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CRISPR/Cas9 R L tEMEFHRB P AR
Kt 5 B ET RO R Z it R

FEYL, BB, ke, RiETT, TR
IR R R 2R 2B, % 271018

FE  CRISPR/Cas9t A 41 g 413 A AL — WO 3k R AL HEAT FEHEMS R HOR, 7T SRR SEARJE A (B E AR N | BR2K BUDNA
JiBUE . G AAIIX CRISPRICasQ R GLH 1 AR Z Wi iniR, FAERMIT. ARV A Ty 45 408k ) N AR KB o 1% 3 ] 22
/4 7 CRISPR/Cas9%: K 2H 4 i B AR (1 & F LA I TAEJF3E, 45 1 I JUAE R B FEAT AL 5 sk iR ik 78 3k e, B0 38 L 1
AR IEETE . S R AL G 4V I R e BB S A 8 DA % 2 S TR RU N G R DRI A 2 4 22 A PR RS T T DA SR B
BB e 5 R DR [ e s i, DAIDRIR N TT X — SUS i e e 2%

X218 CRISPR/Cas9, JEHZLitE, HILH R, M FA
HEY, BB, TKeE, RIRTT, EEE (2019). CRISPR/Cas9 5 SifE fi ¥4k A 4 g v o R it 55 6B i WF 7t . i

Y24k 54, 385-395.

TEMAREY ERE T b, FE R 440 H 1R (genome
editing) & — il i A\ T8 TH A0 50 A% R B IA 210 2
Y JE 4T 2 B A I £ R (Chamberlain et al.,
2004). ZEART] LAERT TN LA H I TR] A R AL
R H AR R AR, AR BENS 58 A H SRR FE P VR ek
2 R AR . MR WA B R A ) B
(meganucleases) (Puchta et al., 1993; Redondo et
al., 2008) % % 148X N TR N U) B ——EF 48 i IR
(zinc finger nucleases, ZFNs) (Durai et al., 2005),
PRI 20N AR N TG —— 21 3 S5 R R 5
¥ B % (transcription activator-like effector nucle-
ases, TALENs) (Miller et al., 2011; Li et al., 2012),
DAL JLAE X R S 3N TR A VIl —
CRISPR/Cas9 % 4:(Cong et al., 2013; Jinek et al.,
2013), ik DR 4H 4 B8 5 R O 22308 0 1oy 2 TR 400 % ik
PR Dy BEAIT 7E rh AN T sk () 5K T Bt (Shan and Gao,
2015). JiiE CRISPR/Cas9fiA, M H R .
JERAARANERAF: fa] 5254155 (Gaj et al., 2013; Musso-
lino and Cathomen, 2013), H f4s ¥)E B AR
RIS AT S 20134287, 35K [ KR

Wk H #99: 2018-07-02; 252 H #1: 2018-08-09

T CRISPR/Cas9 4 A 71 A8 9 % K] 4H 4w % H 19 3.
(Shan et al., 2013; Nekrasov et al., 2013; Li et al.,
2013), it$iJT 7 CRISPR/Cas9fs A7 ka4 5 ]
(7% . AT B A QI CRISPR & 4 i & I 5 J5 74
AU IR T LA AR AR A A 5 CRISPR/Cas & 4t idk
1T B A 55 s DA R 356 DR 2 4 6 5 A A A 47 403k T
[FHREZ S

1 CRISPR/Cas9& FE‘EmigIA

1.1 CRISPR/Cas &L HIIEiR

CRISPR/Cas # 4t fi i 5 i1 H A K PR 22 1) — A
0 AT A ALE 1987 £F X5t K 71 11 ik 1 s 2 g ke PR3t AT AT
FEIF R I (Ishino et al., 1987), & i ix — Bidr
PRI P AR S R . Bl S BTSN A I
AE 240 1 N T 2 A ) R BT 2 o ) AR AR X R A ) R
JEBIZ A EE 74 B S 251 . 20024, FHE KR4
¥ X Fh e 5 5 41 1 A 4 ACRISPR (clustered re-
gularly interspaced short palindromic repeats)/7 4l
(Jansen et al., 2002). E5R AATENZ 551 0] #8540
F I E S %R Thae A o<, (HHE$20074, Barrangou
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55(2007) 74 18 1 5258 1 R W I IR B W HBE BR R
FICRISPR/Cas & Gt iAW # /& T2« 20084, #iff
N B3 A 3% % 4 %) Bk B (Staphylococcus  epidermi-
dis) (Marraffini and Sontheimer, 2008)F1 K 7T #
(Escherichia coli) (Brouns et al., 2008) )% Ik
#ff)crRNAs (CRISPR RNAs)A L5 Cas9%E Mk
T, it STURIE B 1% 5 G R BT DA HE R A
Gl . XL 5 HCRISPR A 5 58 K f itk % 8
BEE 7, RBEER RS T T CRISPR &R S/
FANLER AR I 2D o

1.2 CRISPR/Cas9E FA BRI AN RIE

BT, NMHTHEFHRmEFCRISPRAZ FE LIk H

FiKd il 5% B 14 (Streptococcus pyogenes) ] CRISPR/
Cas9 RGN iR, HUt RS RNEN. ZRGH
Cas9 & [ . crRNA Fl tracrRNA (trans-activating
CRISPR RNA) 3420 pk. HH, crRNAJZ Hipre-
crRNA (precursor crRNA)Z:tracrRNAFTRNase 11
TJEf33], EE A4 575 FCRISPR/Cas 7 4t % 7 7+
f7 £ KR 5 (Deltcheva et al., 2011). &:1~crRNA R
JUt A, 5 AT 240 2 B 41 9 48 5 R ZFNs 1
TALENsAHLL, #AZRGE/DN, EMEHHE, HiX
MR GH A IPAM (protospacer adjacent motif) 5
FINGG/ iz A7 1E T & W) b i) 1 (K 41 7 %1) v (Gasiu-
nas et al., 2012). Jinek%(2012)#&7~ 7 IIZYCRISPR

- Cas9

3 /5 /~saRNA
20 nt JUICERSSS

S TOTTTTTTT

P—

3'111'rrrrm1rrrrmmm*mmnmr5'
5 LU, LML
DNA XU K% (DSB)
DNA £YENEER
DNA } Bréiti
TITTITTTTTTTIITTY
LU
AEFEA NGB (NHEJ) FIEE4EE (HDR)
T T TTITITTTTIT TITTTTTTTTTTTITITTTITTT T T TTTITI T
LU wA R
TITITTITTITTT. =

R TSI A=
DOV L B

E1 CRISPR/Cas9#: X 4 %% 5 i (Jiang and Doudna, 2017)

FERA B R B

K E B BEER 15 (Streptococcus pyogenes)it]Cas9i [F(SpCas9) 5120 ntil A7 FI A FRNA (sgRNA)ZE &, SR )5 & P EIf7
T I 8] B T S ML AT 5L (PAM) X 33 L7 11 80 51 i U BE T 24 (DSB), e 28 B AE Mk ) B 1 5 53 TSI 56 R 20 4w

Figure 1 The schematic diagram of CRISPR/Cas9 genome editing (Jiang and Doudna, 2017)

The Cas9 protein from Streptococcus pyogenes (SpCas9) and associated guide RNA (sgRNA), containing a 20 nt recognition
sequence, will cleave a target sequence located upstream of the protospacer adjacent motif (PAM) region, resulting in dou-
ble-strand break (DSB). Ultimately use the repair in the organism to achieve genome editing.
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% 4 V) HIDNAXLUEE 19 73 -1 Bl 1 I 7€ 5 4 CRISPR/
Cas9 R G & AR AL, AT T G 12 b H S5 A 43 T
F F I crRNAFI tracrRNAEE 5 7 1 1 % sgRNA (sin-
gle guide RNA), JINHLTEARSN 2 D) & 28 P 5 5
R A BOFFRIR FURIDNA. A AIT3E % Cas9As [H] 44
Fay3gk (1) /R H BL & PAMFY 211 () 3 4% 55 22 A 1) @ i 4T
7T, XS 7T & N CRISPR/Cas93 [K 41 4 8 £ 4t
ARE 12 N T A Y A ) Ll (Cong et al.,
2013). Z I, CRISPR/Cas9# K H %iE ik & 45
. fAik )5 I CRISPR/Cas9 % 4t H i1 9 1 7 4H ik
sgRNAFICas9E . &4, L&KL sgRNA T
H & f1Cas91" T-(Cas9 handle) 5 Cas9E M IE i &
Gk RJa, SEERITIRE I IFILEIPAMT S, Ffi)S
SQRNA (1) 25 BN EC X X5 1) 368 3ot Ak 5 . c %o
IR H AR R R 415 B Jm, Cas9fE HAIH H &
A% R N U0 i 3% PR B8 51 #4701, TE i DNAXL
85 %4 (double-strand break, DSB)(/X1).

HiZAEYAMBAA2MEEDSBR 7 — M2
JEFIVE A B % #2 (nonhomologous end-joining, NHEJ),
A — 2 [F] Y #4118 & (homology-directed repair,
HDR). fEHAFMTN, [FVEE A2 5 H I M)
ik, k28 DSBE & J7 L F £ ANHEJ (Sy-
mington and Gautier, 2011). fENHEJ{&R T2+,
T SR %) A i 2> ELIEBEALIE SR, 12 5 )5 I\ DNAXUE
25 Ty A ol Bl s 1) ke 2R B N, S0 8 R AT P A% TR
FEB R ARG AL, AT S E0HE R D g () 20, T2 1 A
% — g ] LM# 4 1 CRISPR/Cas9 £ 4t 4 i 5 1) 5 K]
By, AERAEEIE TS ST, HDRi&4E 2 LA
V5T B CHEAT & B &, X Cas9P) &I 1) H
FrDNATF FI AT R i g8, Wy € 4% 5 1R 91 1) &
RS B N AR

2 CRISPR/Cas9&FEA B ARIEE
P A B S 81 R

Hl, 7EEE2%(Liang et al., 2015). 4\l (Xing et al.,
2016)F14E: W 25 (Peng et al., 2015)%5453k (1 7%
1, CRISPR/Cas9# K 4H 4 B He R #R K% 1 A vl &
REIVER . HHECSHI A AEY), CRISPR/Cas9tEEY)
W R AR S, (R TR AR R R AR SS )
~, CRISPR/Cas9 % 4t {Eta 1) idsk w43 21| 7 A W iy

et Sk, BERSRE AT, EEERHELITL
AT

2.1 CRISPR/Cas9f R 4miEHE

2.1.1 CRISPRAS i34 & E A BRI
BTN B IEEAT LR A S(RIGC 5 &) Cas9
PR 215 7K1 DA R BB X3 ) 28 0L gt A 45 08 o ok 2 R 28
GniE AR AR . Ma%e(2015)1F 78 & BH = GC R 3t
(50%—70%) % &= 1E /K FE(Oryza sativa) H brE K 21 1
140 4t 5 2553 AH 0 B vy, [ B R B sgRNAH H AR i
XF 7 51 ZE I S5 00 B TV AT AT 2 PRI ik R A g 28505
Xu%§(2014) 0 Tt R AL AL 5 11 Cas9 2 K 4w
R, oy mMdE 2 KR B RS TR A AN S (Homo
sapiens)ZH il Z 15 1A ) Cas9FE [l (p Spcas9Fll
Spcas9) 2 7] g 5 2 A4 A A 1 A7 S, S R KB p
Spcas9ttSpcas9 R AL R # i F HE . AR E XL
b, Al AR N R b AT O B Y 1 R R
AL LBEAT 3 0 ik R 2 2 4B, Cas924E: K %5 i+ 1) e
AT RE AR b T 1. Ak, 5 Ak 2B 1
SgRNAMICas9il 47 3 [ 2H 4 45 th v] LA vy 22 K] 2H 4
UK . Hendel %5 (2015)8 i #% 1 0 i ok % X sgRNA
MRS e AT IR EN e, 25 R BoR, 783 M5 K i
X 3N R i K% R WAB A 5 1 A 25 19 2 B 00 2R
() ] 5t AL 5N A B T B

20184F, HEHFB P 5K G EW T
57 [ A8 B B 2K (Zea mays) DMCAZEK JE 3T,
¥#DPC (DMC1 promoter-controlled) CRISPR-C-
asOHA R 4L, HHHBIT RGN, o5FKMPiiE
0 2H 2311 DX 2 A R0 1514 100%,  FRAE TofUAEL PR
Ht I T 60%—70% 14l -& BN AL AR R, &4
FERH M4 Hr, FEFRINEI1 0002 A8 78 B SE A7 A
WA R L 55 (Feng et al., 2018).

21.2 HREERMNERREHERAZ

Le Blanc§(2017)/wt s 46 KR, SAEFRERE
(22°C) MESA K MMM M LL, 7£37°CA 1
LB I+ (Arabidopsis thaliana) @ i 5 i ()3 R 2
RO . KT GFPH & ZE K ¥ € B i R0, # R I
FE37°CAb B 5 44 41 fifo 255 [R e A & mT ABR s 5%, A4
Y 2 DR A AT LLAR 10045 BA L. iz PAIE R B
T B X R AR Z P s e AN PR T4 T, AE37°C A
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4% (Citrus reticulata) - CRISPR/Cas9 i #E ] 28 48
ORI N, ARASEIRIERA, SR B Ik EEER
ffjCas9 (SpCas9)fE37°C Lt 7E22°C T i 1 5 &,
5 = EXUEEDNAKT R, HH 1b 3% Bl 5 CRISPR/
Cas9m& I AE ML B A BRI .

2.2 CRISPR/Cas9# RA4miEIEE

R f ) 111 SpCas94h, H e AN A ki i Cas9th A
A B R RE 77 . WEFTN 50 A\ 4 3 €36 % BR B (Staph-
ylococcus aureus) H % F| 17 £ /)N [¥) Cas9 #% I B
(SaCas9) (Ran et al., 2015), ‘&t SpCas9//25%,
PAMiR 551 ANNGRRT . M4h, 3K [ 18 HiL BE Bk 1
(Streptococcus  thermophilus) [f) Cas9 #% R i
(St1Cas9)rl LLIHHINNAGAAPAMF- 41 (Deveau et
al., 2008; Horvath, 2008). Steinert%:(2015)# 4%
-7k i SaCas9AISt1Cas9 M F Cas 92 [ il i B
AT I, 3515 TR R R H B g . X
L6 SpCas9 Al Y& & [F (1 R I K 1 DK 4 g 48 11 3
B, RSN At 7 2 ik .

Meng4:(2018) % B CRISPR/Cas9 £ 4i it i 1E /K
b ORI A g BEENAGAHL £, H E AL S FING G
i, NAGAR I I 7 ¥EAT s () 25 e T TEAR, RILHTE
IR B BE R o IX TR FE R AN & T CRISPR/
Cas9 R Gt fE /K FE 2 I A1 b () T g 4B L, i Hotl 3%
B LE 3R AT Jik [R] 20 9 6 I 55 B 22 2% S8 BINAG A T 2
Ab (VLR IR AR, o R B KRG BIF S T T v S 5L
(Hu et al., 2016)id# i & fi KA 5 1% SpCas9k M
HHAT MGE, 3R18 T 25 SpCas9 4 & (VQRFIVRER),
i Ik — RV () 5 LR S IR E B, 7E KRS VQR AT
DL R BINGA I PAMF 41, 1 VRER U A LR 31
NGCGHIPAMF 4. iX2F A2 £ #3CRISPR/Cas9
FRERAE KRG T BRI e 8 V0 L4 2 B SR A 245 DA
BE 5, AT SCIE R 15 i sgRNAK 45 1 LA 2 f FH 50 Y
FRsT, BERS T VQRA R 1) 4 3% (Hu et
al., 2017a). W&k 2%David Liuf 5t ] BAF) FH W B 4
i Bh #5823 1k (PACE) J7 14 3k 19 SpCas9 fi it 7 A8 4
xCas9, xCas9n] iR Al [(JPAMAL 5 NG . GAAFIGAT,
I EL S Th N P T 2 SR« 35 DAL Bl o R Pl 2 i
LR, xCasO AN A Ya Bl B K, Ty H A4 e 1 22
=T SpCas9 (Xing et al., 2014).

2.3 ZERARNRESEHERERE
TE G RS AR, Tl B3 R R 7 ) B0 7 e B —
KB 1) 2 FE A Th e 7t . CRISPR/Cas9f A L1
FOMRTRRL L o= REE I Al 2 6 R[] B e B AR A5 P AT o
Xing%5(2014)F & 71 E3E & AT Y 2 2 K gn B 11
CRISPR/Cas9#ifk % 4, fEM T TARHSEI 1
RN AR . XieZ(2015)F) F P Y5 115 12 RNA
(transfer RNA, tRNA)JI T 2 47 7 CRISPR/Cas9
BEAT 2 B N g (1 e T, M ATTHs 2 MRNA-ssgRNA
SERM B BEY, JREE A2 TR INLRE
A~ ssgRNA. FI| FH X — SEWE 72 KRG S T 218847
RUE S SR AR A AN BT SR A 100% . BT
tRNA K H N T R G 4E FrA A b 3R Ok sr, Rtk
X — HRMS A BBAE SR I 22 R G T2 A
YUu%5(2018) U & BT il Ik 2 B DR B, 3@ v A2
S AN FE R ¥ 111 2 sgRNA, X F s i1 75 vk BRI &
TR, HEZ N1 % sgRNA, B R K 5 fie
Bsin. T U — R, AT T2 DL g S AR
IF A% BE AR K T 3 AtRPL10 E 5 1% 19 34 [ Y5 3k [A]
AtRPL10A (AT1G14320). AtRPL10B (AT1G26910)
JAtRPL10C (AT1G66580) NI s, @it 541 4 #r
2 [F] B 36 12 2w 3 JE R 11 2% sgRNA, il i Cas9
[F I g 3L R . 22 o B 7 0 i i it, onAE
Line9# ¥k, AtRPL10A. AtRPL10BLLJAtRPL10C
) 2 62 4 59 98.8% 3.8% 223.6%

20164F, 75 7L 3P0 40 i Rk T o) 0 s 256 [ S
LT PR R B (C-T) . RS, SRR H AR TEK
4. /NE(Triticum aestivum). EXK. LEGIFAIE i
(Solanum lycopersicum)=5:Z FfEYIF R 2N, 44
T Fr % F ) APOBEC1 i 185 g Jiid 22 Il 3 31 th % TC 11
TlFrE, X751 AGCHI MR BAK. Tk, Ren
S5 (2018)K H N [ AID f s i Jii 22 5 % 5 APOBEC1
B 73, FEKFE A g T TCAR AT i) @, XTGCAITC
A B R R

K o FF T T 4 i 22 B (ecTadA) B 9% X IF &
DNA = (1) BRI e FE A7 W 2, 1 MM e AT A8 g 1k N
&1, 45117 DNATE BB S B R AR EH, &
FA-THEG 5 N G-CHLXT (Gaudelli et al., 2017).
201844 H, H E AR} 2 B AE 4 -3 B 78 B Yan &5
(2018) 51 A TadA K H. 24~ 5% 4 44 TadA*7.10 #l Tad-
A*7.8, JRHE M TS, 435 CRISPR/Cas9
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ARYRG, P& TrBE14. rBE15. rBE17MIrBE18%
BG5S, X OsMPK6. OsMPK13. OsSERK2
Je OsWRKY45 VU A~ 7K & P4 U 5 DR B8 A7 i3E 47 2 4
FRIIERAS TR KRG R AR AR, 32 51562% . [F]
B, ZERGIIN T AL IS GFPR I & 4,
A DO TR R M B IR S K FEAL 2R, {5 A
A L S R o B ARSI -1 3R] . Molecular Plant|F]
WA K 22 7 o E RF 2 B b A 30 51 4 ) 24 0 5
O 2R Ak JREAIE 5T A1 A 5 T B 25 4 B (0 F 7, 2SR
i, Wi Fl4SpCas9 (D10A)FlecTadA*7. 108 5%
SEHL TN IPATSE L R (R G B8, o B AR 111545.2%
(Kai et al., 2018).

[ R 2 B st AR 5 R E AW S T i R BT
5% 41 F] il Cas9 %8 1k (nCas9-D10A) il & ecTadA Fl
ecTadA* B 1K(Li et al., 2018), @7 IFAL T =ik
FEHHEYABE (Adenine Base Editor) it 4
RE, {EEYFSLI T S AT 4 G- C B 2k
Brdfe, A B R 2 Th e AT RO 4 384 o R BT
PG E AL T EEHOR I

2.4 CRISPR/Cas9fi R R4

NAITXF CRISPR/Cas Q4 A 2 4=t (1 48 0 3 il 5% 2
AN, — R R R AR R G RN, e FE A
H G i FE AR AR EE R N

241 PEREREBH
FURT, BT 110 2= D5 2 4 4l R 0 A7 7 P 0 ] R (5
&5, 2018). 7E L 5E A FE R A P G AL T, BT RAfE
FRITE 2 T LT P 7 0, AT 3 30 A A AE 8 A %o
K IIsgRNAZEATSL6 . ARTT, 2 A4 I B R 2158
AT, HAEVZAEY T, A E YR A [ &
TE R AR [K] b B AT % 51 (Mikami et al., 2016). #H]
EL W FL 3 W) & 4t vh K B 115 2 (Corrigan-Curay et
al., 2015), Hurfiiid a4+ CRISPR/Cas92k X 4H %
R 1) O S 8L P B SR e b, AL AR G R T B S T
MURE SRR N R M AT 2
MAEDE B MERE, B DNASE T 51l 2
o ARG I B T 1) T Re P, (HFu%$(2014) KK B2
17-19 ntffIsgRNA &= H EL R 4520 ntfflsgRNAFE 4f
(O ) S 1, (R ISR SR A, SR, K sgRNAJE—
AR 215 ntll] SRR . XA 1E

B AT A 45 45 (1 sgRNA 5 DNA ) 45 4 B8 77 Bk, M
T PR ASEA v P A 1 G 260 200 23 DA B 5 ARG P Bt 20

Endo%%(2015) it 7t & BLAEAE ) A 147 JE R 4
I, I8 R E RS 2 A R SE A, R EA A AME
AAHE FIDNAF B B, DR EAEE R4, T2
fi A1) FH CRISPR/Cas9 ) i F i #1255k 175 5 2
T 905 32 DA i o AL A S 200 A 30 8 gt e S iy
B2 (CDKB2)#: it T —Bt20 bplf /7 5I1E usgRNA,
iX20 bp 5 H & /K CDKILE (CDKAT. CDKA2HI
CDKBT) LA AR H MEIC, HAEKREH I T
ZJT IR AT M . Kweon%5(2017)JF & —Fh i &
1] RNA (fgRNA), @i 5 Cas9MCpf1i 1 4L A
KA T RE K B A B AR 282, I A 2 PR AR R
TRy g2

242 SHMRSNEEERA
AR, BHEREREMIN 2 At — BH A T4 S BRI X
PRI, JE R4 g R R 1 A 4 1 8 Pt
T HTFT AR B HLIE o A Gt % SE DR B AR 36 AL Bl L,
WAFEF 2 ARIGE R, 0 PR R AR IR K 1R Jk [R]
DUBR; T A5 ] 2 2 1 e N A 455 R 7 3 5 A
iz, g BRI F AR, W DL 5 o B
13 BIAS A IR HE DR R4y (R R R

Woo0%:(2015) K 41k i) Cas9 2 FH 5 sgRNATH 41
EREAREEWHEN, < ERHERMNEARE S
VWG GBI F T . R 5 (Nicotiana tabacum). 55
Ei(Lactuca sativa)Fl7Kfa i i A= Ak Hr, 76 A2 Al
IR T A6%IREIN 5 AE,  FLRE L 1 AL )
HARRA—FE, W DU A A s AE S —1R. 1%
TIEAEA KL SN IR DNA T NI A 1) 1% 10 T 4 45 A8 40 2k
DRI 4H, 8 1 {3 FH AT B 22 3 BUOMEDNAMN N AR FF
WA Tk, et ERE.

Liang(2018)jf it 3 4 144 CRISPR/Cas9 IVT
(in vitro transcripts)fIRNP (& ¥itZE A E &) SA
AN R LRGN, ST T BRI 4 52 AT 1 ) DNA-free
BRI H AR R o 12077 R RO JE R AT 7ETo AR5k
I HMIEDNAREE FfE /N RAA . T IVTAI
RNP & LA 238 7 SO EAEF, 80T i) ik o 15
DNAE A 2115 5 K2 oh BB T BLSE RN o

IKAE I CYP81A64 B PAS04N R th R 1, 1%
SR S5 KRB R B R AR A R AU o R i
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J& IR in B CRISPR/Cas9 £ 1E B 1F & FiA 5t
SN AIE RN T IR . WL K28 PR SR 72 B A 4
Fr N CYP81A61FRNAIT# F Bt 5 CRISPR/Cas94i
WICIF B A AR B9 ML LA, 294
SRR 2 ik P % BLUR (CRISPR/Cas9 F # Kik). J&
@ ET AR b, ok mT i 15 2 A & AR A
K RERE(Lu et al., 2017).

A rp RO K 2 0 2 T g B R B R g
5 5 CRISPRE R filt &, JF & Hi i 2 25 Bk & 5 Cas9
FAL AR R, @ HE N A S e R LA TR
HMRHS A &4 Cas9 (He et al., 2018). iXL4DNA-free
B DR 20 g A R (0 E NG B Tl — b e R
D2 g A, 0 R IR 4 g 8 B b AL R

20174, FEAMLHE(USDA)E Ai #5 A 2 )%
SE IR 41 4 45 T . CRISPR/Cas9ilt 4718 % T.F2 i 1
UL 25 (Agaricus bisporus)SE 5 . X FhE 4 &
5 A7 9% Je WM ALK #5754 (Yinong Yang) Ui &
2 B0E 1 — R P AL F B 15 (Waltz, 2016), 243k
B3R AT R M A VAT 1 DR G

25 ERRBREBASER

H i, CRISPR/Cas9 % 4t {£ fe 4 4 dsk H 1) )37 FH K%
o HR I NHEIE 5 77 3001 AR TC, AT 3 i 225 DA 4
)b, MITERE A Y ik b AU N B e — BT Al
— H LR W PR R — M, 0 A B
HDR1EE 77 R A fefi ¥ . Schiml%(2015)E XRiE T
il id CRISPR/Cas9 # 4i #| HHHDR A 3 {118 B ML il #E
LR FFADH TR A FSE I -RABHUE A B SN
Sun%:(2016)i# it HDR& & J5 2\ A& 46 1 7K F 9 Y5 14
ALSHEER, MTIAE H B A BB R FRRE I, 9 30 24 )5
FLATE HHOUEE DNATE 25 [ I A7 2, S AtHDR 44
BE A AR E YRR BB E R, FE, BEE
BN 5 4= 5K 7 FIBL & 7B, F1FH Cas9FH 1%t sgRNA M
DNAftR F8IY) T — BT 51, 2 )5 Fidl N B 7K f 2k
DR 2HL (A7 o b, DT S I3 [R] Fr) B 1Al s\ (L et al.,
2016). #fkid, LA/NZ 48 EEWDV (wheat dwarf
virus)E Nk, @i 52 = A DNAT #5 T4, w] LA
KIEFETHREA IR, FEAE KRG 3R, MR
I A1i519.4% (Wang et al., 2017).

A FERF T A A IRIE T — P e R IF R T AR
Ak 3K % 5 CRISPR/Cas9 £ 4t (8 K 3 8 F B 3%

FEAERN LK B e R (Miki et al., 2018). ‘B LFHIE
AT i c A B 032 e T LAE 0L R 2 R AR 4 5 1) b s
LA S R R i B NS e, AR = A 5%—
10%, B KHHES) T S A A 5 R G e R I e

2.6 HEERZEFRIEIE

VAN E Dy R 1 (sl L sk OE M B oo )
5dCas9 (Dead Cas9, FLDNAUJE|IE P Cas9)fit
ik, FHsgRNARR LG SR, T LLScBlf
SR A0 1) B SR B0 S A A ) 8 A% #R 4E . Baazim
(2014)°% F CRISPR/dCas9 % 4t 1F JiH % 1) 5% i 5% 4k,
SE6 AR R S I TN H bR R R R A S S T .
1EdCas9i) Cuii il & % 5% 0% T EDLLELTAD (TAL
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3 RE
Epr2/Q%E K gn i AR M L, CRISPR/Cas9#i A H
LT KB AR T — AT B L BRAN HL s i
FEEAE T &, AR N IR 78 2450 K S, 1E
REHE Ty fe i [R] 40 2 RO APF 0 S SR 0 T 1) 7 i e A (2R 40
ARk, 2017). SLHAEE DB, BRI A gwiE
AR LRI H— AW KA B ) 8 e
RORERE R DI R W /N, BIAEAE To XA ML FE I R K
Az, TE JE AR 8 At R DA B ST A5 B

bt %5 CRISPR/Cas9 4 [H 2H 4 4 4 A ¥ AN W7 i ik
FgIHE, A% CRISPR/Cas9 & Siis /T HLEL I 1 fift
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Recent Progress in Evolutionary Technology of CRISPR/Cas9
System for Plant Genome Editing

Yuekai Su, Jingren Qiu, Han Zhang, Zhengiao Song, Jianhua Wang*
College of Agronomy, Shandong Agricultural University, Tai’an 271018, China

Abstract CRISPR/Cas9 genome editing is used for precisely modifying the genome, enabling nucleotide insertion,
deletion, or DNA fragment replacement in targeted gene(s). With more understanding of the CRISPR/Cas9 system, this
technology has been widely applied in research, agriculture, medical treatment and other fields. This article briefly intro-
duces the discovery and working principle of the CRISPR/Cas9 genome-editing technology, and summarizes the re-
search progress in optimizing and improving the technology in recent years, including improving the gene editing effi-
ciency, the range expansion of gene editing, base editing and multigene editing, the safety enhancement of genome edit-
ing, replacing gene fragments and transcriptional regulation of targeted genes, to provide references for thorough re-
search work in this area.
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