VLI MY 2548 ( Jiangsu J.of Agr.Sei.) ,2020,36(5) :1312~1321
1312 http: //jsnyxb.jaasac.cn

MEAEEE, PRA5 , Fa4e 25, FIH CRISPR/ Cas AR RAEYIHUR RO ST LR [ T ] TR0, 2020,36(5) : 1312-1321.
doi ;:10.3969/j.issn. 1000-4440.2020.05.031

F F CRISPR/Cas ¥ R R1E¥ i fm E BB X i R

e, Mk, T k&, MER, KEFZ, MEX
(Y55 BT i) X b B 225 BT, VT 450 225007)

WE. WEETENOEDRFRE DML T E IR AR B % 4, CRISPR/Cas S5 5E R4 4 B R GBS S 1
FLHZH DNA R BeAfi Ak oe Bl 4 DA FE R 3R 3R, E U EIPTR B A S vk, MY A # Uk &
G & S IVE (PTT) FRLN T ik 2% G SN (ETI) P2 G ML, ARG SE R R4 S itk 6 R (R) PO 2L R (S) . i
SR iR s R FER B S FE I GEAE B0 R AEYIXT I SR AR BB, LUK 1) B3 A o 2 22 PR] 4 7T 185 5 A 40 %o 05
BEMPLE, KRG /NE TR O ThiE L R4 gl AR ok RpoRs i . SE PR 21 iR B R & TR i, OR AN
PR (EAT N AR AR TR LA WA N ARIE A TIRIE . AR SCA 28 T VR TR e ZE AL AN CRISPR/ Cas 45 AR AE 3 I 41
Y R, RS T R RAEIT T Y S5 PR 4 4 SR s LA KR CRISPR/ Cas $ARAR S VE PR M O BT 55 BOIR
JFRE T CRISPR/ Cas HIARTE M RAEWIHURPEH (9 & Rl 5

KR SEHHGIERA; CRISPR/ Cas; 1EWIHURITE

FESES: S336 XERFRIAD . A XEHS: 1000-4440(2020)05-1312-10

Advances in improvement of crop disease resistance using CRISPR/Cas
technology

FAN De-jia, CHEN Shi-qiang, @ WANG Jian-hua, @ZHANG Rong, LIU Jian-feng, CHEN Xiu-lan,
HE Zhen-tian

(Institute of Agricultural Sciences of the Lixiahe District in Jiangsu Province, Yangzhou 225007, China)

Abstract: The increasing plant diseases caused by pathogens threaten the world food security seriously. CRISPR/
Cas and other genome-editing technologies have been developed rapidly, including insertion or deletion of DNA segments,
base editing and gene expression regulation. These technologies are becoming important methods for crop disease resistance
breeding. Plant immune mechanism has two layers, PRR-triggered immunity (PTI) and effector-triggered immunity (ETT).
The related genes include resistant gene (R) and susceptible gene (S). Through genome editing technology, the R gene or
S gene can be modified to improve the resistance of crops towards fungal and bacterial diseases, and the viral disease resist-
ance can be enhanced by the targeted degradation of viral genome. Genome editing technology has been used in rice,

wheat, tomato and other crops to improve disease

resistance. In spite of the rapid development of genomic
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ESTE . [7 55 5 P 4 ) 5 5 Rl 75 1k % 0 20162X08002- editing technology and continuous improvement of efficien-
001) ;45 4l T S 57 S A A 4 I ( PZCZ201707) 3 % cy, we should carry out researches under the supervision of
W5 WF & 3 R T H (2016YFDO102101, 2017YFDO- relevant laws and regulations. In this paper, the immune
100801) ; VL7548 A R RL= 5410 H ( BK20181213) 5 VL. 75 mechanism of plant and the application of CRISPR/Cas
FR X R B A S BT H [ ST(17) 303 ] technology in genome-editing were introduced, and the ge-
YEE B AR (1990-) , 55 VTIRVRBHA, T, B AF 5 5, 2% nome-editing strategies for improving crop disease resist-
MFRRESFHFTAE, (E-mail) fandejia2008@ 163.com ance and the research status of using CRISPR/Cas tech-

BIRAEE TR, (E-mail) yzhat@ 126.com nology to enhance crop resistance were summarized. Final-
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ly, we prospected the future of CRISPR/Cas technology in crop resistance improvement.
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IS RISC I B A BERE il fESL RS IT h RINA
J& 3 PN [A] B9 AN IR RN F ( AviRpm1 |, AviB F1 Avr-
Rpt2) Z54 40 45, T NB-LRR # (4 ( RPM1 #l RPS2)
Pk BN T i K B RO

2 CRISPR/Cas 7F 3 K 2H % %5 0 19 b
i

CRISPR/ Cas Bl /2 TE A AR N A BLIY , 2240 TR
SRR 0 R G I R AR 5 T R AR I B A R
i1 KRGHGE A TR VIR, 2 T
LAY SE R A g G 2T AL FR InDel | 4
R R Bl A BB R B g i | 3 PR R R TR 4R 4
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2.1 /MFERBN/EREK (InDel)

TEFE A H 5] A InDel J2 B fi] B A FH & )72
3 R Al g X b G s U R S Y H AR
£ 5577 4= DNA BU4E W7 %4 ( Double-stranded break ,
DSB) , SR J5 22 TR DNA 1652 HLI St SC I [ 2
B LA SR 8 448 2 Al [ 5 A i % 2 ( Non-homolo-
gous end joining, NHE]) , Ho. 5 85 i Fe i & S8 H
FRIX I P BN TnDel '

22 FEFREBRMSAIRE

FE R — Y R K3 N5 5 2 4~ DSB nf b /7 K
J Bt DNA [ UIER , SE 58 e i S R sk ok 5 2024
E N AR Y 0 R T BB KT TE K RS
CRISPR/Cas9 T 5Z B 245 kb ¥ {4 4k H B iy %
BRU L EAN, 8 e R S R SR AR ST X s A DT
BCAY A gRNA Bl XA [A] 437 85 1 2 1> gRNA,
CRISPR/ Cas9 1 [ i 2 22~ 17
2.3 EFEEANFE#R

P gt R ATk NHE) s/l S8 R
( Homology-directed repair, HDR) & 7217 3 4 A
o B NHEJ 3 % A & M 7e $8 253647 DSB &
FAEA MR R B 1 HDR 752 gRNA | Cas fll—4~5
B0 S5 20 e 4 ()R P A A A 52 AR R TR R A S
i ek HDR A7 35 PR A i AT LA A 5 1A A7 s TG 4



1314 o9 &b 2 W

2020 4E & 36 % 5 M

AW, AR FEABER AL R,
TEAEYI T A SR K A2 B DNA B2 RZH0Z NHE], ©F
FER IR NHEJ 5 P4 55 5 1) U 351 245 5 (0 56 A 2
A B

A AT LR O 8 54 A R 81 PO T R R

<18]
AR

(—'—ﬁiCaQ
TTTTTTTTTT
NN

TTTTTITTTTITTTTT

| i —
CTTTTT T T I I T T T T T T T T T T T T TMI T T T T T T I T TTITIITTITTT TITTTTTTTTITTTITT T I I T
NN NN NN IR NN NN NNE NN NN NN WL
InDel R BB
C D E
W (. TR: 3406
TR THWWWT/T%
Cas9 w W Wﬂ%
lDSB i w
e T
IO T T T T T T T T T T T IrToT T -
e A dCaSQ E

v
LR LR L NN RN R
N NN N NN NN NN ANANRNINEN

Jr Bmi
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Fig.1 Application of CRISPR/Cas9 in genome editing

24 WEEHE

i 5 I A 5 4 % %% ( Cytosine baseeditor, CBE)
R EERA 0 5 i 45 7% ( Adenine base editor, ABE) HY
& HHi#5 CRISPR/ Cas i R 21 2 5 T L1 . FH 5 i
Pz XA IR A DSB AT DL Sg B
A B R S 4, T LKA T NHEJ/HDR, CBE H
WL I G2 5 nCasO 1 W5 I 5L 1k 1t 417 7 50 Rl 5
T2 56T A28 APOBEC3A (4 i %5 C REE A7
R /N FE KRG R DAL R ) C i T
Gaudelli %5 2 BfiJ5 1% T ABE, /33K 2H DNA
A B G, 5 EAC ABE (7.10) fEK AN ZE
HSZ L T R IR 60% 1 A-G BEgaioR 2
25 EBERERATHMRUEFRARE

FERFIRKF- R 45 BR T 38 ik CRISPR/ Cas 4
W SERE T (SR T R SRR T R T

8 IR TT UAEAS AR 3 DRV 3 B 25 R A 1B
(LSS E TSV E SISEP S

LR £ 38 F 4 $ AR CRISPRi, 18 i CRISPR/
dCas9 ( 22 N YIBEHE PERY CasO) #8425 8 1 X 1 41
il % 55 PR 04 00 4 &5 6 1807 0 1Y) 4 A5 DX BH B
RNA SR il 114 208 fuf e 100 ] 35 A1 5 3%, 325 30) B TR v e
(9 B 92 FI A CRISPR #3255 SRDX 4544 53 401 11
PR, AT LA o P ok sk o2 AR S L, 4 380 TR
Wt CRISPR ZEAERT , JE PR Feak BN Y

CRISPR/ Cas BEAF F FH HL5E RE il FN £ 1 Ak ity P
DUBIZEIE AL, i 5 5L fekarh,
DNA HIEAL AN 2 H IEAL B 22 il D b i3 SunTag 4%
S5 S B R T BRI Y e Ah, #LAE RNA R
CRISPR/ Cas Z24t( il Cas13 1 RNA #U[i] CasO) ] LI
IIREf7E RNA B2 2R 40458 RNA T35
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3 BCRARYIUR PRI SR

WIER B TR AR E SRR R R
SAF T EARK BRI, AT | ABEL
SR REAE S BT 1 R A A (H X R 22 46 2%
KLY E) SR i1 28 A AR, e B R AR sk,
H 32 BB 1 7% WA, N 2 BB SR, SE A
Y AR B, TR T LAy I R BR P, T
J& CRISPR/ Cas H¢ AR W] L 155 25 Hl 52 B 7 37 1 1) 58
AR O3 15 5 DR £ 2 T R A A RS B AL
J& H AT i o oA s e 2 — . LV H
W (1) AHREME R L e S S AN B
T o8 A 7 R PR 4
F1 EFEARERRIEDARELER

Table 1 Strategies for improving crop disease resistance by genome

editing
Fmg ETLE IR

B4 R SEH (1) JaB 0 R B B AR U7 o5, 32
PUNWEE 5 (2) B e R 56 A9 R 1 X3, 40
TN ARRE S 1 93 S AR 80T F-5 (3) B i R ik
H IR K,

Bt S A (1) 578 S He PR A0 F A 5 (2) B BR
SRR S SRR T (3) SR S FEPRI Rk

AU RS # 4 CRISPR/ Cas REFEALBIVE YA P9 238, 4%

A SHD)EHEE DNA 3 RNA,

3.1 f&ifF R EE

RENCHT ZRMHTEIURE R, B R
KA LU S E A R SR R ABUR GBI R
r AR A T DR R R AR HOR AT R K 5%
b, BsRAEPUORES" . NLR REARS S T £
ol S A 1) B A, (EL B — R 2R A FUNE R TE AR %
FI AR S F H SR e R 2 S BUR IR RO 1 2 FE A
flEATRE A8 38 A8 ) 50 i R DA A A8 A al A= 20N
RS PRGN T3 b RS B B ) NLR A2 14
S RAEYI TR PR — M R0 %

BRFE 4 R R, A8 5 A il 12 SR sZ 48 (NLR)
BAB RO, AR A R0 AR 4 5
T A KB E B ( Phytophthora infestans ) FISfl 4k
JIH ( Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. lycopersici) 55 AN[a] 5
JER AT E S BR T SRRV Y B4R AR
POV 5 #EAR A0 A 8 5 PE 19 NLR A] LS o 4 i
FONE, B an, $0m FF PBST 4% 5 k3 51 AvePphB
PO ETL, 10 RING 23500 - AvrRpt2 A1 AviRpm1 )

HFR , Kim 25700 PBS1 HR RN 145 A 07 555 il
RING () 8% B F 45 & 37 55 ( RIN4 cleavage site 2,
RCS2) , fii PBS1"* BE S PLHI A0 T AviRpt2, M 1
SURAEM R e SO . BEE FRATXIHE Y R A 3
REAN > T HLE A A B R A AR RT DLad i A
TR Z R LU AR HUe 1k
3.2 MiES EAE

S £ (Susceptible gene ) Zafid ™= 9 BE Al it 2 e
PER TR R W AT RE R S AT EHEY R T A L)
HEBT, W ATT LIRS e PR R AR ) S I
D7 B R S A A AN, S BRI RS BR Bk
23 BRI AR TE A 32 rp g B BRI R BB )
VS, SRR A B MY IR S DR T
A 5 MR A ) e (R AR o DR AR R BB R 8N
H BT L R B PR TERRA

KA Pi21 2 S FEPIAYILEICEE , Pi21 AL
— AN 4 JE AHOC (HMA ) 25 7 358, 5 0 08 3800
AVR-Pik ,AVR-Pia il AVR-Co39 i 45 £ (1 45 435§
AL Fukuoka 2515 R Pi21 1E b5 & & A
PRHY C ity A7 /N B 2k 1Y F AR SR 2 6 PR 7= A T
Xof R 1) B B 1, 4 JHL O ok A% 28 T B A K AR
PERmAhh 5 H RS E S SN S5 R H
I N, TR CRISPR/Cas9 A T UKS #E 4
B Pi21 € 17 20 R OK FE R ARL R B M AN 2 i R K 1Y
EHIEE
3.3 EEEOEBREEEA

FH R L) — 2P 1 3 2 o a5 i, i A 14
BRI A PR KRR, CRISPR/ Cas REA B
W — B A AL, 75T U0 FI AP JR BTRL DNA 5
RNA, 54 BB CRISPR/ Cas R 483 A 14
P, REAE I T A8 0 % s 22 I Tk . AE R SREAE I 2
( Caulimoviridae ) HAG XE%E DNA (dsDNA) | A] DA B %
PP I Re ARG (SSN) IR BT UIE] . WU
( Geminiviridae ) F1%%& 4 9 ¥ ( Nanoviridae ) 9K J& HL
5% DNA (ssDNA) 5, (HIE R 7F 1 E A% N &R
A EIE G dsDNA R a] A, e )38 955 75 Bk ( Metaviri-
dae) FMEIRFER} ( Pseudoviridae ) i 7 /& Wi 5% 5 RNA
TARE, U E AT 2 (R 242 6 RNA, (AT il i 72
A dsDNA JERY . R JL #E A0 AR 5
Cas SFAZ IR HHHEE 7t

RZBAEYW TR LLE RNA RNA 745K
A 7= v AR S F DNA g 2 KT B AT 4 SR
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KW B RLZHCSSN HE54 DNA 4p 1, {H2 PAM
B AT R BT, Cas9 5 1 BE W5 45 & 1 U1 #| ssR-
NA", Price %1% JF & T — Fl' CRISPR/Cas9 %
4 KAk B 3 B 2 ( Francisella novicida ) Y
Cas9 FTZE{K FnCas9 RENEHE 7] [Fff ssRNA 5 25 5k A
M, A—UR L, v R4 B (Leptotrichia sha-
hit) B —Fh i Cas EH C2¢2( Casl3a) , % 2
/> RNase 45 93k, % RNA W 3 1k B A bk
XL BLY R T CRISPR/ Cas 19 1 FHAE T, {1 A
R AR e R E B R T T

4  CRISPR/Cas # K& /EW PR PE
7 52
4.1 MEHEREWRE

B e K 32 R R B BT R e 3 R A A
(MLO) S35 30 A7 76 T 57 IF AR 4 AR 1 A 47 v
LAY S FER HRAR R A ARy dchE . H
T, MLO BEPR 5878 7= A i 0 a 1 A /N 22 FN 3 i A4
Yy 545 B 95 0F, Wang 7 R BUNE A 3 4
MLO T[RRI | ) CRISPR/ Cas9 2878 Hoh )
TaMLO-AI Y455 T /NZ X AR T, & A7
TE 16 > SIMLO S5 55K, Horf SIMLOT J2& 55 8 221
FePH , Nekrasov Z81* 3@ 115 CRISPR/Cas9 ¥ [i1] 7] &1
SIMLOT BYPAAAHIE AL A, (i 2 A8 1A 1 SIMLOT B
B 48 bp [ DNA R B, 28 A 38 B AN 25 55 2 R AR
AR PT E R R 2 0T Rl Tomelo , 117 HL I 48 4 AT
RXT SIMLOT 5 R EE L) AN 1 3 PR 4 IX 3k 3% A 5
Wi, DY BE R SIU6-2P4 I B T IR
seRNA |, ¥4 70 R A DG EE RN MLOT 1 EDRI R
B P31 CRISPR/ Cas9 3 R 4H 4 4 2 1 , ml oy S 81
Xt e it A TR DR £ S

Bk MLO {3 /5 4b, 38 3 CRISPR/Cas9 fi B 7K A5
H ) OsERF922 Fl OsSEC3A L[ | BEME i 58 2 A =
AR PIPE T ARG S R B R R K
% L1014  Pita Pi21 F1 ERF922 , R iR bivE %
e, TSR F ] CRISPR/ Cas9 A, %
JKAR R R 9108 FRK) Pi21 BLH, AR MR KT
T0% ; A7 10507 20 X5t 7K R R S SO i Pl B AR 0
Pi2] SEPRFEATE 5T 548 ARAS T HURGIR I 1 B 58
A RRE R, Wang LW 4 A gRNA HU [m] @ BR
VvWRKY52 5% [ 1, $& /& 1 i % XK 55 7 9 Bt
P, T ELSUEF A F PR 58 A5 A7 ik R AR B E 80 | %

HUEE RN B 2= 5 DL EFoR 45 % B CRISPR/
Cas Z 550 LIAE R it RAE P B0 s 8 o e 0 5 K
TH,
4.2 MNHEEREHHE

SRR ( Xanthomonas oryzae pv. oryzae,
Xoo ) f= Y4 7K Fe 1) 3k FR AT T e MR 5% i3 FE A 1Y 175 =
Fik, KR 20 4 SWEET 3,125 K
WA 3 Ff SWEET JEFUZRERS 1% Xoo BT 15T
IKFERT 1 A 1 2 8V | 43 ) & OsSWEETI | Os-
SWEETI3 1 OsSWEET14"" | OsSWEETI1 % Xoo 4}
WA SE R T30 1) PthXol 5§ 36355 | 0sS-
WEETI13 % PthXo2 ¥ ', OsSWEETI4 W] L)
AvrXa7 PthXo3  TalC FI TalF H{F & — i,
X 3 AL Bl Xl 548 24 AT 5 B0H Y Xoo
A /NP TS Oliva %5 30 1 FH 3
T CRISPR/ Cas9 )2 & He K 241 S 1o AR Xix 3 4~
B 5 Bl DR R B 26 47 4, 3645 T X Xoo #%
A RN A TSR R R

308 3 5 PR o e e KRR X AR B PR (A B
R L, ik H 4P F ) CRISPR/ Cas9 4% A
B T MAPKKK 28 [ 386 5 D R0 547 A 1Y OsE-
DRI Hfigtk g g2 A2 1A 3 7 K FEXF Xoo MYHLHE,
BT S 97 TR24 (1) Pong2-1 I Pongl1-1 i
JE el I F O 7 = L T v 3 e
SE AR TR24 15 22 BRI ZK A 1A e A 3 Jeos 22 1A
Xigl , 587k Z2 0 7K A 1 I At 08 0 1 75 31 B 1 4
o, AR SR TC 2 25 5

CRISPR/ Cas FARTEH A AR ) %5 40 B Pk it B
AT Z R BN Jia 257 3 1o g A A
() CsLOB1 & 7 2+ (1) PthA4 800+ 45 5 70
1, A% T XA 029 B ( Xanthomonas citri subsp.
citri, Xce ) H A Pk By 58 AR 1A Peng L) A )
CRISPR/Cas9 i RBEFE T CsLOBI BN F45 41X
1k, AR RXF Xee MIPTYE B E 150, De 245 4k
T 7 SIDMR6-1 1955 3 NS F, 74T 7 bp 11
BRI 4 R R SRR ARAT T X B M TR ( Xan-
thomonas gardneri Xgl153) | ¢ L # 5. il 1§ ( Xan-
thomonas perforans Xp4b) A I T B HR LA ( Pseud-
omonas syringae DC3000) BT, Malnoy 2%
CRISPR/Cas9 RNP ( Ribonucleoprotein , ¥ #Hi#% & 1)
T3 1% G B 3 R 2R BUAK Y DIPM-1 ., DIPM-2 il
DIPM-4 JEH $& 155 1 X KBEM (Fire blight) AU4TH:
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X SE LS M i CRISPR/ Cas9 37 A g8 AH
KPUHaFEDH | REAE B i VE X Al s DR A R B | 7
YED B RGBT BRI TS T .
4.3 ItEERITHE

P95 B L K 2H 43 W% DNA (dsDNA) H%5% DNA
(ssDNA) W4 RNA (dsRNA) | B4 RNA (ssRNA)
a4 CRISPR/Cas DL DNA a8 RNA M JEY,
] HERE RN R SE R4, 3E T Cas9 5 Casl3a AY
CRISPR/ Cas V-5 9T H 4R A X% DNA 5%
RNA SR APTER
43.1 H#¥emfnaARa XA
(FEHZL A ssDNA ) B35 X 41 G A0 52 T R A 5
Ji ZELS A S ™ B i 0% 5% ( Beet severe curly top
virus, BSCTV ) F& K 21 (1) 4 i 1 2 05 DX 38 i 8 1
43 A sgRNA/ Cas9 #EAV 55, 76 A0 B - I ish 26
IRHLE X BV 5 B seRNA/Cas9 &2 A1, Y REA[A]
TR I b B AT A v (R 2 AR 3R | BRI AL A
FFIPARG IF ' Cas9 1 sgRNA A9 3 3K /K88 5, X
TR KA J1 58, Baltes 251 3 3 ik T
11 FhET X R Z BN TE (BeYDV ) BY Rep (S il 46
H )T Rep 45 G008 BB AT R )T
HIIY) sgRNA , i HH 50 rp i 35 % 2 PRI T 87% ., Ali
SOV R TR X e w4 RS EE (TYLCV ) 4%
ARG 5 75 B A 5 T E R sgRNA | & UL @ f 57
(R ZE 307 91 Bt 2 R Ao 2 1 S i AR 2R

Cas9 HAF K FnCas9 1 Casl3a BEWE B 12 E
RNA. Zhang %57 (e R RIURE IF Hh ik T4 F X #
JRAERT G 35 (CMV ) FKH B AL 5 # (TMV ) /9 Fn-
Cas9 FIE05E RNA (Y sgRNA B EL MY b MV F1I
TMV FLE X R/ T 40% ~80% , fij HLi i 3 3k
seRNA-FnCas9 2 4t 3K 15 19 b 1M RE 9% 2 e 1t 1%,
Aman %1580 13 #5 4k Cas13a, ¥ 5E I8 75 46 M5 75
(TuMV) RNA JE R4 (2 856 L L (GFP) il
03 B 53 B 1 BECER A ) 5 BE R (HC-Pro) | fifi 41 B
AT T AR B
432 Bt mam kAR GEHRAEER
ZH BT 7 R T ZEAEANE ) B B TR 21 b ek
ANJE Cas FlT sgRNA |, 25 52 31| 5% Fk R 42 4 UK ) ™A%
WEAE S T E S G AR VR Y B RE AR DGR A, AT LLAR A
AR ST BT SR, RNA % 2838 F 55
BRI FH i AR A R T o0 S B A A S A% B
PEEGA T eIF4E elF (iso) 4E F1 elF4G'*" . Chan-

drasekaran 2517 F1] F| CRISPR/Cas9 43 %l 5 28 85 /K
GyIEIEH el F4E 1 2 AR 5, 1 HL 3 5 [958 43
B AT HNA P CRISPR/Cas9 T. E., 3545 T %t
LLERTE Y ST IR (Potyviridae ) 5 7 B AT Pr ik ) = A8
1K (elF4E) , 25 A AT 2 MK B AL 8 (CVY V),
PO B AL G EE (ZYMV) A TR A5 A6 MG - W
(PRSV-W) ¥ HAHUME, M55 Ry it 45
Ay IR T HESE T B elF4E]T JEPR K elF4E
(K f¥) CRISPR/ Cas9 #ifA , o] HI T8 fil o 2 7E P8
FHEL, B HET 700 5 1) BRI 5 eI F4E-6 JEH B4
RT3 0 R K326 % Th A Y S ER b,
Pyott ZE17V XHUEGFT el F (iso) 4E S 5L fi 45 5
PEZEAR A 55 1 bp 1 A BLE I AR T T R X B
B RNA J 5 TuMV B8 @ik, 3 H T, Rai G2
AR S A R YA LA AR KRR AT 3 2
5 Macovei %7 5@ 118 CRISPR/Cas9 7 2% /K #5
EFALEER eIF4G , BT T8 BT K R A A 5 30Ok
JiEE (RTSV) K},

5 Tl R AR A SR T S

51 FERNHAREWHREH

kK B 2 AR 4 R R 4 AN el RAE B B 1, K
AT DA 20 5 Jo0 4 T ML T A D PR e R v ) S PR A
B, KPR R JEF RN S B0, IF e B AR
FAMLE™  EH AT, DNA PR & SR, ;= T
ot ()3 R B | G 2 Rl ) 2 SR L7581
T} B A A PR R L 5 R P A AR Y
B G M AR E ), ARRWFFE A DA AT
DA Bl T REAR K B 35 R4 7 2, 45 B ATl 4l
57 BRI R i T IR A T AR SR A
FEHLE
5.2 REBEARLNE

HHTHY CRISPR/ Cas f k1A R K ZBR THEE Y
Y R SR 2, LT TR 1 i iR e 24
UG SR AR AL AL, SRt 2% 7 w2 A
L 43 A 2 ZE 400 0 T L, S A AR R R TR A2 4
Fio Y AL AL o Maher LTI R T Fast-
TrACC J5 i, 38 2k 332 58 Az 4 7 R - Fn 56 PR 41 G
1 5 T 2L AP s PR 2 G 8 1) R 40 B T e Ak Ry
A 5 R R T B AR AR, DT (R fb B 5 42 ik
THUREEFE, N T KGR R 6
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