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CRISPR/Cas9 # AR R EWH RN Bt E
A, BERP, HR LD E g R 2, EZES A

(1. SN RG2S 2B, WSl 1L 0280005 2. IS HIA X AL BRIk TREH ARBF 5T o0y, NS 31T 028000,
3. NEE B IX ERRE P ER 5 5006058, NS 1T 0280005 4. PNSET VA XK E R U RN BT B Pl
W5 IT 0280005 5. N R K2F A fnBb k24 B, NS il 028000 )

T OE S A g R B B AR P 3t % R SAE R R el B AR T IR GE B X, CRISPR/Cas
(clustered regularly interspaced short palindromic repeat ) f& F 8% B A ] J J 0] SCF & 91) e HE S 16 26 1 4 A
(G R G , HAE R JRUAZ A ) (409 40 B R 90% iy 40 T8 ) FH SR HE BT 1 U538t % 0 o0 ( s T3 A RS 35 ) 1 A2
LRSI TR PR 20 v 22> BB L DA [a] isf 2647 G 4 | 55 0 A TR 4 H R < B 98 A% ( ZFNs ) RV SR
PR —F 000 W) A% Bl ( TALENS ) AH EC S BN RT B8 B4 (=548, H HT CRISPR/ Cas9 J K 4 48 1 AR © 7E UG 57 (Ar-
abidopsis thaliana) MR ( Nicotiana benthamiana) . 7K 7 ( Oryza sativa) . /N2Z ( Triticum aestivum ) | K K ( Zea
mays) \Z i (tomato ) S54SR R 22 BOK A4 rh SR T 2 a5 36 DR 200 o i, JEL 7 P 4 B0 AR A e 1) 45 28 A 0 9
Ji (B SRR A — S RAE YA B, CRISPR/ Cas9 i K] 2 i AR 7E AR AR 4 |, Jo HAE — S8/ NE W 4 1
FHYFEAE QR Ak g B0 AT BRI | ] V5 i 4 A5 (Rl BUA Rp i — 2D 98 3% . 130X CRISPR/ Cas9 AR
A 5/ MEYIIE S B BB s it R UEAT T 845, e T BR B i Ze 3RS H Y L/ ME Y B 9 =)
FRPE , 75 SR b 32 T A SE e SR | I X CRISPR/ Cas9 2R G 7 AR B AR 1 v BOBIF S B 5 AT T R
K7 CRISPR/Cas9 REGE, MY mtfeaEfl, FRA %, B Y
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Abstract; The emergence of genome editing technology has far-reaching significance for plant genetic breeding and im-
provement of crop traits. CRISPR/Cas (clustered ordered interspaced short palindromic repeat) is a cluster of regularly
spaced short palindromic repeats used by prokaryotes (40% bacteria and 90% archaea) to resist the invasion of foreign
genetic material (phage and viruses). The immune system consists of its associated proteins. CRISPR acts as an RNA-
based acquired immune defense system. Its spacer sequence shares homology with phage or plasmid sequences and can
use target-specific RNA to direct the Cas protein to target genes that are genetically incorrect in almost all organisms and
cells. Compared with the gene editing technology of zinc finger nuclease ZFN and transcriptional activator-like effector ri-
bozyme TALEN, it has the advantages of being efficient, cheap, and easy to operate, rapidly surpassing the previous
technology , and becoming the hottest site-specific gene editing tool. The CRISPR/Cas9 gene editing technology has heen
successfully implemented in Arabidopsis thaliana, Nicotiana abenthamiana, Oryza sativa, Triticum aestivum, Zea mays ,
tomato and other large-scale plants. The application of fixed-point genome editing also extends to various types of
plants. However, CRISPR/Cas9 gene editing technology has low application in non-patterns, especially in some small
crops, compared with model species and some large crops. The problems such as vector construction, target design, off-
target detection, and homologous recombination need to be further addressed. This paper summarizes recent advances in
CRISPR/Cas9 technology and research on non-model plants and small crops, and discusses the limitations of this tech-
nology in the application of non-model plants and small crops. Finally, the research prospects of the CRISPR/Cas9 sys-
tem were prospected, which provided references for related researchers. It is believed that with the further development

of CRISPR/ Cas9 technology, these problems will eventually be overcome, and its emergence will certainly bring about

better development of plant genetic engineering.

Key words: CRISPR / Cas9 system, plant genetic breeding, genome editing, non-model plants

B 57 ) TR R Wy Ak TR T RE AR W st A%
BREXCHE, £ E, ARREERNREC A
B T Z R E M, W H R 2R E
S TN (y ) A5k (R 2
Fig ) oAk W 1 (AN T-DNA/BE 7 ) 5 30 %8
Ap GROR CEHERE N H S B R AR, HEEPLA
M HEVE 2 AN A B G DL R R AR ) s A
GEAEAATAE BB H A By 5t . 79 55 S A%
P2 TiE ( SSNs ) 114 HEY B A e PR S 15728 Oy T S8 L 17 €
%, SSN A LG4RS 14 UUBE T 24 ( DSBs ) Bt (44
B, W AZ R W v] LA 51 GRS B9 9 Fh AN [8] 1Y) DNA XUE
1& 52 BL A - Al 18] U8 K 3 3% # ( nonhomologousend-
joining, NHEJ) i [F] J§ & 21 %! & & ( homology-
directed repair, HDR) , #¥ 48 4% B2 i ( ZFNs) {E h
% —1% SSNs( Bibikova et al., 2002) #% FH T Jr 4848
YL P4 ( Petolino, 2015) . SR, ZFEN 45 44 ¥k L)
ERAE HAS & B O M RS T B ATTHE & 25 A )
Mg N A (Sanjana et al., 2012), ZJ5 TALEN
M A& FFAEAE Y H % FH ( Boch & Bonas, 2010) ,
SRTE AR A8 1 S 454 b 1 ZFN 45 5 (B2 A 1

TALEN {/59K 5 22 g 3 52 A% 9 # K72 TAL £ (1
1Y) i O 4 AL e H AR AT SR AR &

CRISPR H A A 1) {H 105 1 58 PR 25 4 Tt )
TR SR T T AL DR G R A o 1 ik AL 3 o
ANE)BAZ R it 1) J5) BR P (Sun et al., 2016; Eyquem
et al., 2017; Svitashev et al., 2015) , AL 5RIH
S AR CRISPR/ Cas9 48 KA ZXH 4 1 4
FEPERA, B G 1 D FEFR sgRNA (single guide
RNA) , SEE 1O 35 R A1 RS 8 i g, BRI =2 4b
CRISPR/ Cas9 A7 2 GEdf/F fi] 5 46 3 A | 2
B|ECREENY . BENZHEARCTELIE T KF
E K (Wang et al., 2017; Kleinstiver et al., 2016) 5§
B S8 TR RS, HAETE#E—2P
[r] 5 22 A AR ) e S B HC AN

1 CRISPR/Cas9 % %y 3 A 48 .
%

—NSEREY) CRISPR 9 4H 14 b i% & A T2
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1 X (repeat) FIE]BE X (spacer) . 18] @ X A9 T HE
FETFHME DNA JF 50 151 5 1% 3K ( Demirci et al.,
2018 ) Ja M P <1 B E 52 e 91 X PN A7 7 0] SCFP 1, af
VIIE B R 23548 S B MR 356 DXL 1) Bt i . ) 3 Y
V#AFFE — AN 8 8 CRISPR [ 5 [X ( Doudna &
Charpentier, 2014) , B IR 7R A 4= 3% (R i 75 28 7
HI X B Cas f H AR KRS EA/ER . H
AE L KM T Casl-Casl0 55 L Fh A A ) Cas FE
K, fJ5 CRISPR J¥ 41 Ml Cas 2 [ 5& H 40 & Wl —
ANEG R ST (9 CRISPR/Cas9 £ 4t ( Osakabe & Os-
akabe, 2015; Petolino, 2015)

CRISPR R G703 12 Type 1. Type 2,
Type 3 . Type 1 BUALE 40 i F1 vl A2 1/ o 34 6 43 A
(Puchta & Fauser, 2014 ) , Type 1 %% H Al P 7 4
PO it o 2 2% , AU 2 R4 1 2
Cas B, ;2 DEHITCI N Cas3 A, ZEHZ
— N EA Z R A E R SR A A A
] B Bh g , H 32 22 ) B8 J2 A% R Tl 11 £ JiE it ; Type 2
R %0 B S F A HNH A RuvC 4% R i 45
3 Cas9 2K 1 (Pan et al., 2016) ; Hifft HNH #%
W2 Tt 2% ¥4 3k 7F CRISPR & &t b v] DL T = 4=
crRNA  XAMEIE R (85 V) B 5 EEAEH, B
iz W 5 o 72 Ak S5y a7 B 1Y 5 2 Type 2 2
CRISPR &% (Lander, 2016) ; Type 3 B R G5 {7 ¢
FOB A M 41, Cas6 A1 Cas10 5 H oo/
BEZRG T, HELINEEZE S5 orRNA NI T
AR DNA R

2 CRISPR/Cas9 % % 0y 15 F #L 32

Type 2 %I CRISPR-Cas 4% H 75 B =414,
Al Cas9 \RNA ( tractRNA) ,CRISPRRNA ( crRNA) 3R
T E 7 2% R G0 TR /Y g 1% ) ol o = AP il
2, B3R A5 R 35 F1 T 8 ( Unckless et al., 2017;
Shen et al., 2013) . Si—BrBfFARME DNA 1t
PR I 1 AR IR 20 T A 1) Bl e 510 8 47 2K Sh U5
B — /N Bt DNA J7 51, S5 4k A5 1] B 1 571
I 7 5 8 FR A protosp aceradjacent motif ( PAM
P :NGG, N AT R EE ) 5 55 — B Bt erRNA HY3
I8 K AT PAM F ] e 846 4 8 A 31 A

5 CRISPR 3 A Ji | %% 5% 4 Crispr i f& RNA
( Crispr precursor RNA , precr RNA) , Z 5 i — 21
A% crRNA ( short CRISPR-derived RNA, crRNA )
(Shen et al., 2014 ; Samanta et al., 2016) ; 56 =
BT[] T - 0T IR R TR 00 B A B 1 A Y
crRNA Z Mg i B — B0k S PR B4 1 /N 731 RNA
(tracrRNA JZ 3 7% RNA) 19 # B, oRNA 5
tracrRNA JEJS0HT (19 5 & 1R RNA,7E 5 Cas9 AL
sgRNA B 5] 27E PAM i 4k 5 4M R DNA B kb 52
PR 7 ( Puchta, 2017 ; Xie et al., 2015) .

3 CRISPR/Cas9 % % f£ E # &
MM NVEH Y By A

I O T JEAR A B 2 e A R A A X A
K H IR AR RS WM AEY . CRISPR/
Cas9 FE P G 58 4 A0 5o f 56 K I RS A 28 4 | Bt
i 53 1 B PR 48 0S5 ) g, LR T R 0 s A el R RN
ST BAR 42 . CRISPR/Cas9 i [K] 4 # 4%
ARAETE Z AR Y 25 T i R A & T A=)
ZREME T B IR 2 AT A
B, mEARCLBE AR Z A Y S
TIHHFHE S RE(E L),
3.1 #E Rt 1L BR ( Parasponia ) & T %1 F B9 # 75 &
R AE—FILSREFEIBERNEER
HIESREY

Van et al. (2018) i 1 fiff 48l I+ AtU6 J& 3
TIOR3l sgRNA, HiHt Cas9 F 4 35s Ja s F k5,
fifi CRISPR/Cas9 4t 7 5 2% PanHK4 | PanEIN2 |
PanNSP1 Fl PanNSP2 VA4~ 3E | & B PanNSP1 Fi1
PanNSP2 JE R IE U B 461
3.2 158 (Populus ) ¥ EEY , £EH 100 Z

BARER T T/ K B3 40 ok S Z A ]
T Z A TAB AR = 0B P AR A BB 0 Ak A
T A AR, A7 A Bk 38 I 2R A, bR S 00
Z— AR R L F B9 B AP, Elorriaga ( 2016) LA
pK2GW7 Jy CRISPR/ Cas9 FE [X 4 8 35 4 12 s 58 748
LEAFY 5 AGAMOUS 3:[H | % ¥z & K b 4 W i
S PR BRI
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% 1 CRISPR/Cas9 ZHEARIEEK

E 4 T ep B R R 3R
Application of CRISPR/Cas9 system in

different non-model plant species

Table 1

T2 5K A i FE A WFFTAEBy
Plant Target gene Time
e L PR PenHK4 , PanEIN2 , 2017
Parasponia PanNSP1 ,PanNSP2

VL) LEAFY ,AGAMOUS 2016
Populus

ik ARF1 2014
Marchantia polymorpha

HfE PDS 2016
Medicago

A kAR SNF 2016
Lotus corniculatus

TS CsPDS 2014
Citrus sinensis

R MaPDS$ 2017
Musa spp.

ko] IdnDH 2016
Grape

B PDS 2015
Petunia

3.3 %k ( Marchantia polymorpha) = & X EY
moGRATZHYHZ—

Sugano et al. (2014) PAA K ZJHE K T ARF1
R, ] U6-1 1) 3 1 3K 3l sgRNA, DL K&
35S SR B TR B & % E AL AR 5 1Y Cas9 #1585
BT CRISPR/Cas9 £ HuE 24 Hh 1 i FH .

3.4 EE BB RE (Medicago) EYMIWIETR, (BFRE
X, BR—MSELEFEEY

Meng et al. (2017) LA pFGC5941 & CRISPR/
Cas9 JEH 4 i 214, LLE & U6 Ja 3 + 3K 3l ¢ o
sgRNA,35s Jii 3 T- 3K 31 Cas9 HE X #E2E 1 18 0
PDS FEPR#EATE s M, IF7E To X453 10.35%
Al SR 2 AR A R A S5 SRR 1Y) T g AR
BRI 2= e it Tt TR,

3.5 B Bk1R ( Lotus corniculatus) , S8 , B F4£E
AEY

AR A A AT LA S 4 k), 38 v] DL T H b
+ Rk B A Y. Wang et al. (2016) F H
CRISPR/Cas9 4 [H] g 48 £ A | % BkAR St 4= [ A&
SNF A OCHEE AT T AR oT .

3.6 &H1& ( Citrus sinensis) , 3% K, 8 /D RI=E F TR

BrhEEEE s C P, A& M
MUARIEHT I B9, Jia & Wang(2014) L pBI121
5 CRISPR/ Cas9 & [F] 4 8 4% {4, ¥ 1) 4 %8 CsPDS
FE, KSR AESRIE 3.2% ~ 3.9% , 45 FIH
AL AR AT A AR 1 R R B T A
3.7 H# (Musa spp.) RE—MEEZMRT KRR
B1EY

WAEAESE (2017 ) MR T LL MaPDS Jhy $EF5 3k
X pYLCRISPR/Cas9-sgRNA # A . % #0141
Cas9 [ M PUbi 3 39K 5, 1M sgRNA Hy 7K Fef
IR Uba BKEN , BT R4S T HUrE A E
38 ENEHBREENKRENZ—,EF
(grape) EHE KHEZFNME

Ren et al. (2016) LA IdnDH “HHEFE K 1) pCAC-
RISPR/Cas9 —Ju#R 4k, H h 4w Ir U6 Ja 3h 1
(AtU6) 3K 5l sgRNA , Cas9 K 1P X L) 35s 5 3h
FEKZ, SCPL T CRISPR/Cas9 % 40 7E 5 %5 24 P iy
N IZ I ARG T B S PR R R
3.9 BEH (Petunia) , BEZHE,#iF, EFXZ&E
i, BFEEELAEY

ST e AR B, R R,
BEB, F R, Zhang et al. (2016a) L) PGGE
Sy # A, F ] CRISPR/Cas9 ¥ 5] 2 i T 2580 85 |
FAEWA T S PDS SR BIh R T R
AR AR R

4 HH CRISPR/Cas9 % 4 7t 3
MRy F R R

CRISPR/Cas9 FR G 7E 1 A AE W) Al — L RAEY)
OSR]I T A, Pl It E oK KR
INAZ S B R B AR A ) JE HOR — S T
R TTE RN EA FR8E & r/ MEY, a0 B K
IRA )N FEIFAE A —E R R R,

4.1 IFEERE W h CRISPR/ Cas9 £k #4%& 5] 5

FEJEAT CRISPR/Cas9 R G5 1Y 4R K4 @i}, 5
FEA5E 2R/ INE P AR HASE XA ) F1 AR W 00 B 5 45
i, o] L JE R o T UK o m R A, TR
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Z AR B R A e H= /NVE Y H e A0 T 38 A i
Ja s T (LR IF U6) KUK 5l CRISPR/Cas9-sgRNA
(Fauser et al., 2014 ; Zhang & Zhou, 2014 ; D'hal-
luink & Ruiter, 2013) . Z2 AW 58 — S8 RBHF A
BT — 0] LR R A MR R R
1438 FH 2044 ( Khatodia et al., 2017) . X 2838 FH 1Y
CRISPR/ Cas9 #44 H 55 14 W b #E 47 50 00 i i X
O3] LAEAT 5 PR S e {EL 3K S5 JH 2844 X A )
V1435 IO P i 3R 883 2 5 B0 T AE 0 1) % iR i ok 4K
I LA R RIE

4.2 CRISPR/Cas9 G FEXEY PR IG
Ve 7%

H CRISPR/Cas9 R G H G2 W, fii A T
(ORI YN L7/ K7/ R A RS oS IV A RN o
20 Z F sgRNA & it 5 {4, 41 CRISPR Design .
CRISPR-P 2541 { (Lei et al., 2013) , & BERVEF
G EBYF AT SO E SRR EN
25, WAL i 30 224 PF I FE Ar R i 3 P
R ARR X eI T O AE R BRI 55 1 K 2 B A
YRR ZBEAEY , 38 A AR K — &84 JE 2 2l
Yy K/ IMEY) B AT R Y sgRNA B 3H50F, #
KM FE N GG AR 5 R R

(1) #0557 5 K B 18 ~ 22 bp, — M % £ 20
bp; (2) BEFE A B0 557 51 0 R o 5 T R IR
— LR — A AN A (3) kR AR
SRR R ST A Rk e )T A 2K
AJFH), ZBE T ¥ GC & &N 40% ~ 50% H it
15 (4) #8455 5 FLVF 1~2 bp AUEE D, 1H 0 £
B SR AL DT LA /N T 18 bp,

R T AR R A G v A M e 3 R A
T W F 5 3 PAM 7 5 T @ik it £ A4
seRNA, X 4 J5 180 00 K I o 4 S PR 4 1
sgRNA H0m 7 TAEHE,

4.3 CRISPR/Cas9 2 FEXEYHHERE R
B RSB IE L a @

X i 2 P A A AT 208 25 A T R O S A B A
KAEYIBR T I S25 ik oh . AnmgdI %  SMART
Frids (SSA R 2R AR E P AG I L | Sanger I 7 A
(Yang et al., 2013; Hendel et al., 2014; Yin et
al., 2015) . LAZEA 25 200 R A I 7 32 Sk Bl A

At T R A BT Sk PR A R R Y A DG R
CRISPR-GA ( CRISPR Genome Analyzer, http: //
54.80.152.219/) , HHETAERAAE Y H fig i 1o 441
5 5% sgRNA SRS VI HE &5 DNA R B v 3 2o
S5E MG ARE seRNA #E5 #547 e BORPE H
br sgrna ) 4FE P4 ( Cradick et al., 2014 ; Sun et al. |
2015) o JLTE PRI A R AR AN M (2 2o 2 45 Ry B B
MEFMEZ LS ERAHEHER &M
ngNA,ﬁHﬂ'ﬁj}o

4.4 CRISPR/Cas9 Z G EIEMHPHWEANE
ja) &3

2 ORI R CRISPR/ Cas9 £ S TERE AR YY)
AR AR 2R ) ()3 975 , 5 B CRISPR i 5 4% R
fiff (e UL Cas9) HEX A9 FE 5 RNA (gRNA),
H— B E R B 1) DNA B X B8 ; 9K 5 4% TR T
S U TE ( Wang et al., 2015) , 4 A& & HL
S T HT A E B DNA R 3, {048 R 234 A ER
T — S g B | 30 B DNA AR RS 28 i AL, 5 HL
AIfgR A PR AE L N, S TR S %48, CRISPR/
Cas9 RGLIA V5| ANBA TEHIREE M “ K" DNA
BE ARG AREERR R IR VR M 2 ) & & (HDR) A5 —
T2 R AT (2 b A8 52 A S T &t i 43 1k
A A M43 202 HDR AR B AR 2%

4.5 CRISPR/Cas9 G EFEXEWH = ERE
. (o] 7%

FFH 8 A% 5% A0 A9 2 6 SE DR bR, 3 5 7 T 4%
e, HATH DGR 58 38 WA % A 3008 5 4R K/
MR ., CRISPR/Cas9 %t % 8 & 4 b, i
Cas9 & A B R T 5 kb, T LA 38 AL 56 AL 3 R AE —
ERRESZ R, AR — BB 5T K BE i DL
SEHALIY 7 X (BRI e 3 hCas9 F LRI MR, 2
Je B 1 28 Cas9 1 /NI sgRNA 5t 47 % 16 2 hCas9
FakRH) 153 T 5 B A5 6 CRISPR/Cas9 [A] # 1Y
FARAE MR, (R J7 2 238 T LA ok 32 1R 1
BALEAL R 5, H hCas9 L[N 3G FAEY) LK 4H
A IR FEAE A H BT AR 7] A ( Lowder et al., 2015;
Mikami et al., 2015) ,

4.6 AHEEFRGEZRGEEEXNEYHHNA
ia]

CRISPR/ Cas9 Fui 2 5 28 58 1) 0 F S 8 17
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DNA XUEEAN A A Wi 24 m 16 B0 8 3 sgRNA HE i)
FEANE R FH e e i A ISR 2 ATk I A e ( B
8, 2017) o BXIEE A B 2 IE SRR 23% ~
35%, HEIZRSGC L7 Y b a2,
IEH AR A R Z A TE T, % R 50 H fig 55 90514 5
B CoT 3 G—A Mgk, SIS R miE
PEGT AR ER K, B0 3 4 5 2R G475 4R & S 30
D7 5 77 /DB DNA RS A B B2k

5 #% CRISPR/Cas9 % 4 7 3
BE KA A P By LR R A R K e

50 EE2EXEYVEERANF

SRRy 1 H 2 AR A5 P A ) R 4 )y
G, ER LA S AR LA A K R F .
HEACFE Y5 IR X P R0 T I AE R IR 3
et B EF M b R EZAEH ., CRISPR/Cas9
RO T R R 4 4w 0T, W] D4 T 2 1 2 R )
AEZAS B 2 19352415 2 (Zhang et al., 2016b) , ¥
Z AR Y, 7 25 A il o A= B b B Tz 1 Ak
2538 0 M A AE K BE J7, CRISPR/Cas9 H5 A 1 1 ]
HE A2 T E AR vt A B A R 1Y) — S AR R MR R PR Y
T 7S TN 7 I R v e [
CRISPR/Cas9 F e 1w N 1 8 2= 3k AR i i
R FNEE S S ML, AT LA 2 5 PR R I A A
ZRAF | LSBT 3 R A e
5.2 sgRNA #1 ssODNs 1% it

TE CRISPR/Cas9 & K 41 4t 48 4% K 1, Cas9 2
PR B A7 A0 1 i 24 2282 i PAM T3 51
ik RNA (sgRNA) HAY 20 nt FFAIHE R, K,
seRNA J7 3 () vE £ LA f ) M, B T Cas9
BRI AL, B, UATA PAM T
HI), Ho PAM 3102 NGG (N J2 4T B i AL ) FE 91,
HWK, R T 90 U E i R Cas9 8 Y B 2K R
seRNA 751 b % 5 3 R 41 - 19§85 571 7= B DC i
(Cencic et al., 2014) . AL, sgRNA 5 5L K 21 H
B R 2, SWRA 7 28U, &
JETEBE T sgRNA B A BE N 20 nt 45 52 3 17
nt, A B TREARES I LR

7£ CRISPR/Cas9 Ft K 4H 4 5 7 A 1, sgRNA
BB AL AR R B AR E B e, A R
B E AL (ssODNS) Y 3 11t J& — 4~ 56 5k ] L,
PRI [E] Y DNA & Z 80 (HR 1 NHEJ) 75 XUk
WrSlf5 4 5 5. PR DNA &85 50 X 9 7E T
HR 5% 1 A [FJEAE 2 B4R, B kG 4 DNA, B 54
LR TR (ssODNs) it F1iZ B0 1Y) HR W] LLiEAT
FEH0 0 5, 28 78 Al AR ER DNA L 4 7E #4551
A 1K R BEDNA P38 2 B0 ] DL 7%
A FTERE R 1 A XS ORL T 4F 3K ssODNs AL
T ORUEE R AR S R AL S B R, O T R
EBE AR, ssODN AL 45 AL (] 5 51 B AN, 4 )
W 20 3/ J7 A5 5 [a] ZE fifi 22 /0 40 nt /95 371
(Ran et al., 2013), 7EUCIEAE E 5 b 5] ARG
AUXREEE T DL PR MR D 2 SR
(RFLP) AR 77 8 iy 6 0 356 R i 4 3R 0 02 543 3K
5.3 Cas9 EHHIKIE

H T CRISPR/Cas9 ¥ AR 1Y & J& , bt 5% N b1 bR
T I KRB A Y SpCas9 RGEZ AN b A T R o
TE 2015 4, 506 AT B % BT — Fh o ] 20 04 2% 1R i
(-Cpfl), Bt Cas9 H ] M & Al DL 8k 58 1
crRNA B9 0 T A1 A% 24, 17 AN A Mt T 4% B8 A% TR il
(RNase) fl tracrRNA, —Cpfl AL AT VL)%l DNA
FFA BT LLVE R T RNA, I Ho 3% e 3 4
(Kim et al., 2016) . [R5, 7k WA 5% A B ik & 30
T 1AHEA R C,C,, {E %41 3 5 2 1Y
RNA FEHIEA 7O, X 25 & BUAT LA I 5% & fi
PR B ] R AL A R

6 &%

CRISPR/Cas9 £ K FH 2013 4E[A] IR, B4
T (1 K B Z2 FhoRE 9 1 a8 4% B RP Y AT
HI A TALENs\ZFNs 1% 5 R 2 48 0 R 5, mil R
RO PRAE SN R FEM Dl TR 2 5L
% (EAY SR CRISPR/ Cas9 2 4t 55 M 2H 4 i 3
BN TR AR ) AR 4y KA, (A2 S s R
N S B 22 o 2 Yy AR R AR ) R ME Y T HE
RAKTES M TEE, (D) REFHERED
Kyg, BARHRTF 2B Y, U HE RIEY Y
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SIMNAMF TAEC LN, HE,REZIEHESK
A 1) 55 TR 2L 05 B0 3 o AR B 1P 2 00 T B
ARIIEF LA 28, — B L BHAT T CRSPR/
Cas9 I ARTEMY N TREF RN, (2)3
Tl R A FE . HATFE SRR XA
sgRNA A5 T1 32 2038 1k AFF 58 A B3 6 il 4 35 1R 4
TFhikit, H X sgRNA 945 508 2 22 0 ik 56
HE— 25 IS UEAG S , 7™ 5 52 W 0 SR ROR AR
A BRI LT et 2 0y (3) JEAER
e R RS, HAET, B A F 2R AR
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