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i O=E. %?ﬁiﬁ( gene editing) ,Xﬁcgéﬁéﬁiﬁﬁ%?HI%% ,IEILZ*ﬁ] PIFE A BRSO e e py T LB i
DNA JPHI S AR . B gt B AR Z R A ANBFE BRI A (zine-finger nucleases, ZFNs) % 5% T
PR FRER N, DA% PR BFH7 R (transcription activator-like effector nucleases, TALENs) , DL A 3 JUAF TR GE & e >k 11
AR % e 0] SC B ) M H A R i 9 F R ( clustered regularly interspaced short palindromic repeats/CRISPR-
associated nuclease 9, CRISPR/Cas9) . FEEZmH A M 1 BN T Y e B E 221 & J& I FEAEDHE
HER AT T AT BRI TE ARG 1 o R A0 e i D] G e S T2 48 o) L A0 R A R I S A 5 DR 2 1 i 4 . AL
YBT3 AR AR Bl 0 ) R AR PR AR R T A SO A R R I A K R B R AR
ATIE S HA AR R BT VE T o X LR AR - (R DR 20 A 7 2 SRk AR T T i s AR AL DT T R B AR
VER s AN T A7 BRI T VR, 20 1 A% ik A 4 1 R © 28 0T 0 267 8 Sk Ay, AT AR ) R 9 L T 35
122 SCRE DA S IR G e A 114 4 Je LA 2 O s e R L %) 2 RV | A A R i i R P S R 35 4% B 10 45 5 T
HEAT SAES | IFX AR ) 200 45 A R S 0 1) O 5 T S A T SR
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Advances in plant organelle gene editing

WU Zhigiang'* , ZHOU Jiawei'*"

(1. Shenzhen Branch, Guangdong Laboratory of Lingnan Modern Agriculture, Genome Analysis Laboratory of the Ministry of Agriculture and
Rural Affairs, Agricultural Genomics Institute at Shenzhen, Chinese Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Shenzhen 518120, Guangdong,
Chinaj 2. College of Plant Science & Technology, Huazhong Agricultural University, Wuhan 430070, China )

Abstract: Gene editing, also known as genome editing or genome engineering, is a technique that introduces mutations
in DNA sequences in the form of insertion, deletion, or base substitution. There are many types of gene editing
techniques, such as zinc-finger nucleases (ZFNs), transcription activator-like effector nucleases ( TALENs) and
clustered regularly interspaced short palindromic repeats/CRISPR-associated nuclease 9 ( CRISPR/Cas9). CRISPR/
Cas9 has developed rapidly in recent years. The emergence of gene editing techniques has accelerated the development of
plant functional genomics and has great potential in precision crop breeding. Plant organelle gene editing mainly refers to
editing plant mitochondrial and chloroplast genomes. Plant mitochondrion and chloroplast are often referred to as the

“power house” and “production workshop” , respectively, due to their importance in central metabolic functions. Editing
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mitochondrial and chloroplast genomes will improve the understanding of the genetic function of these genomes and

develop their applications in crop improvement and industrial production. At present, organelle gene editing techniques

have emerged and have a very broad application prospect. In this review, we summarized the development of gene editing

techniques, structures and characteristics of plant organelle genomes, mitochondrial gene editing, and chloroplast

genetic transformation, and finally we proposed the future research directions and prospects of organelle gene editing.

Key words: gene editing, TALENs, organelle genome, mitochondrial gene editing, chloroplast genetic transformation

) 400 B PN B = 25 e 7 1 6 PR 2 —— 4 i
PR 20 L iR DR 20 Fn i S AR S R 2 (BT 1)
bR 400 B A5 B0 4 M i 2 4b, 2o (R A
2 (A 1 0 A0 S b B XU 2R 4 Y A0 A, B
1A & B FIHG G I 2 A0 A% SE R 20 S g B Bk
HME B RGE R, PR A F g4
AN B A% 5 LORL R RN I A 2 6] A7 78 5 % D) 1 R
PR PRI ™% T 458 1 2 W 22 LT SOk A i P S AR
3 A A AR A S RS B VR R 3 I,
AR A S B 0 E R R T R OCH 2, BRI, TR
BT EE R RE A A i B AL a0 A2 5G|
L PR 3R R PR A 4 455 55 X T i — DR R A W) R
i T Bl B BB A ) e A B R AR T ST 0 O R
(Kazama et al., 2019) . #24Fk , A H 2 K g 48 47
AT 4 40 A%k DR 2 A0 4 o BRI S Y
J&, Ca i v FAE L I (MR BT KA K A
PE N S RS R R PSR R A L R R
BT VI AL B E OREERZHEY
i, IF BOCIR T AE B B B 5T SR ( Manghwar et al.,
2019) . IAE 40 240 J0 % 6 PR 2 48 7 T A9 1 98 20 AR
Xt , HBTALAE KRS 3 PR IT R B
SERE) A AE G HRE 20 2 R DR g R R B R
Jre EEARTH I 17 22 7™ 0 1) Bk K, (HL R A 3 JL AR IO
TR B SER, AR SORE X AR Y A0 A R A
I S B 9T 0 R MR AT AT 254

1 ERBHBELANKE

1.1 ZFNs EFE fHiEH AR

ZFNs 25— RO R g B 1 R | 2l B 48 2 1
(EEHE DNA 45 5 453k 5 FokI PN 1)l A4 59 11 45
Ayl A5 T S P R i) 4 P T (] 20 A) ( Carroll,
2011) , #F48 (zine-finger, ZF) J&=—Fh DNA 454 3
JPTEVF 2R 5] DNA HAZ R S 71 DNA 45435
KIE B 1 AE (Khalil, 2020) . FokI 42 J§ T 4i 14
(IS PR &I NPT B (Li et al., 1992) , H BT 45
¥4 35 3 B A7 B 14 )7 51 e % (Carroll, 2011)
24 DNA 254380 DNA 55 U1kl & 75—t 5t 2
T R — X v B e S MR Y < A B85 07 I A A DNA
23 B4 WUEE Wi 24 ( double strand break, DSB) . i
AL ) DSB il R Ol o W R A B R

( homology-directed repair, HDR) F13F [A] I 7K iy 2
$% (non-homologous end joining, NHEJ) i) 75 it 47
B, M TBE i BE Y kAR S 8 A
RAFH KR

HeH B BER 454 & — 4 Cys, His, B8 , % 45
Fyrp &g 30 NS R ILTR Y A — A RER T, A
DNA 563008 5 & 3 DIl W BEds 4548, 191
BEFRZE R RE TR 3 BRI, B — B 48 45 A ek A
5 9 bp K B A DNA 45 5 % ¥ %1 ( Carroll,
2011) . W Fokl R AT B — R ARET A BEAT (4 5Y
Y1/ (Smith et al., 2000) , fiF Lh—%f ZFNs 4245 6
ANEEFESERY T LIRS 18 bp K9 DNA $5: 54 5
§1( Carroll, 2011) , AMFFEFRI, B INEETS 5L &
AT LA ZFNs R4 S5 R 3550 o3 oA L ) 42, %o
BEFE 1Y E 41 % mT LLAE 1) R W) B9 DNA F 4
(Khalil, 2020) , ZERIEY T, ZFNs 1755 PR L
RAS I — A0 F A Tk Al g Rk T
ALY ZFNs H0 10 4 AR £k 09 IPK1 B2, 77
A A BRI HUE e T & B ad R rp B w
UL PR 43 A 75 Ak 4 5 R i 8 5 K AR KR ( Shukla
et al., 2009) , IAh, X K5 (Curtin et al., 2011) |
R KA B SERFTCAER (Peer et al., 2015)
FZE0 (Lu et al., 2016) 2 EELTHEY)
A A% L SE B0 T 22 7] 2€ 48, Bonawitz et al.
(2019) FIJH ZFNs g4 AR ik NHE] /51 2 58
PRI 1) 4l AR A T RT3 110 2 3 PR R S AR
1.2 TALENs EE&HIER A

TALENs f&4k ZFNs 2 J5 (55 — A% 3 PN i 5 7
R, 5 ZFNs HiF L MPIZ 4k (1) TALENs & —
Pl N T BR il 44 Y DIt 5 (2) DNA 25 45 3k Rl At 22
A B (3) WAL & A Fokl BRI E N V) il
L) TALENs R %8 J& N b 09 #% 2 0 {5 5
( nuclear localization signal, NLS) ] A] 35 51 Jf- 45
A S DNA B9 TALE SBE 4, DL & C 3
Fokl # R 2H /i (K 2. B) ( Khalil, 2020) , TALE J&
FH — A 0 s D o —— 8 B M FT 1R ( Xanthomonas
spp. ) 73 WA 77 AR R R AR B 1 5T ( Gaj et al., 2013)
TALE #YJ DNA iH51 456 251 0 — BeK iy sR K
A, AT LU 5 R0 9 25 A R 5 DNA JFSI
HAEEITFY A 33~35 DR IR uR I, Hrb i
55 12 (RS 13 57 B9 & R 5% 2 A2 IR BF 5+ DNA
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356 1) L o) OB 67 251, i 57 s B DNA T3 51 1) 22 £k
M A8 Ak, #xAE 8 & Al A8 X 5% 5L (repeat variant
diresidue, RVD) , H b4V B A% 2 55 12 5% F AH X6 ]
FEAZE (Khalil, 2020) , &4~ RVD #B8 5 — ¢ iE
R RR4E 4 . HD = C,NG = T,NI = A fiI NN =
G(Khalil, 2020), EXE PIoCLFRAR LG, ¥
AL DU 0 ] — B DNA A1, M9 XA IR 3
Al LA TALENs $ A X A8 9 35 R 3517 %2 ) B 5%
P4 %, U0 Shinoyama et al. (2020) F] § TALENs
A5 1 PR G i B R R R 28 A DMC1 356 [R] 9 15
TN B 48 AEFE BR | 3 Fh 7= AR 52 4R B A AR 19 0K
W 1] T3z 1 T B Lk 2 e DR AR ok 1) T A ST A )
Wil , TALENs Fb ZFNs X0 3E R B 2 A 750 45 5
P, B 5 F =4 DSB FIEE /N4 2514, PR it 1
WH M V2 (Huo et al., 2019)
1.3 CRISPR/Cas9 EE HBEH A

CRISPR/Cas9 AR J&—Ff RNA 5| 51 A g
ER REXT H bR 3k R R 470K B0 1 04 R R LA
B s, ISR s SEH O fE B 2 BOW LR 45 H
) (Gao, 2021) . %L A A B AE #7645 K
S T 3 PR A7 e AT G R R i A A
FEIE JLAF G & J 58 35 | B A 44 ZFNs Al TALENS
ZJa i & R A = K SRR R s B R Fi L
BB F B “ 2020 4 3 DL R AL 25 807 00 Kk
T I & H CRISPR/Cas9 & [K 4 #5 £ A i Wi 2 2 Bl
2 %  Emmanuelle Charpentier M Jennifer A.
Doudna, A] I, CRISPR/Cas9 % A 1Y ) B % TR} 2%
EM NSNS

CRISPR/Cas9 [AJ#f & —Fh N T AW N UI g, H
ARG 0 £ B WG /35 DNA Y EIE Cas9, FH X
A % ) crRNA (tractRNA ) 1 CRISPR RNA
(crRNA) & LAY 18] 5 RNA (sgRNA) |, KA K PAM J¢
41 ( protospacer adjacent motif ) (NGG) (& 2. C)
(Jinek et al., 2012) . sgRNA [ 5531 (20 nt) 2 [i]
HAYFER R B 3% Cas9 T AMILE A PAM _LJiF
1) B bR P 51 = AN A% T R Ab A= B A7 5 R 5 % DSB
(Penewit et al., 2018) , X%& DSB F21s E4i e
DNA &5 RS W30 , il 5l i NHE] & 2171
2 TBE AR HE, NI o B ol
gl /N B SR e B8R A, DT PR AR AR ( Voytas,
2013) , CRISPR/Cas9 $7 A 1) — LA i 4 A R 1)
CRISPR Wi R G0 K R VF 2 W90 # RO 5L
PR TH B8 32 B F T KRS AR AE s 3e L Bk
INZE R AL S R S A AR L 9 AN Y — T
5T . T E LB 22 B AR D B2 B 5% BT 16 S Al )
FERF AR FE H0 8 KGE i CRISPR/ Cas9 & 43k
BB T A% S 2 (Cheng et al., 2021) , PR &
TEMBH I,

2 AL 4 A Gk TR AL o 4 A RO R

LRI i S A2 AE ) 48 B v A A B
A ST 38t A% DR A A M 2 AT AR 5 I ) e
2 B A AT R A M B R 2 P s A R GE )
P RO B VA0
2.1 AR E R BN E RS

SRR SR A W R AT W AR, Sy A i i Bl 2
HERe S AN g . ASTE) AR 1 B9 A [m) 20 21 rp 4ok 14
B 2E R BRI, — MOk U, 4 g b 2k 14
B8 B T2 40 M0 AR KT A T S B EE %
AN LR iR L, M HRNA T2
R, A ERRIRA LT 2 L a S AP L,
PR —A M N A 2 AR IE R 4, R P Fh
4 R 1A 3 (R 21 A 2% B Bk (Sloan et al., 2012;
Gualberto & Newton, 2017) . KHR /- P £ b AR I
PRI ZH AN ] /N (AN [6] B 461 B PR IR DNA 43 1 F &
P DNA 43 F 4 i, ( Gualberto & Newton, 2017) . fifi
HiAE ) 1 2R A B TR 2H K /1N (208 kb~ 11 Mb) A
— LI R T B W R O AR B TR 2H (15 ~ 17 kb)
(Sloan et al., 2012; Gualberto & Newton, 2017)
AORAREE PR 20 A7 A2 R & 1) 8 52 e 31, MR R K 8 R
AN 3 A E ST S (5500 bp) | H R 5
(50~500 bp) M & 751 (<50 bp) = Ffi 5l
( Gualberto & Newton, 2017) ., KEEE ¥ K17
T2 By 18 1 A DR 2 o 20 i o R, e 3R b Ak i K]
HEER A, TS A ) SR AR JE PR 2 1) /N AN
BEDRUME A7 AR KA 22 5, (B2 2ot A 56 TR 1 20 H
AEX AR SF (Small et al., 2013) . 7E i 4= 45 9y fn %
FHL Y T FL ¥ (Sloan et al., 2012) , jk 2K
(Grewe et al., 2014) A4S (Park et al., 2020) |
1 &5 25 ( Gualberto & Newton, 2017) . & 25 ( Guo et
al., 2017) BEr, CRIA 30~ 70 LA Bk
(Small et al., 2020), iX #& 3 [A 4 5 rRNAs,
tRNAs , RS B, PR SR T VI IV A &4
W ATP G EFR WM AR C LB
(CCM) %5 %53 (Small et al., 2020) , — SL£EHifk
BEPI AT RE R SR B A i A%, o T RE TR i Ak
b A A B% B A1 A 3X R B G PR 2 Sy i TR K
% (horizontal gene transfer, HGT) m¥ & ] ## [n] %
# (lateral gene transfer, LGT) ( Gao et al., 2014;
Wu et al., 2017) , X FP LG J2 Gt ) 2 R 85 5 AE A
() AEL 4 ) Ao v 2 S ) R BE IR 9 40, T AR 1Y
LR A 250 A4 B 2 IR 3X AT fE B2 i
it # rp 3 [N K P 5% 32 BT 5 B0 (Rice et al.,
2013) , LA KBl 1 HE Wy v - S 1A B PR A% B 2o 1R
FEF AL (Sloan & Wu, 2014) , BAh, i IE A
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Three different forms of orange material in mitochondria,
chloroplast and the nucleus represent three different types of

genomes.

K1 AEY R TP LR SR A R 2 R
Fig. 1 The structural pattern of mitochondria, chloroplasts,
and nucleus in a plant cell

ZH 0 AT DL 7% 20 41 i A% L D2 b, Gn 0 e o B A
Ji A 3 PR 2 Hp A7 A R AR MR 3L A (nuclear-encoded
mitochondrial DNA sequences, NUMTs) FJ 8 4
(Arimura et al., 2020) ,
2.2 HEHERBNEHTRES

Map iR RS AR AT EAE M I, A
b T S R R DR A A 22 Bk R e DL A 45 ) 2
XU PR G5, A8 — /N % DUIX (SSC) Fil—
KA DUIX (LSC) |, 33X P A DX 3l gl — X6 1]
2 X3k (IRa, IRb) 43, JE Bl L 7Y (1 DO 4344 25 44
HIE PR 20 K /N A9 Bl A 120 ~ 160 kb ( Hong et
al., 2020) , 54O BN MO AZ HE N AL AR 1L, AL
o R Bk DR 2 7 35 4 | i PR3 o R B 2 A | B
A S O SEE 2R B AR IS A T AR
HRNBAARFE R 20 Z 6], H { B D2 A 30
)RR /MR 1 DL, ST ZRie AR Z ¢
TSR A L DR A 1 £ R G K LIS TR 4 1Y
TR,

3 Ko G R R

TERT A AR Py | T4 A A% 5 X A 1) 4 B 1
i I T AR K R (R R A 5 R A Y
AL FEAAT SR 3 B 2218 ( Kazama et al., 2019) , M
R NE UM Y/ES R S RN R ) By R TR NS
K4 kK, & 4% (Small, 2013; Gualberto &
Newton, 2017) . FEAEELEE YD, TEE
J7 51 2Z [] % 3% B A 40, Bt 7 ] — A 4 v 2ok
PRSEPR B 25 e AR AR Ak, A AT il b A

P LR AR BE 4L 5 51 T i 2 (Kubo & Newton,
2008 ; Knoop, 2013) , E2 i Tk = 72 % A ZRL A
BRAR Ty W X R ) SR A R R 2 T A N O 4 Y
T oA —EZ BN R, [FN AN EER gRNA 81X 3
LRRLIA, BHLAS T 4R /& DNA (mtDNA) A9 2
I, 324 R 1k, X mtDNA 9344 PR T8 o i
T2 i X A 56 R ) 8 o) 58728
3.1 mitoTALENs 5 mito-cTALEN 7\ 5 i & i {4
EEmiE

mitoTALENs £ 7 4 56 [A] 2 5 £ R 2 B 78
TALENs () N 3 i b — 4> 2 ki 4K 2 {7 (5 5
( mitochondrial targeting signal, MTS) , Fi >k Xt £ pifA
LR 2 54T L X i 48 ( Kazama et al., 2019), T
TALENSs & [K 4 4 ) 77 125 18 8 75 223> 8 1 i, (2
AWFFEE X TALENs HORBEAT Rl (A58 o — 4R
F4 58 A AT RE , #% A “ compact TALEN” ( ¢TALEN)
(Kazama et al., 2019) . 7E ¢TALEN 9 N ¥ 17—
AL AE 715 5153 5 mito-c TALEN , A 5 B X £k
Kifk DNA 1) %% . 1-Tevl ( Mueller et al., 1995;
Edgell et al., 2004) & GIY-YIG %% i ) & 4 1 il

(L I =R R A A )R, [-Tevl B9 C 3 X3k

57 DNA 256 1R DL ORI 0 8 1 T 5 DNA
AR ELAE IR AN T —Fh i Fe A HE T 1 N i
AL ZERY I ( Dean et al., 2002) . P4 A 1-Tevl A N
Uil & B TALE ) DNA &5 &8 4009 N G C ¥
( Beurdeley et al., 2013) ., H TALE-AN152/AC220
SRR 1-Tevl ) C 3 DNA Z54380, T4 5 5 2
B 1-Tevl B K 2R N-C ¥ A Jay, fe 2 4 Al &
c¢TALEN ( &l 3) ( Beurdeley et al., 2013)

R 3 0T S R RS A Y A R TS I TALE B
G SRR 1 R 244 . T BB JC F 78 40 A b
TP RHR L MTS-TALE-Fokl 25 115 & 14,
PE2 % RN UK (S =R VAT N o A N
TALE 1/ DNA 4545 45 #3800 1) H (9 2% [, Fokl
R B B — AR J5 % B A L A7 U138, 2
Mk A A e B 5 A R v R TR OR i B
B B 2O R R IR 2R 25 T BE 3K 3 5 D e
ESEERN

TEAE W) v, — b 8 BR O 4n B B MR R R/
( cytoplasmic male sterility, CMS) B HEMERN T R #
HRIA AR G E MG SR T R E g
Wi F A e F1 2238 #f T ( Kazama et al., 2019) .,
— Mk BE, CMS Bl I Ay 2 el 2ok A i TR | R 1Y
(Hanson & Bentolila, 2004 ) . & [ #7828 k7 {4 %t
PRI T R R B 4 55 R A R Y 2 AR Ak (H R BR
CMS 9 () — 4> CMS #H G 3L A7 B AR A 5] i
Hoft 2 B AR AL A5 DL T K &2 & % (Kazama et al.,
2019) , 2019 4F, H A AR 5L K 2E 00— FHf A BA ]
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>ngNA
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A. ZF1 ZF2 T ZF3 /R FEHE DNA Z5 &8y 3 St iy
BEAREE Y, B A BE S 45 H BB IR DNA R 31 3 A4 3
(Khalil, 2020) , 4¢3 DNA &5 & 45F 385 Fokl Py A 5Y
Y15 A6 Sk A #4 %, ZFNs ( Khalil, 2020) , B. TALENs & %%
S N IR R AL S IR A AT R 9T 45 A 48 Rk DNA
FEHIHI TALE SREBCEE &2 (40 B & N 3w A0 C 3 o 8] 5 31
Yo AR ANTI AR —ANEE)FH, 5] DNA 731
1AL, A C 3 Fokl A% M2 2H A ( Khalil, 2020)
C. CRISPR/Cas9 R 4 F B AL 45 Cas9 H H (£L A 4) |
sgRNA fll PAM(NGG) J¥51 ( Gao, 2021) ,

A. 7ZF1, ZF2 and ZF3 represent three independent zinc finger

structures in the DNA-binding domain. Each zinc finger structure
can recognize three bases on the DNA sequence ( Khalil,
2020). ZFNs is formed by the fusion of zinc finger DNA-binding
domain and Fokl endonuclease domain ( Khalil, 2020). B. The
TALENSs system consists of nuclear localization signal at the N-
terminal, TALE tandem repeats in the middle that can recognize
and bind specific DNA sequences (such as the sequence blocks
between the N-terminal and C-terminal, where each colored
sequence block represents a repeat and identifies one base on the
DNA sequence) , and the C-terminal FokI nucleic acid (Khalil,
2020). C. The CRISPR/Cas9 system mainly consists of Cas9
protein (red ), seRNA and PAM (NGG) sequences ( Gao,
2021).

K 2 =L g4 R BRI (Char & Yang, 2020)

Fig. 2 Schematic diagram of three gene editing
techniques ( Char & Yang, 2020)

i LK R BoroTaichung % CMS #18} ( BTA ) #1172
Kosena % CMS ¥4 8} (SW18) 1E J WF 55 X %, 43 53]

F FH mito-cTALEN 1 mitoTALENs £& 7 {4 35 D] 4t 45
FARXE BTA i e R iR 3L A orf79 Fil SW18 (1)
LRI IE T or125 #4173 [F 4 5 ( Kazama et al.,
2019) , IZMFEE 45 R Won , BT R BR CMS 3 [
BIbk RAEMIKE THEMHE—HAK T4 TR+
( Kazama et al., 2019) , IXJ& XA 9 4 obr A L R 241
R R 3o A IS [ 2k PR U 19 1 Ok I, 2 AR
ok PRI PR 41 g 4B ) EE BRSSP A R ke, O
HE R Y (Arimura et al., 2020) . FiJ5, iZ B BA X
1E 2020 4EF) A mitoTALENs 4% A 43 5 % 0 55 7 4%
BARFEH AL ATP & B 3L 6 5& P —aip6-1 Fl
atp6-2 PEAT T DK i, 35 S35 DR 40 910 e s )
B, B0 0E T mitoTALENs $7 A 78 4 4 £ b7 74 5 1K 24
Wby H T EEREELERT
mitoTALENs F1 mito-cTALEN 4 i 45 A %of £ o 4 Ik
B S BRI  BIF9E 2 W, mitoTALENS £ 4 58 2508
H4f(Arimura et al., 2020)
3.2 DACBEs 7/t S & fi & & F 418

L AR TR g i R R B A 0k A ok AR R 1 3
PN G i O VE T (AR RE S 1 miDNA A e A% 1 112
B AR Ak, 12 22 4 0 3 o B 5 5 1 5878 mtDNA B
PR AR THBR R AR, 2115 miDNA #5 DA, 1
LRI EE DB REAIK 1T BE 2 75 SEBR AR 1R 97 Hh Al
SR Z AR, 2020 4, Bk K 2% David R. Liu
A1 — o 200 BT e s W ot 2 7 R ——DddA 4y
FERIWIER S5 TALE B30 28 1 A1 DR 16 1 A 35 1L i
WHIFI(UGL) @il & 7 £ T JC RNA (JE CRISPR) Y
DddA 777 2E (1 B W% BE B% 5 4 5 2% ( DddA-derived
cytosine base editor, DACBE ), 52 Bl T f# fb A
mtDNA H1C - G-T « AM 40, HA & 10 3 bR 45 5
PEFIP 1) 2 F ( Mok et al., 2020) . BF 5% & {# J1
DACBEs A48 2 41 i Hh 5 95 05 A1 5C 19 mtDNA
SR | BN I S R RN A Ak i R Ak 1 A8 4K ( Mok et
al., 2020) ., JC CRISPR A DACBEs AJ LUA% iff b #5
L mtDNA , [1ij AN J2: 308 2 910 ) A% 19 i 10 750 mtDNA 2
THBR mtDNA 5 U1, 35 X6F 28 A0 (40 95 95 10 BF 52 R0 s 7
BRI BA T2 E L,

DddA J& SCP1.201-like % ji% (1 — 4 40 A &
M 8 2, e VE T dsDNA, IR 9 A 4% o AUGE
DNA 2 B 7 % A, 8¢ DddA ( Mok et al., 2020)
DddA &A — LS I DAdA,, 58 % i K K
DddA B U RGN A 8 F AR, Tk A
BRI, BIF9E K B 0 AR S AN T BR Y B 433X
PR KA fEAHAB (1) B b DNA I 41 % i) 4 B
BT U 28 05 M, S L T 7€ ZFNs F1 TALENs 144
%% FoklI PR B8 I W dsDNA A% 1R i 15 1 ( Mok
et al., 2020) , i 7 F A DAdA 4 i 2 BV FH 52 2R
YRR IL R A RS eS8, DE9E & 50 T 1Y DddA
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A BRI 1-Tevl AYIBEEG N s AL 4550 (3 A H ETE ) | C 3 DNA 255 S5 H B (2L GAETE ) | LA e v W) B 3 42 4
2) =5, WA I-Tevl B9 N dmfil &) TALEN (9 DNA Z56- B 2809 N 3k C %, FH TALE-AN152/AC220 SZZRHUAR I-Tevl £ C
Siti DNA 25 6 30, BT £ B 5 2 2 1-TevI B9 RAR N-C i 41 sy, e 226 iR & cTALEN (AFT o A pl A A il £ 45 28 ) o

It is shown in the figure above left, the I-Tevl endonuclase consists of three parts: the N-terminal catalytic domain (yellow and unstructured
pattern ) , the C-terminal DNA-binding domain (red rectangle) , and the intermediate connector (black line). The N-terminal of the wild-type I-
Tevl is fused to the N-terminal or C-terminal of the DNA-binding scaffold of TALEN. The C-terminal DNA-binding domain of I-Tevl was
replaced by the TALE-AN152/AC220 scaffold, thus preserving the natural N to C terminal layout of wild-type I-Tevl, resulting in the fusion of
c¢TALEN (two fusion results generated ).

Kl 3  ¢TALEN & i1& B3 #2 K ( Beurdeley et al., 2013)
Fig. 3 The diagram of the synthesis process of ¢cTALEN (Beurdeley et al., 2013)

DACBEs
TALE -L split-DddA,,,
s Il
5 4
3 >
I I MTS
split-DddA .,  TALE-R

N 355 C 35 TE AL MTS-mitoTALE-split-DddA, -UGT £544
The MTS-mitoTALE-split-DddA, -UGI structure was formed from N end to C end.

[l 4 DACBEs 2 fA i P g 47 AR SR L& ( Mok et al., 2020)
Fig. 4 Schematic diagram of DdCBEs mitochondrial gene editing technology ( Mok et al., 2020)

5 TALE Rl& #EAT 8ONGRS 8 T B N i 3] C
Ui ) “ MTS-mitoTALE -split-DddA " ¥% #2254, 9231
mtDNA b JI W5 0E C i 22 5 A8 B R W WE U ( Mok et
al., 2020) . SR, T U 241 RNA RS, —
H DNA H il BT U, 3 25 7 R 5 WE A B AL i 1Y
VEFI T FHTHE AR I C, PRI AH 24 1% 4 B 2 X 4%

BifRH DNA HUfgi L i B e T & o 8 T Bk X
— IR KA WS E I W0 M A b R A A A
i g 1Y C %% 4% T UGI( Nilsen et al., 1997;
Komor et al., 2017 ; Fuentes et al., 2018) , i & &
A MTS-mitoTALE-split-DddA  -UGI” Z5 44 (&l 4) .
XFERL AT LR U e 2 Bl Ak il i T4, — B LA
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PRuEE L A7 AE H 2 F — % DNA &l aifs =2
KA AR, MR EORNGE ) S RS G (FE R RT S C
BOXT ) Bl BRI RS A B, SEEC - G-T - AR 35 i
( Mok et al., 2020) , UGI A ffi i 56580 R 2 v
T 3~10 15, T fe & 3845 T 0] 523 mtDNA i
B C-T /& 80 5 M 5 30 0 M o e 5 4 B R
DACBEs( Mok et al., 2020) ., & T #%¢ DACBEs 7
mtDNA 248 A A4 3 5 M | BF 98 B 1) T 5 ANk
A& 3 . MT-ND1 , MT-ND2 . MT-ND4 . MT-ND5 1
MT-ATPS ,iFSE T 76 HEK293T 4 il ' mtDNA %8
B EE A T 18 d, HL A ZRTE 5% ~ 50% 22 [H]
( Mok et al., 2020) , mtDNA % 45 A 23 415 20 o 3%
1,8 4577 A K B miDNA M B, R 2 T 4
mtDNA £ D1 ( Mok et al., 2020) . ZAFFE R &
FFRE X miDNA $i B9 R F ik b .
A, 38 1 ol 2 T L S A AR ok R 3 R A
A DA I 3t T ot DNA 2878 5552 Z4 59 98 i Al
Ay HE O A 20 B T R B A R S

T, Arimura A1 BAF) ] DACBEs s 3 4 48 £¢
AR [6) $00 7 I M 3K 4 P 16S rRNA rpoC1 Al
psbA ZAFEI | 45 S Pk b 7E 48 e T R A L TR 4 A
B B AR C-T 28748 H 28745 RE 5 £ 5 it
1% 45 J5 A AP 1 ( Nakazato et al., 2021), Kang et
al. (2021) # 57 T Golden Gate & [% & 4t , 1
424 4~ TALE F B5 5 J5R0 fl 16 A~ 3 35 5 kr 4 %
DACBE 2 i (%) Jo s 254548 9 40 B 2 o 2k . b
IR BB DACBEs 4351 56 J5 % 5 1 Al =% /Y
-2 AR LR 16S rRNA \psbA F1 psbB LA 2 55 B 28 ki
RILH atp6 FIH R ZRLARIE B rps14 BEAT T % 3
YR, 7E BRI S R A A b S T R AR Y
C-T ##t (Kang et al., 2021), H DACBEs 1£ 43¢
B S A0 21 40 s 5 e 3 g R R 25%
(ZRiAR) F1 389% (2844 ) | I HLHE 9y 240 . 45 14 44
AR M o> 2L AR ) K B L R AR LLAERR (Kang
et al., 2021) . Li et al. (2021) ¥t DACBEs i JH T
IR I SRR I G B, BB — s e & 1 ARG
APt R IE N psad SEL T KFEHC - G-T - A
21108

IR &N A i

2 AR 1AL e AL 2 4R 4 B I B 3 A M)
AR SR AR FE A B AR AR XS TR, S
TR AR B I S AR PR T Y
WAL AL BORA LG, SR AL B 1 2 4
#(Jin & Daniell, 2015 ; Fuentes et al., 2018) ., 7F
REE =AY, o T 2 L R 20 Y B &R 35t
TR A5 M S A AL TE — i B B T LA

18 1) 3 PR 0k 3R 1) 3k PR R AR A S BORE HE R I S
fé( Daniell et al., 2021) , N R MR S R 20 2 DL
¥ DU AR 7R, M S AR 5 Ak mT LA 3 7E B A
HE D) A0 HE 5T ECT- A F IR IR0 45 00T 2 5
W K 8 B A 77 (DeCosa et al., 2001) , #2
[ Sl i &

s e R IE R4 E g o TR IE R A
YUPE | ELP R A Sl s N 23 R A Y AR S T
DLHEAT & B A W £ R i ( Daniell et al., 2021)
I AN P8 32 e 5 23K T 95 = 4 2R RAT 1 10 40 B
BT, IR 80 T B B i /K19 Bt 8 ( DeCosa
etal., 2001) ., /N ANRIERN—E R R, DR
K- 3k (AT 5 iF e BV EE Y 70% ) ( Ruhlman
et al., 2010; Boyhan & Daniell, 2011) ., X} CTB-
FVII-LC 5& [ (% % 6% F 247 8 4k, i 15 e R i A
M2 F (FVII, 185 kDa A ) 78 M4 44 rp jlg 2h 3%
ik (Kwon et al., 2018) , H A £ 4 2 Bk A A4 7=
I RIS . RS F Ak A9 ACE2 BLEFE IR IR 2
SEI 3, FTIE Y7 COVID-19 £ 3 ( Daniell, 2020) .
PhylloZyme T #E T JLFPAE - rp il B 3T 78 i 2%
A 38 0 g 7 &, LU A 4% B B 9 1 A W il
T. 7. ( Daniell et al., 2019a, b; Kumari et al.,
2019) . KRZH0 A BEAERE TE 1Y pH TR B 75 [ N
A A RELI 38 4 Ak A T AS 5 B 44k, i A g T
DAFE FREE I BE T AR S R T AR W Al At A7 LA H
2 LA, 1A 32 2K g 36 PE ( Daniell et al., 2021)
i, Rl e AR O R A e A K A R
HEBC T T B0 = 00, FH - AR & 1 A il
BT B 1 B — Ak AN, 3R vT DA AR A,
BEpei | kg BEEER R, RT3 680 kg A ALK,
T I A N TR = R HE B (Daniell et al.,
2021), B E R b 3K 3k 1 8 H 259 ((protein
drugs, PDs) [ 0 ARZE 25 B 8% & TR 7 G Ytk
o & PR, B AT E dE A R B B ( Daniell et
al., 2021) , r () F & A 35 3 o 25 B bu s E 4L
PEIE PR 7E TG A i i 2% 4K 36 [ 41 b 3R 3k PDs
( Daniell, 2020; Park et al., 2020) , 7 ¢cGMP & £
H A 2B B W 23K A PDs ( Daniell et al., 2019a;
Daniell, 2020; Park et al., 2020) , 8 1 75 3 2% Al
2R3 7 W5 VA4S 25 9 ( Daniell |, 2020) , LA}
He T FDA b ofE i if 11 AR A6 A 40 i 7= A2 19 PDs JR9T7
i B0 ( Tilles & Petroni, 2018; Vickery et al.,
2018) . TEFF & SARS-CoV-2 %% i 84 J7 COVID-
19 HBoE By S0t/ 8000 il /0 ) 3 58 R A I g
(Daniell et al., 2021) . £ F %, % M- SRAK 5 4 5%
g LR KT 4
4.1 EER N SHHREEN

IS A A w2y i G A R TR X — A
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SRR EAY EJE W K2 A Daniell 282 BT E1AY
Daniell 38 1 5E 25 /8 K2 B John Sanford # #2151
(1) —Fh A= ) SR A 36 3R e —3k AR, FH i g4
AR S T 5 — A S ok I B A i 2 4 rp 9 32 3k
(Daniell et al., 1990) , M A1 T fie - (9 i 2% 44
LR T ARG ] i PR A A ) 3 AR 3 el 2 ok
— B BORE i ke B i 2L 2 AR L R TEOK G
S o UR R AR R 5 1 S T A FE A0 i s A1 2,
FHHFTR 1E, 5L A 5 A A7) SR S i 2 {4 B Ak 401 45
N B2 B AR O i (XA A, 2020)

Goldschmidt-Clermont( 1991) 5| A T &5 — A~
SRR AR IC 2 N ——aadA B BE S ¥ T
Bl AR P S AR 3R TR 21 RN R 2 B A R AR, T
o K 22 B0 W SR AR B 9 A8 F 19 & Daniell 78 1986
ARG Y 28 — AT R 4R DNA s AR th 5] A K psbA
P FE 5 ( Daniell et al., 2016a, b, 2021) , 3 T4
Yy SR AR RS 1 5L % B A X T SR A 5 R
S8 A5 AR R R A1), SR, 76 = 2R A
AR ) i R FH I 2 A e IR DR 4 R A AR IR A, B
HERZECH R Y P A AR AS RE UEA 7 I S AR Bk S I,
BRIz AR By R RS2 8 T RFR, 2019 4 1f
] 534 TR Ak BRI A T R T — A i AR 4L
A T I S A e I DR R 22 3 R i 2 (R AR e b
JrIEXTE B T AR ) G0 0 4l S AT AL e Ak, 45
4 CRISPR/Cas9 43 A il B — 4% 4 0 B 1A, 3 o
FELAAR X 0 35 245 790 1) Utk DA FH 40 85 s 3 PR A
PR IZ T L BE A% A 7 0T B R SR R a8 AL e A
FikR (Ruf et al., 2019)
4.2 PEG NS EFE L

ROTFE(PEG) A 5 1 i 2R AR 5 AL LE 3 [ A
INEBEHARZ 1993 4F K E T Al PEG i
SEPRTE MR B 2k AR A G R 2 5 1k ( Diaz & Koop,
2014) . PEG 43 i SR (A i A 1) i 34 . Bk 2 24 i R
(A 4 2R TR TE PEG AOVE R 41 it B 45+
KA, SR R GE K, 76 40 M R 4548 & AR AT
WO YRAT 2B PEG, W40 i 5 235 #4552 50K B4tk
A, HNE DNA 73X — i R oA HL Ak AR 4 40 i LA
Jenpagpgr SEEE AL (X 55 ,2020) . PEG 4
SIS AR EE AL T % B RIS T R4 B R AR B
WHATTE, BT R e L i AL & dar
7[R R L 2H A Al 1A DR I 35 ) A 7 B A 2T AT
2R AR 51, DA i 5 DR 3% 5 301 I S R A 4 2 X
(X4 ,2020) , PEG A S-S A % Ak 7 40
(O’ Neill et al., 1993) . F /i ( Nugent et al., 2005a) |
AEMFSE ( Nugent et al., 2005b) A5 15 ( Lelivelt et al. |
2005) HHE 2 S,
4.3 WA BN SRS

R B T 2B i 2 TR 2% Michael Strano 4%

HrAIBEFE AT BT A 1 — b I 20 K 44 ) 2R A7 I 2
TREE AT TR ) P SR Bl 20 DK A8 B 6V b s o
K DNA Jeb 35 28 SRR N T TG e A M AL B Ak 221t
M (Kwak et al., 2019) , #FFE A RAEITE T 22
FCHREWE 1Y Bk 44 K A8 i 4 B 1Y 4 K UKL ( chitosan-
complexed single-walled carbon nanotubes, CS-SWNTs) ,
O HLAT Y DNA - A] 553 T HLfar ) B 49 DK A8 A i
454 (Kwak et al., 2019) , Reali A DNA 44K kL
AR |, — B o i R AL A 7 g,
UKIURLI 25 2 4o 40 B BE A0 M I, =2 ) 5 i i
TREYRUZ B (Kwak et al., 2019) , #EAMERAS , i
SRR 55 R YRR B S R 0T DNA DGR IB0RE B
R, AN K 5 R ) 3 B g R R /NI R
JHT FLfAF PR E (Kwak et al., 2019) o S TR, BIF5E
AGUER T B AT M YFP 221, K2 47% 1
P4 T YFP (Kwak et al., 2019) , 7F A2
FOZIRRSR SRS | TS | AR e A5 A ) 0 0 1 U P
T R J A= BT v 2 S BT I g (R B e B AL A
TBAIFR IR (Kwak et al., 2019) . E#EMEG K Bk
I g A Bt TR Y- 5 45 A T PR AR IR AR, P RE
FHTA R A ) B AE ), BRTRE L] B 5y
B (Kwak et al., 2019)  [FJRF, IRBIFFE §2 A J712%
8] %54 ZFNs .TALENs F1 CRISPR/Cas9 AR T
HE 10 A S A 35 (R 2 2 4 ( Kwak et al., 2019), i
THRARIZ DT 25 FTAEAE W) 0 b v S 3R E 1 i A
Eefk A BT R AR Z N

5 REEEZE

i 2 35 DR G A R B4 Dl R R R 0 A% S TR
20 G HOAS T K R R T R S IR A 2 A
YEY) 18 i R A i o A s Hh T B R Tk, i
Py ) 55 A0 PR A DR 2H (kR 35 IR 20 i g 44
LD AL ) 7 F R G 6 D ) AF 5 0E e VAR G 2 18
FERHIF N B3 AR S5 91 2, 3 JL AR 78 26 R 1R 3
PRI 2 2 64 T v 25 R 35 A% Bt Ak T TR A T — 265
FI5EME . 2019 4F, H 2R 7R 5t K25 S 56 22 49 9l A1)
mitoTALENs F1 mito-cTALEN %t %5 5 A 2 8 7K 75 1
SRR CMS MG N, 15 IR SC B T R 26
AR T PR 4 A RN AT 35t % B 1) 5 PR M ( Kazama
et al., 2019) . #%& ,1%5L %K % X F|H mitoTALENS
F AR ] 0L R T L A i D) i )y S TR 28 A A I [A
Ji %5 ( Arimura et al., 2020), 2020 4, David R.
Liu A1 BA T & 87 0 2 4 356 D9 4 5 T H——
DACBEs $ A , % K F| H 41 B 5 % 7 HEK293T
YA mtDNA Hh 5] AR IR, SE 80 T 4ok ik
FH DR 0K T G 8 3K 6F N2 miDNA 5845 5| i 14 4%
LR IR AL IR I E 58 AR I7 B SCHE K ( Mok et al.



1662 I 7

41 4

2020) , 5 mitoTALENs £ A& M b, 3 K 4 5 2%
DACBEs ASFEARANMLTE J7, N7 42 mtDNA 2, AN
MAE mtDNA #5 DUE, B TR & 2 ME K
A, AT S, B, BHEF T AE & E 2 i Tk
DACBEs £ AR T AR I . 58 15 L T =i Al K A i 4k
LA I S A 11 IR DR A 4 8, A S T H b S
BIC « G-T - ARYHH IS8 3 2L 01 35 1 1) #F 92 72
20 % 2 O T L BROAS T ER B R R (HR A A
LBk R B v R, N B A B g SR N
FREPERE T LA N Z2 Fh A W) 9 R (Lee et al.
2021) , [F]A, ABEs i 3 2 5 £ R 78 2 k7 4 3 [H]
ZH I FH DL R Una] 28 B CRISPR/Cas 2 4t fb £k
AR PR A %) O 3 90 B8 T &+ At T %) A Ak
AL HTHEMRENIETE 2R HE 52K
(Lee et al., 2021)

FHECTF LRI AR B b, S i B {0 L 78 20 20
8O AFACHESEIL T (HEE AR b —EH AR KA R0,
H R, ik A AT SR S R % A0 7 s (0 A&
5 5t AR A 7 s PEG A 5 14 i AR {4 5 fb FE B
FE1 AT Wy o R0 28 SRR T e 3 1 5 i R 2
FRAUKA B AT B I 2R AR ek, XA ik ) %2
e s50R J2 32 W) F 52 M /0N 9T N D3 AR O SR PE
S HHED 2R SR A T AR AT Tk, (]
I SR IH AR AN HBR TR K AT | i A Al e i 3]
AT B GOK B RE, 5540, % 07 AUt
GRARIEATHAE , n SR AR B R BB, v LM R )5
ROCHAR SR 3 Hh i Y ) A, X B2 — KAl
e[RRI $ 0 O i BRI 4 A A R il A
FREEF B A, H T g R N g4, T
REAEY) 5 B AMER AN R e @420, b ik
Hh TR AIIRSE RS A R R S ik, X s
DN R 2N N e~ 7S B v 2l 1 2 K
KRS, S R A T 005 4k, AR XEHE R 1 2%
FI| 3 s AME AR 2| B a6 0E 25 T, DRt AR X
IEH Ik, 1 H T EE AR AED, 6K RE (R
) (EK NEE (HhR) AR (R IR (R
JRH ) MR AL AN AR BN SR S ey, MR
i E SR = AN SRR A AR BT VR, AR S
gty J Ve M AMER TR AL, Z Rl d R A
AR AR ARG T A AR, DRI, ] 7E S R A 4
ST LA R AME AR PR AR 2R G R R AT S A i
b 1) FE L 5 [ B R A AR e A 2L iR
TR B R 978 Ot 2 S B I SR AR B Ak 1) T B A

SEBROGT A L B R 4 B 0 0T 5 ORI A o o aF
JERNS, EAF 5 H i B Fs F, 54
AL, £Rohr A R I g R 35 PR & 7 0 A7 35 R 2 i s
HAVF 20, im0 358 R 4146 0 46 A 5L
AR . (1) iR R B R AL, o] DL > 4b

DS L PR 1A JRURS: 5 (2) 40 Bt o i 2 A D R
AL H AR S KO R IR AR KRB A (3) M4
AR R 235 g A i B R LSS PR A 6 TR 0O T
FENLTEMF SRR SE R 4] S5 . kiR = 5k
YKt R i 2 RSN, SRR T SR
EYERA O, CMS A G IE K A7 7E T 2 ki /& DNA
b XA OGS R HE AT g T AR AR B M T
YEE R, SRRk 58 2 Bt B BE% B R,
TF 5% A A I R AT 0 — 25 T it 200 P B A R A
B A iG sAILH 20 B A 3 DR g i EL A AR 2 B9 1
ML B KRR M E M5 % S, TCie ki
M R S A | o G 35 DR 4 1) F 9 I o B o N 52 3
H SRR B AR MEE AW AT AR, —
SRR A2
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