T ¥Y2£4% Chinese Bulletin of Botany 2024, 59 (3): 452-462, www.chinbullbotany.com

doi: 10.11983/CBB23046

- ERIRIE -

RENTFHRENERERERARMRER

AR

WE SR B2 b, A% 010000

E  CRISPR/CasfE Ay —Fui X IHE R S R A G AP R, BB R MR, S R s A SR 2 L i g A L3, 72
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TR AT 3 AR 22k DR 21 G B R R AN (RS A e A A P 2R 20D

TR, BRI HRIE SRAG JC AL I R R (A R A R AL, 52

BT R X EEND TN 3 HICRISPR/Casti 3 K 414w 48 HOR 1 AR R R AR 3, RG4 T iZsiREHY
i D] 2 g A U S P BIDIR, I B I8 T BRI RAFAE Y I P, DUDIR AT i — Uit 7o $e 2% .
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CRISPR/Cas9 # 4t st 44 ZFNs FITALENsH R 2.
J& H B0 B DR A BT B R, A2 B Cas9 8 Al
1 5RNA (sgRNA)F R IRNA-E i 2 4 14, Cas9
HHEEHAHNHMRuVCH A A VIR S5 1445 . CRISPR/
Cas9 % 4t F1 Fl sgRNAH ) - 45 & 47 £ DNAFF 41, 5
7 Cas9th 17 DNAXUEEBEAT VI H], & il DNAXUHE
Wi, JHFE S ITDNAEREE, BEMA 3 H®
A5 A [7] Y5 K it % $22 (non-homologous  end joining,
NHEJ) L [F]95 5 4115 % (homology directed repair,
HDR) P F, 32517 S BT AR S DR P ) e 12k i ok B8
A(Jinek et al., 2012). BT ZAIERA T TREE.
Fe ORI B A 0 A, S AL I A, R
HE R PR R RV AN R IS, BRI DR ) G 1)
&9 A /1 T .2 —(Barrangou, 2014; Gao, 2018;
Bernabé-Orts et al., 2019; XI5, 2019; FakHL
ZE 2019; Li and Xia, 2020; Zhan et al., 2021; fa/i%
s 2022).

I3 B A2 — R ER AR ShJRDNA/RNAL 8 K2 R v 35
KT H. TRk, R MRS 5 (Adeno-asso-
ciated virus, AAV) L HI{A 1415 CRISPR/Cas Hi /1
FEUHT AT B AT R G —, 152 Mgt fL

Wik H 391: 2023-04-07; #2532 H 11: 2023-08-07

a7 Il AR IR ER THBCR R 47 (Wang et al., 2019; Yip,
2020). TEREYIELEAR, 5555 5 0 HE P 5L D5 20 O
L R JE A 2H 2ARE 77 R i A T R R AT AR AR AN 5 4k
i B IR RO R i DR 2H S R AL bR, & ST 9T 3 T R
AR AR T BB IEA WA FI T+ 2 (Liu and Zhang,
2020). AL FEENH T EEN FHCRISPR/Casii
VIR AR AR TAE R B AR, REias T 1%
FEARAE ) 5= PR 2 o e 03 0 2 FHBIOIR, B A8 T
MR H ARSI R T AR BB AT 5.

1 EYHCRISPR/Cas/r Sy E F A%
BRAMRIRK R EENARH

H#l, J&T CRISPR/Cas’y i ik A 4H 4 5 1R CUAE
1LFE I+ (Arabidopsis thaliana). 7K#&(Oryza sativa)fll
/N (Triticum aestivum)&s Z FEYIH 1SRRI, 28
T A AE PR A 32 BERR R S5 A (1) 38 A4 2k (R 4
AR AR AT BT B PR A A 3255 77 1K CRISPR/Cas
F BRI SN ARG, JF i 22U TR A AR
SRR E B A R, R — P % e
SRAFHLIE R R A B AR B K LA (e T 2R
BN G FEAHLEUR, MR EA 5 5 AR
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RN, HLAS R AAT 1 A0 A IR M o B8
HAR I £ 370 000F w5864, SR1 H BiACE A
FN0 1% P vl i 4% B R - Bl AT s e R, B
UG T — 1k 1 R 37 30 A% B b A R RN AR AR R AR
Y, BRI 2H i 5 AR R R AT5 98 32 BB il (Cao et al.,
2022). (2) #MoHEDFEBEENBASERK, B
PR IEAR, A EAF7E SN EDNA F B fi A E
VIR mT et . BRI N B SNIR S R R i [ A2
B A2 T BN S AR AR e i b 2y B 2B, 2RI 3R AR
TeANIE LR B g AR R bR, (RO AR 2 2% HARAE I
Mo TNz, RS S3 E SOR M X 3 (R 20 g AR A A 52 3
FERE IR, BAMHOCRHIT N A OO R 2 A RS
A% L K gm AR PR 1) 7 7% (Liang et al., 2017; Chen
et al., 2019; Li et al., 2019; He et al., 2020), {HH:#
PEIEFETISR et 3% 7, JLH RN — Lt Fh
SRR AN IO B R S . DR, SR —Fh
BRI KA BR ), HIGAUE i 38 A% i AL R A
S 3 R I i TR 4 G 6 7 V2 BRI S R R A AR
2 —(Liu and Zhang, 2020).

2 HENMSHEVEREARERAR

T3 BE A1 T 10 R A7) ks R 2 g 6 B R i DA 75 R U,
¥ CRISPR/Cas9 % %t 55 1k K 4 4 4 T H T A\ M) 21
I B A 35 R 2 2 00 )R o G i ) P 0 1
G ) v AR G RE T, K TR A 4 A 1) Th e o A
2 0E E AN, 8 R ANE RR A g i L R AE
T F 4H i Fak IR SE I R R A e . 1% FR A 4
(1) MR EN SRR H RS, HEREER
FERHgmET E. #lin, CRISPR/Cas9%& 4%, RifEH
PR BEDRFF B LR Y 31, CEAS RN B34 G Re ) RO HIT
P& N B DR AH g R B S R R R R AL T A (2)
SRAF PSR S B 0 25 . H AT R EE I 250 Uy
HRGEARYAEI T —REIPEEERETE
A S R A 4 4 B3 R FEMRNA,; i ] A
35 DR 2H 4 58 B 20 1 TR DNARE N R FF T, AR AT
# 12 YL ¥ (Nicotiana tabacum)Z5: 454, SK1EHAG1R
QeRe IR, (3) WA REMANE. iR E R
GUrEYIAnM, R R A g e oA R A A, sk
DU RRIE R )28 G d . (4) FRAT vl g A% ) 2 DX 41 G
B T AR SR OER EE, WINAEIRNA

WP AE: TR SRR R A G BRI FC LR 453

JOtE, (TR E R R A SRR, IR
15 AT 35 A f10 2 DR 2 g A R R (P11 o

T3 5 A 5 AR 4 35 TR 2 2 A R T AE AR AR A 1R
/KF-i% 1% CRISPR/Cas 3= B i 4y, 331 v 24 52 i 22 A
Mo, MR RS AL Ak, a5 B E
B2 R AN BAH 41, I ELE T 205 130 A5 1 JE D5 4
BTN EE R Sy . BRI, &7V
¥ BT I B & AR . PR IR A I 4 3h
B Gm AR AL R

T B AT % OB AL W TR AN ) 3 4 2, R
HERNA. XUEERNA. FAEDNARIXUEEDNAY; . H,
B RNAYR 7 S0 0] #2235 [ RNA S il f1 34 7 AR
[543 J9 IEBERNAFI U ERNAR FE A . H BT, BT
B T IAE Y R A Y BB 1 2N IEBERNAL fsE
RNA K& XUEDNAT B8, 20Ut o i T 181 CRISPR/
Cas/f/r HAEZ PR Sl 1 kDR 4H g -

2.1 IEHRNARHEN SHICRISPR/CasE FEA YR
B/HEAR

PERkiE, AHT0%MME iR E T IEEERNAT R, 2
H Al A T 80 2 00 2 8 H g 4 i 22 B R 2R AL (3R
1) o F 3= 40 45 0 5 g 24 B3 (tobacco rattle virus,
TRV). A& FEM-% E (tobacco mosaic virus, TMV).
i & 45 9% 7 (pea early-browning virus, PEBV). 3
RIBRRER )9 (apple latent spherical virus, ALSV).
I SE YR AT 35 Bk 25 (beet necrotic yellow vein virus,
BNYVV). KF &Lt 7 (barley stripe mosaic
virus, BSMV). it % % (tomato mosaic virus,
ToMV) . 5442 X% 5 (potato virus X, PVX) il 2 %
1695 7% (foxtail mosaic virus, FOMV) %5,

JH L HE 2499 25 (TRV) =& e - TR B/ 2 1 2 A
4 R ) IESERNAJE 25 . Ali%%(2015a, 2015b)F H i
& G M TRVE A PCNAFRI PDS 2 [A 1 sgRNAIS 1%
ZRaE RIASpCas9: M b, 7E 4= JLmi bk i) 5
ARSI 21 R) 8 AL B g R A, AU 911438 )5 LA
FAHTRVA SR B R A g AR, EEE I+ sk
BT HE R g (Al et al., 2018; Luo et al., 2021;
Nagalakshmi et al., 2022). A2 g5 H Ak 1 T 5
FE20%, Ellison%5 (2020444 7+ FT (FLOWERING
LOCUS T)%:H ImRNA. FI i Z FRtRNA (tRNAYS!),
HEBRNA (tRNAY)J 528 2 FRRNA (tRNA"®) %>
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Figure 1 Flow chart of virus-mediated genome editing in plants

(A) Engineering of viral vectors for transient expression of genome editing reagent; (B) Pathway of using Agrobacterium inocu-
lation method to express plant virus for genome editing; (C) Pathway of delivery of virus to plants which cannot be infected by

Agrobacterium inoculation

5l 5 sgRNARI A, A 5 5 AR 1) 7T 368 4% 4 4 250 %6 ik
65%—100%. [FFE, NagalakshmiZs(2022)HF 5 & 3,
¥ sgRNA S 1] # 3l so il & J5 14 9 48 R SR AE L RS T
H ] S 22 DA (R S, O RE RS HL R AR e gt
&m0

HH B AL 5 253 (TMV) & 0 R AL 9 25 8 ey A
KL IE#ERNAJS 35 (Creager et al., 1999), HAFF
RN, TMVEE K4 16.3-6.5 kb &4 (ss) RNAZ A -
AL FFHTMVIE NsgRNAR R X #ifk, fEfe®
15SpCas9it HE A E s I 7 GFP J&ZNbAGO1 5[]
MR BEAL, ZHFFRIER], RNAJ 8 2 7k vl @ i AE
PRFF AR B0 G 1 B4 7 7% 2B (Codly et al., 2017). 7
4k, Chiong%5:(2021)fF 7t B, 24 & RITERF0 1 920 (n
TMV 126 kDa% il B 5L A M #E P19 8 I A7 AE
I, T 00 1 A 2 A A D 3 DR B 3 1T 42 = Cas9 B
RIS &, TN AR BT 5 R L R 4 i

PRAALT — P AT T £

Wil 5 54 95 7 (PEBV) A 2 35 57 B Bk % % 3
(ALSV) 42 f 2/ 1E S EE RNA 2 7 4 1 10 48 420 9
B, Z00EE S ATEM M IT . L) &L K (Glycine
max) 1 S I T A g 2802 (1 2k DR 2H g R (AT et al,
2018; Luo et al., 2021). & SEIRFE T ik 2 (BNYVV)
FEI A 1545 1E SO BERNALLER, 2 B S AR (195
JRYD . 28 208 FIBNYVV 3 4k 7] 78 00 55 A 5% (Beta
vulgaris) S5 4 (1 [7] — 4 i s s R B4 EA R G
(B — K JFik880aalll K FREEMA). KL,
BNYVVE AR 2 A (AR A RS T LT 5
BHAM . FIH TR IA M NDPDS % [H 11 sgRNAH 41
BNYVV, 12 4sfa e 21k SpCasIt [A] [ 4% I K I & J5
KU A RE, 5 H [ T 7% 5 1 sgRNAJL & 1%
i RS LG, BNYVVEAE 2 486 NbPDS3 1) 4 48 2%
I (1485%) (Jiang et al., 2019).
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F®1 HEEN PHHEPICRISPR/CasHt K A ga i A
Table 1 Virus-mediated CRISPR/Cas genome editing technology in plants

WP AE: TR SRR R A G BOR D FCE R 455

. - VRV HLEE R o
KT T LK Ry FAREIR s
TE IR AE R
TEBERNA R G 2495 75 A [CUH % (Nicotiana benthamiana) sgRNAs 0.2% Ali et al., 2015a
i B (Cas9iT #ik)
J0R i 4955 B N . AN PR B AT RE 77 (Arabidopsis tha-  sgRNAs N.A Ali et al., 2015b,
LG9 B liana) (Cas9it #ik) 2018
S0 i SR AR M (Cas9id Fik) sgRNAsFIT[#7) 65%—-100%  Ellison et al., 2020
sgRNAs
JH B 293 75 PRI (TR iLSunTag & %) sgRNAsHIAT %)  5%—8% Ghoshal et al.,
sgRNAs 2020
R B 2R 2 L IT (Cas9id K ik) sgRNAsHIT#35)  39%-60% Nagalakshmi et al.,
sgRNAs 2022
IR B e JHE(N. tabacum) (Cas9il Fik) sgRNAs N.A Oh et al., 2022
klﬁﬂf‘ﬁ”ﬂp\jﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ . M (Cas9id FRik) sgRNAs N.A Kim et al., 2023
LR 7
JH BT 7 AR (Cas9it #ik) Cas9fisgRNAs  N.A Cody et al., 2017
JHEEAE I B A YA Cas9flisgRNAs  N.A Chiong et al., 2021
AL 97 B A IRJHE (4 IF1SaCas9sif /3 id #ik) #4rSplit-SaCas9s N.A Kaya et al., 2017
FlsgRNAs
RIS A M E K G (Glycine max) (Cas9, sgRNAs N.A Luo et al., 2021
Csy4id F&iX)
ESEIRAE IO EE AN QI (Cas9id & iX) sgRNAs N.A Jiang et al., 2019
KEFKLAE R AKREE. F(Triticum aestivum)#l sgRNAs N.A Hu et al., 2019
Tk (Zea mays) (Cas9id #ik)
KEFGALMWiTE /N (CasIidRiR) sgRNAsFITT#3) 0-17% Wang et al., 2022
sgRNAs
REFLAEM T A AT/ (Cas9id Kik) sgRNASHIA[ %3] 12.9%-100% Lietal., 2021
sgRNAs
REZRLAEM T AR IRAF NN (Cas9id #ik) sgRNAsHIT[#3) 0.5%-0.8%  Chen et al., 2022
sgRNAs
KELSAEH i A RMEEKZE (Hordeum vulgare)  SgRNAs 100% Tamilselvan-Nattar-
(Cas9id Fix) Amutha et al., 2023
LR X B ENE L Cas9f1sgRNAs  N.A Ariga et al., 2020
T X 5 A CHH E (Cas9id i) sgRNASFITT#3)  22% Uranga et al., 2021
sgRNAs
) R FEAE 7 B ENEG L Cas9f1sgRNAs  N.A Zhang et al., 2020
M) R B o B AT F KR 2 5 (Setaria viri- SgRNAs N.A Mei et al., 2019
dis) (Cas9it £iX)
FUHERNA 5 B S5 W OR35S PR T Cas9f1sgRNAs  N.A Ma et al., 2020
EE KR ALTE R A Cas9fiisgRNAs ~ N.A Gao et al., 2019
e B 25 95 B AFMEE ., Fhli(Solanum lycopersi-  Cas9#fllsgRNAs, N.A Liu et al., 2023
cum). EH(Capsicum annuum). ] % Cas12aflicrRNA
R (Physalis peruviana)fl1{£ 4 (Arachis
hypogaea)
DNA H s gh s 5 ZIKEEJ(IEL(Casgﬁﬁﬁ) sgRNAs N.A Yin et al., 2015
W pmantie 195 (Cas9id % %) sgRNASFITTFsz  4.35%8.79% Lei et al., 2021
sgRNAs
i 4 s 5 Fi4t(Gossypium spp.) (Cas9iZ #is) sgRNAsFIF 551 N.A Lei et al., 2022
sgRNAs

N.A: TEBCRAS I B JE LG5 77 07 3R A R AT A S AR . AR & i R B R R R 77 203 AU o B A
N.A: None or no heritable edited progeny were obtained by non-tissue culture methods. This table does not include geminivirus
vector delivered by Agrobacterium or bombardment.
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K 2 5 BUIE M3 B (BSMV) &2 1 S HL 5% RNAJ
7, HIRNAa. RNABHIRNAy=#H k. A%
B, B )E BSMVE/NEE . K3 (Hordeum vulgare)
L K %6 #4 5 (Brachypodium sylvaticum) %% 81 I 1
WIrR Al DL 205 5 3L K T Bk (Purkayastha and Das-
gupta, 2009; Senthil-Kumar and Mysore, 2011;
Yuan et al., 2011)FIE K%K 1A (Tai et al., 2007;
Chapman et al., 2008; Lee et al., 2012). H1-FBSMV
ARG EOR RV /N, B DA 3 A Jk (R 2H 4 4
PR R R IF WA e (Hu et al., 2019; Li et
al., 2021; Chen et al., 2022; Wang et al., 2022;
Tamilselvan-Nattar-Amutha et al., 2023) . Li%:
(2021)F1| FH 23 I BSMV F 5t # sgRNA IS 1% 2 Fa
FILSpCasm) i F K /N2, Sl 1 i R H. v i 4%
FRFE R A R, BRAT AN I 25 1 R A A A

Avesanis(2007) 0 7t % B, i 2§ R 1K S 5 ]
RN SHEYE RN EE R R HiTEd
I TE 1R 995 15 T 1R A i 1R 2L 2 A 22 O R O
B bR L K I sgRNA, ok R IEH K I Cas9%5 14
MRl . AL Z WML R E(ToMV), S E XN
(PVX) J i) B2 B A6 5 25 (FOMV) 43 3l F T 38 43 B
56 ¥ CasO% IR filF ik, JFSLBL 1k K 2H % 4 (Kaya
et al., 2017; Mei et al., 2019; Ariga et al., 2020;
Zhang et al., 2020; Uranga et al., 2021). ToMV & /i
AL R R AL 5L, S5 A LA R R SR 2K
REUE. BT ToMVE o1k &k 76 # 1) SaCas9
H, BF50 N ¥ SaCas9fs 7 M &6 7, SR 5 43 7l )
FACHF B A ToMV 84k K 3 5 73 () SaCas9 Jr Bk, 4
SRR WNZ TV T R A R AR e ) 5, JF HLAT
U0 B RN, UE SR T R RE W B R R A
Split-SaCasOy 471, F34k, &Ik EA LR [ AN
7% 7] | 1 CRISPR/Cas 941 5 I 2 9 44t it 5k [ 2 G
IS MR 71 (Kaya et al., 2017). D% 2 X &
(PVX) A2 H11 5% IF B RNAZ B I 26 10 3, K£96.4
kb, TR 25 HKATIR, PVXHJLARFIEL 1
16f 255 DRI N K/ INTE PVXER AR HR AN SZ BR il 1 PVX
AR R IE Cas9 M sgRNAK] & RIE [A] S AF M, 758
PUAERTRIE T OL T, I 60% I 1 A 2F A B A R
A%, T 18%I¥1 AL 2F 5 T-DNA (Ariga et al., 2020).
FoMV 55 T 4% B X B 1 4 DR 2 45 1) PN A R+ 43 AR ABL,
NI IE LCHFERNA TS, & RG22, ARG

FLFEIKFE L /N E R K (Zea mays )5 1E P )56 H1-
R A LA B 25 /0 35 R A A . Zhang®%:(2020)
FLRW, FOMVIi 2 8 fA 7] [F] I %1k Cas9. sgRNAAI
RNAHHIF T, A5 R 7E 1 ST 52 6 4H 4

2.2 fHi#ERNAFENT SHICRISPR/CasE FHHE
BREA

AHXT T DNAFI IESERNATG 55, T ) U RNAJE 8 %
ik A IR FE IR ) BE /1 B 9 (Jackson et al., 2005;
Ganesan et al., 2013; Wang et al., 2015; Ma et al.,
2020). HAl, HTHENFICRISPR/Cas9 k4 4
IR B RERNA B B4 15 B S 3 ) S0 25 (Sonchus
yellow net rhabdovirus, SYNV). k28 % 804E
#f(barley yellow striate mosaic virus, BYSMV)fl1 %
BB 2597 7 (fomato spotted wilt virus, TSWV). Ma
£:(2020)# CRISPR/Cas93% i& HE i A\ 30K 7% 75 2 74
SYNVH, 7 sgRNAFE 51| J il 3% 52 tRNASY i 44 1
B, LA FI 2 P Y5 tRNAIN AL 1 o 995 25 %5 3% 1)
SORNAK 3y FEAT KE A BY 1) o H 405 B b AR PR 2
(N. benthamiana)n] LA ¥ i & 4i 47 s 9 H R ik
Cas9fiIsgRNA, i 4% 5 [ GFP#E 55 7 £E 1215 90% LA
ERRE . AN, 1% E AL A AT T
AR, I H 4k K CRISPR/Cas9fa i 3 ik Ml i %4 4w
o BB UK, WA HI% [ CRISPR/Cas9
XF 22 AN PN IR DR B 4 R AL R R ) e i A
(40%—-91%) . Liu%s(2023)3 ik B0 2 i B 25 i 5
(TSWV), 7EMZ [F 21 H4di A Cas12afilCas9%5 4 K
K% T2 T 2= TR B0 A A IV 1 Rk 2 40 48 e £4F (ABE B
CBE), 7S A 2H 46 A\ sgRNAJF 514X & 3 0 75 9
BEEH, R TR EE R AL R H, AETSWV AR L )
R YL A CRISPR/Cas 41 11, 3 Sz 3L 3 K 4 4
. SR, H AT G EERNAJS 23 75 51 R 4 o7
A REARRS . BN, 287G U FERNA
SR B A BRI I AR R B A 5, SRR FH LR AR
P25 )7 S Fh(Gao et al., 2019).

2.3 DNAFRENSHICRISPR/CasEFE A HIEIHIA
T I DNAJH 55 1 0 BE DNAJH 2 Lh /0 I, oRTE
BRRAE R B R R o H AT AN A XU DNAY 25
H H ¥ il 1-97% 75 (cabbage leaf curl virus, CaLCuV).
CaLCuV# 4 3K 1A miIRNA S & 11 ¥ 5 R T ER R A 5
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EUTER 3% . R Rk SpCas O [A] 11t % Jk IR JiH &
7£12 Y 1] F2i5NbPDS3 FINbIspH 3t [K sgRNA ) 5 4H.
CaLCuV/g, #ritRIH AHEREL(Yin et al., 2015).

FE DNAYH 55 DUSUAE J 28 BH 55 BB 7T o8 T
12 o R — AR FE N T2 AT AR
FEDNAJHEE, A EERTEVDIE SR e . Hal, H
T 255 R 2H g 48 11 00 A= DNAJ B3 454 B 4 i 40 o 55
(cotton leaf crumple virus, CLCrV). 5 &8
(bean yellow dwarf viurs, BeYDV)FI/N32 540 % B¢
(wheat dwarf virus, WDV). CLCrV & —F X 2 53
DNAJ &, %4 CLCrV-ARICLCrV-BF MR 4. Lei
£(2021)F]HCLCrVAr R IVIGE R G2 A7 %5 L 1 4
FA T ARk DA () B [ 2 %6, K sgRNAS 11550 5 FT
MRNAF & 753843 7 Al RAE, 23 N4.35%—
8.79%; Jf Hi# it FT-sgRNAs it 17 J [K] 4 45 (¥ J5 %
AL CLCrV 2 K 4 (AR AT 143« FIH CLCrVidiik
SsgRNA 1) 2 g 1T LA 204 5 1 /£ (Gossypium  hirsu-
tum)FE[H, FFr] AR £ 2 - sgRNA, LIl £ 3K 2%
e, AFRARMEAS DU B v] AL (1) R A J5 AR(Lei et al.,
2022).

BT LA 5 B 1) 52T R S B i Rk R 4H T
2. S5 DNAY 5 & il 140 b, RNAJK B 848 1R A AE
Toeakt e 7 SEYERAMES, Hae=ETLINE
DNAFHEY, TR IEE | ERAM ) 22 4 0] L

3 HIBERE

A 235 1) A A 5 R 2 4 B AE — 8 R B AR Ol o Ak
RS, B RGARERFTE N SR
DR 2 o V256 o BRI, X PR R 7 V25 A i 33 L PR A1)
& B T 5B M Rh AL 2R, SO AE — e o 7
37, ZH SUEE IR A R HE R R AT SR TS B (Lin et
al., 2018; Cao et al.,, 2022). # it L, HEN T
CRISPR/Cas K 41 4 5 45 A 7] RV PR i, (H5Z
PR TR RE A AE ), ZHAEOL T AMEEE R A
(1 B2 5 0 98 B A 1 AR E Tk B 47AH O (Avessani
etal., 2007). H i TR & (B 70 B AR A0 A8 5
B DREXWNE. MREELREE . o ESE R
MR KT8 S B 35 R0 25 9 B 2 25 m] FH T
KL TE B Cas9, (H T H k[ BUisE B IZ IR
F 46 N 5 800 3 (108208 PE AR IR RE ) 0%, 1 5%

WP AE: TR SRR R A G BOR D Ok 457

R G JE TSR R GRS, . B T O
M7 I B =5 2 0 A 2 ZUAE G I AS 5 B 0 A7 AE A
PRI ZH g, R REE I 0 TR B A Iy AT 4L 448 57
AN A SRR SR AG B DR H AR o T 32 15 308
AN B Be /PR BIIX —Rp 8, B FATHEAT 7 A
Sl fltn, ¥ Cas9tE A M2 B E A ARG ML
A B, JER AR B R0 I N EAT Rk, Xy
BCATE A N B 20 2 BRCE A LIRS 1 ) 2R . Kaya
£5(2017)¥5SaCasOmibT s & /), 45 SR K W 2Fh KA
(11 WrSaCas9 (_430N/431CHI1_739N/740C)¥) 7B
3 R4 g 45 M, ) Hosplit-SaCas9_739N/740C
HE 5 4 K SaCasOiyiE 1t J LA Al . F K 54
995 55 AR AT 1 43 0 1A Split-SaCas9 W i 73, 114
A S [ R H g, UESE T AER A TR AT
AT AT %

A R TR, K R R A iR RE ) H.
7> ¥ EBUN IR B (KN 9400-800 aa)ii A T
SRR SR R A A, tnCasd (Pausch et
al., 2020). AsCas12f1 (Wu et al., 2021). Un1Cas-
12f1 (Kim et al., 2022). SpCas12f1 (Bigelyte et al.,
2021)F1Cas A (Al-Shayeb et al., 2022). 2 fi [ iE
YIIFR, Cas®. SpCas12f1filCasAn fEAE 4 H szl
BE DR AH G e, o 805 3 1 90.85%  14%—59% Al
18%. HHT I P IR 7T ok, # F CRISPR/Cas®1E
IKABAILFE I 2B T K 2H 48 (Cai et al., 2022;
Liu et al., 2022; Li et al., 2023). A i, iXEeHi A%
Pl E T3 55 /1 AL A7) 6 AT 2 9 0 S0 1) B AT —
5E )Rl 47 £ (Ariga et al., 2020; Pausch et al., 2020).

T YRR A RET S, ARG a4
AR, B SEAURUE S $BHE R (1) RAR A7 SOn] R e AL 3 N
—AXe SR, H AR R EE A 3 2 DR 2 g
FOAR A, FRAT AT I8 A (1 JE D5 20 s 4 U7 Va4 i Uk
AR IR I 2H 2B A B A 8 9% AR R, 82
B Fh e e R BB, %o v Al ST A G 7 B AR A
FRHVEARTCIERN ] o B/ S HOHE ) R 8 A g 5 X
WAL RO BAR Y 32 SR R 2 2 BUm 35 TR #E N 2R
ARSI TS BIARIED, UK R
I3 75 (BSMV )W IE B /] v AR et ) O 7~ AR B
B, R R EBRER T . Xz, £
FABEH T ASE R TT 5. #iltn, Ellisond(2020)
TE A3 7€ 221k SpCas9 H s Hk PR R B v, 3 iod g 7 JEk
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J7 53R 1EsgRNA, 58 7 4 41U IR A LA R R AN
M2, 1%sgRNARI3 Kimi& 1 FT (Flowering Locus
TS 75, flé)EfsgRNARERFT RNAG| S £ 2%
ToUsi 43 HE A 2R E 06 28R R 2L R A0 il AT g i, BT
Z 73R4S 1 )5 AR A 9 58 285 26 18 65%—100%,  [F]
I JE e 3218 3P sgRNAH 35 71X, 3ANEE [l 14 [F)
INf 9 AR i AT % 15 30% - Lei%s(2021)KrsgRNAs 5FT
oy e ARG G B BN G dn i, R e RIA
SpCas9t [ HI Ul Fg SF (R IR YL B AH 1) 85 J5, vl Sl
DR 20 44 % O HRAS T AR 10 5 AR, 0% 4.35%—
8.79%. [Ht, FIHRNAJKEE AT 3 RNAKE K 24 45
HAGRERA T B i A R, B4 H AR
B AR MRS AR, BORINIE T & Mgk FE (Ellison et
al., 2020).

BT, HB o B ] A R 2
AR, WA S R . R, REA T
A7) 25 DR 2 o 2 B R O — A % AR I i) L 2 ik TR
HegmdE e ORI R AR . A SCIkIRIE, @i H R
B A AZ 77 1k BT AT S R 2 2 4 5 AR Hp O i R 19 TE
() 3 R 4H 4 B Ak 2R (LI et al., 2021; Tamilselvan-
Nattar-Amutha et al., 2023). #l#1, Li%(2021)i@ i
H A8 5 B AR TR vk A2 A8 T 7%, MABSMV A 5 5
D] 25, 20 8 Ji5 A rp 075 1 31 53.8%—100% A 5 FE bk 2 .
Tamilselvan-Nattar-Amutha %5 (2023) #i i& ff) BSMV
N SR EEF H G i, 8l B85 1)
8MHMK N H 14RA T E . 54k, @A77
EIRAF T L g AR R R, TS PR SR A
2 AT I B AR B . 51, Liu%s (2023)RF 7 A& U,
A% FR AP ) B 5 AR AT LA ASE P A= A7 % 100 % it B
BEo MOAL, FEF T I B4 )i
BE 7 VEAE TR AT T AR A7) 5 DR 2 4 A B P R 1)
AT ERIRE

T CRISPR/Cas/ 2 K 20 4w 5 H R IEAE Y Bl
AU A T R R . B AT, VF 2 Y R CUN
T-CRISPR/Cas /.4y [f1i8i% H LI 1 3K 2 midmdi
S EAFAE — SRS, (HIRATTARAE Pr A R S 2k
SR I, AT 00 N 2 G R AR A B N
HIAR R AFEYDBr SR, A BN & 2 A i TTmk .
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Advances in Virus-mediated Genome Editing Technology in Plants

Danling Hu, Yongwei Sun’
School of Life Sciences, Inner Mongolia University, Hohhot 010000, China

Abstract As a new technology for targeted genome editing, clustered regularly interspaced short palindromic repeat
(CRISPR) and CRISPR-associated protein (Cas) have the advantages of easy operation, high editing efficiency, and
support for multi-target editing, thus showing wide application prospects in plant genetic breeding. However, the process
in plants relies mainly on Agrobacterium- or particle bombardment-mediated genetic transformation, which is time-con-
suming as well as species- and varieties-dependent. Virus-mediated plant genome editing has attracted extensive atten-
tion because of its no requirement of genetic transformation and plant regeneration. In this review, we introduce the
working principle and advantages of virus-mediated CRISPR/Cas plant genome editing technology, systematically sum-
marize the current application status of this technology in the field of plant genome editing, and focus on discussing the
problems and challenges of this technology system, aiming to provide reference for further research and development in
this field.
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