e e B e 0 o3 E I 7
I AKR S AN T 3G 11, L 38 2o AN [ ) S 56 183 DA
TR T3 , AT LAYk /> FE =3y 1 7=

7 CRISPR/ICas9 #F REZRKREEH K
M

2R 5 NRAETEH BB EIIK R,
H 22 AR B AR 7 A T 2 (E 19 A Wl AR 4
AR E o Tl R R B M i Y
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AR MRIEASBE SE BT 7 Tl AR K- A 7
H T X — )8, B BIF R T R
RHINTTE BRI i, TR EEME
Febt IR 2 QMBS A0 JE LT 40 e
LR Bl = 4538 B 0K, CRISPR/Cas9 £ ARAE Tl
AR P A HHA R M vy T 3R P el

Y A= g Tl Ak 2B 7= v de s R R, B
[CAR R ELAT SR K S5 U8 2 115 BB o WA e
Fonseca 5" {fi i] CRISPR/Cas9 % ¢ £ WL [C K %
RUT-C30 5] A 6 it JE B , 60 45 £F 4 = il 3= 9%
TR XYRI 15848 45 FE PR G 21 i AL 3% 58 L
o S 5l 1) 2 34, ROk [ 35 BR AR 5 R TE (Talaro-
myces emersonii ) ] B~ A WH 11 i CEL3A FIok H
i 25 A9 55 AL SUCT, DL K G it &1 24 % 1 P38 4
ACE1 40 g 4135 FH i SLP1 A1 PEP1 Y 3L K Bl 2k
e 2 JIT A FHE DR Gt 4 TR () 2 24 2R il o i 4 4
K UAE S 8.5 T RUT-C30, Liu 2[R BE 4 B
K A % RUT-C30 1 4y i 56 7 B , F| FH CRISPR/
Cas9 Z2 Gt wi B SwlR F PR R 18 5 A SRH Tl A 2T 4
2B LA, ARAT T Y OR T 2R 4k R K AR AL
R, HLORE ML R B R B R T4 R
S REHR A Y A EEE X HE R IR Rk
i 35 Fofr R 4 3 R AN AP Y . Rantasalo 451
FIH CRISPR/Cas9 % 4t M il FH U e A il Jk A R ik
RGN T BLICORE , RS T w5 46 B2 g i 1l
BOKEH TR BEEE) . Rojas-Sanchez 5578
i 2 ol A 7 N 28 20 A0 A B I
CRISPR/Cas9 R G X vps \priT .algC F och 1 3 A i
TR, ARAS T —FhAS & B FUBGIY TR AR, L E AN
21 4l g 4= 4 2 (recombinant human erythropoietin,
tHuEPO) A4 P2 KP4 8 1 41.1 % . Yang %5 7
HE PR TR 0 SR AT 25 ATCC 1015 B Rk EAT T 1%
SR 1) SE A B i R A C4- R L2 B
Fadd 38 T IEPE NADH A 2E 51 28 R 18 L i
RS T TR MRS 1Y i X B
T L DR 5 SR e T LA S v A R ) SR AR
FIRRCR, VL SR B, CRISPR/Cas9 REETE
W T Tl B 1 FH CRISPR/Cas9 A
2 Gt i 2R 0 ] AR — 25 B 5 G Y LR 13
FE

B 7% LA Tl ECR Y i, CRISPR/Cas9
S5 DR 21 4 B R R 36 T R At 2200k LT
Seekles %57 1E 22 4R B Paecilomyces variotii Fl

Penicillium roqueforti 58 H , i il CRISPR/Cas9
R 2 5 A R E K S 08 2 kusA 36 KR AT i
B, B T R AR v HE AL 32 B0 IR Bk ;
Vieira %5 Ff] CRISPR/Cas9 & 45 4= Ji ELAT pyrd
B IR AR IC B IS AR EE RO A P 7 i
HAEEASFEME. DL EXTRERA B o A
Je ST DA R 9 25 DR G AR AR AL T T R SRR

8 RE

FHX TAE G B ZFN FI TALEN J [F i 22 45
CRISPR/Cas9 % K % 5 & 40 B A3 MR 19 4 3
CRISPR/Cas9 J& [ % 4 72 G0 41 )8 3 17 B8, A i
sgRNA il Cas9 & H P HB52H i, EATT AT AR 4 2R
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