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[Abstract |

editors developed based on this technology confer CRISPR -Cas9 system more powerful gene editing capabilities, and accelerate its

The development of CRISPR-Cas9 technology has greatly promoted the progress of gene editing. Base editors and Prime

application in clinical gene therapy. Although the CRISPR-Cas9 system has been optimized much, it still needs to be improved in

terms of specificity, safety and delivery in vivo. This review briefly introduces and looks forward to the research progress regarding the

above three concerns.
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$K CRISPR-Cas9 £ A H #4583 , (5 )z v F
Il PR3 PRA YT B A — 2 B XU, HE e Sk e
SRR S5 A R Tt

1 CRISPR-Cas9 &M H 14

5 2 A SpCas9 £7 76" 51 1Y AT AN, 2 1 e
I — RGBS, 25 T A AT
Ak FIH Cas9 VI EEFIR sgRNA™ , 55 F FHAR TG
Cas9 fll & Fok1 FIXLsgRNA # 1] DA 5 25 PR A e
Xf sgRNA FY 2t o m o 384 ke e be dn ek el
sgRNA (Truncated sgRNA) " Fl &+ sgRNA (haripin-
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(1.1) , iXFift Cas9 ZEUFFAIR T Cas9 5 HLAMiE DNA
MIZER T o RIS RIRY 3, Kleinstiver 55 FF &
T E R ERAK SpCas9-HF1, Chen %5 F| H eSp-
Cas9(1.1) F1 SpCas9-HF1 7855 L ] [ 51 285 45 Bof 2%
S A IS 1 BROIR 2 O AL ) %o BB A 7Y CasQ R AT 22 Bk
MR IE7E  ARAT T S H. i D F T 1 R AR 50 8 3% e 10
HypaCas9. Casini 4"/ 7F [ £} I X} Rec3 45 14 5 58
75 1) SpCas9 SCPE JEAT i 16 , %5 th 1 DU B R A
evoCas9, LA X — 8 A AR S PEAR iy, (H A Al K
REAR T S iG Ve o Lee 55 /R FH R W A T i 328 14
Sniper-Cas9 , 75 R ARG PE )[R, L RE P4 5
Az 71 SpCas9 AH 4 Y A1 1

AEF T B A2 Y SpCas9 1Y 4 55105 7 , 48 K 7
Cas9 5 P L 5 728 PR (10 56 DX 44 4 1% 1P 220 R B, FROAR
Sniper-Cas9 {45 1 FIHEF AL AU Cas9 AH 4 1) 5 K Gt i
WM (EJR R S L A 2 A A R, I &
R PE AT AR PR 98 A2 AR Cas9 AR T

2 EREFERANREMN

B DR G B R R AT S AN 2 0 2 i 1
P RORHIN 2 4 PRI, 4 Cas9 415 DNA XU
%4 (double-strand breakage , DSB) 2> §: Z{ DNA K i
BEoh I e AR 5y 217, Cas9 B 23K 2 3G P53
K, Cas9 TEIE RN A 7E VS TE T B 14 S
AT R S B 2 L 2 T i A | CasO T MRS
HEPR P S — R EE B AT DU eie vk )i,

2.1 WA E

DSB fY 7 A= %k 40 i ok i Je AF 7 E A F 0, Sk
T Cas9 T AR (TR IE G 4 B ke 5 1 DSB (1742, X
SEHLT AR . ETE IR R A
T R I el 3 A A (cytosine base editor, CBE) LI
T N A B 3 2 45 7% (adenine base editor, ABE) ™
CBE {uff T i e 1 2 Pt A4 1 JHL W W (G ) I 2 k™ A
PRUEWE(U) , 7 DNA B S A Hil i e b, U R 5
U g R E (T) 755 C 2 T A9 58748 5 ABE il ]
20 T TP T AT A B4 J T I 2 (Tad A) fiE AL iR
MRS (A) 40 S L (D), 76 2 i FiiE & i i 72 v
DNA AW LRBIN G, 5 A A B GINRAE,

W] CBE MUAS BE3 HA 7 51 g 4 1 A
() ERE T V78 B AROL A2 B — 2 He i At 18 58
AF(CRAEML A B G) . BE47E BE3 JEffi L4 h mig e
M A B 41 ) 25 1 (uracil glycosylase inhibitor pro-
tein, UGL) 3 MBI WA, #2155 1 2003, FEAK 11
AETEPERY S Thuronyi 452" ) FH I & A B R AL £ R

I % H evoAPOBEC1-BE4max, 1] LA $# 75 CBE 7F GC
JPA L SRIRACE . 4 B AR S AR 24 C i
S S R L G2, BT g R 1 11 B R el
JP B AS >* 14) J58 S i P LA A 0 AR Aok o 5 00 5 ot
BV . BRI g AR AR AN 237 4 DSB (H s L)
BRI& S 4 A B AT A 4 AR R P24, BE4 il —
s TR R Sfe T8 %) W 2K o 4P B 1 Mu Gam AT DAAT
B> CBE A5 4 A/ o il ik LAk ot 2 il
TadA 5 nCas9 ¥J FI i (D10A ) 22 [6] 132422731, v LA
53] Gt A% % T 5 19 ABEmax >, Richter 2258 32
WG A Al B AL — 25 E4E T TadA 1531 1Y ABESe
AR KR 5 T A-T 3 G- C A g s5e% , H s
T35 kg 7 ) R AR

FH T 08 35 A R 4 1 P %) I 20l 2% 5 BRLE DNA
FIRNA 454, U HIE CBE, 2578 4% DNA FIRNA |
FEA AR R S T e )
1, Zhou 55 5E L R 2 5 RNA 1945 & 1T
% T 3/ CBE 28 S /A F1 1 > ABE 48 S 440, g A i 4
fE 1R e A R
22 RFHBEE

Auzalone 55 I & 1 58 T 4B , 7T LIRS HESCEL
12 Fh 5 2828 R/ i BE B4R AR o e 3 gmi a8 00
$5 nCas9 U] 11 [iff (H840A ) 13 i SR B 45 #4358, LA Ko
3' Ui dE T H bR 58 AR 19 30 B SRABON RN 1 TR IR i SR
B 51 9 45 & 47 45 (primer binding site , PBS) A9 pe-
gRNA . 7E pegRNA 5| 5, nCas9 ) % 3 B Ak B
#EE , B IE B M S pegRNA 33 PBS 741 B
ANEL X S, 0 S LA pegRNA 37 3 71T A A A F
TG 5% 8 M DNA T8 11 DNA & 52 HL1HI 52 31
SRAR SN BERAE AN . SAEGE IR E A
BAH L, 55 4 i A 2 T e 1) S SR AT Y
) R
2.3 CRISPR/Cas9 &P 64 45 A B 35
23.1 #CRISPR% @

Bifi % K SR $5 P 7 anti- CRISPR (Acr) 25 A 1 %
B, BHEZIT IR B S 2R 1 F 45 Cas9 B 1Y
TEPER, Acr 2 1 T4k CRISPR-Cas9 R4 195 = &
B2 sgRNA SerPESE & Cas9 2R 11, 5l 14 6
Cas9 B R BTGP, E BB I A Acr FE 5 Cas9 19
B EAE A R TS DNA £54, s BH 1k
T HNH B Bl 45 i 3 3G s T Aer R LR
ARG I SR IR, PR T LA IR X Cas B 2
il K v TR 52, 9 AN AE CRISPR R4 R ¥A/E 2 5
BN Acr TT A4 ] R08 /D i 50 g i
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B I 2t AT AXT Cas9 P HEF RSB
P TR R AR ARYER, AT LASZEI T CasO B4R
TG M A P da ] . Hemphill 255 GBI E #i42
R, B T —FioGEE Cas9, 38 5 7R 40 A Ak
FEA IS BE (RN A (PyIT)ARNA 4 B (PCKRS)
AT DA 6B R R R S P B A Cas9 P, X R
e Cas9 B R BEAE 365 nm JGIEST 120 s & , Hik
P AT LAV A2 30 B A UK SF- o Nihongaki 4677 #E T
—FPEEE Cas9(paCas9) , A H—FOEIAE T R ILE
155K Cas9 B IS i B o3 ol 2l P B 1 1 1 7
e, FEEYCRRSTT , S U SRR B X, T2 pa-
Cas9 5T CasO NETEEA W& 225,

AL, Zhang %5 8 T —Fha a4 6 crRNA
SR CRISPR-Cas9 1 P 1 714 | 3% — SR W4 4 1=
R E S5 A GE B FHEBA R T —F B m
crRNA, 4 4= & E B2 Cas9-crRNA/tractRNA
5 DNA U454 78 365 nm BAMEIEGT T, A2 R E AN
ANIHERE M 2B , 2 CRISPR-Cas9 RGEHIIIAE
2.3.3  ANoF A A

Choudhary 52 5 % ¥ & T —Flt (5 38 & 7 1€ 7
G100 B H— BN SpCas9 #1775 BRD0539,
Xof 3 A A i) 790 28 4 T AR JS TT LUK SpCas9 BTG PE R
i 78% . BRDO0593 ii4: Cas9 M TG 2 I 330 1 , 3 H.
X B R AT HKPTT, AT AR S T RS AR A, X
CRISPR-Cas9 #1745 i i B 23 P8 22, B T W 14 17
FHRTS
24 P53 L R R

CRISPR-Cas9 [ 40 M s MEAEAS [F] 20 A 3 oA T
AN, XA 4 M P P53 2 A SR 4 T
WPEAHDC . AEXT NN R e Cas9 S5 , 5717 B A Y
TP53 J [R] 1) 4 it 22 2 B0 o B v 1) 4t L ) 0 452 s 7K
SEHYS Enache MR B, TE AL R 51 A
Cas9 2> S p53 @ I 1M, i FAMIH 1=, Thry
ERHEXT AR Z BT AT T4 BT, CasO 15T 11
XU BT 54 251 R 25U AE T, X Fh i i 2 P
WA T TPS3 FLIG , A LA K K BEAIK T 48 71 B 4 7Y
TP53 4 i 5L R R 805 g R A n i fif 1 28
T T ) 2 200 L PH T AR T, SX BN TP53 28
AR H RS, iTRE S FBURIER &4 . ILTER]
S R G AR B A VR I, Wil TPS3 PR TE A
FTE L R T 9#E P53 %W, Charlesworth 2524046 A2
LT A T G028 BRI AG: T st % B, 34 148 8 5 v 22 /0
— 2 N IILTE %5 SaCas9 F1 SpCas9 Tk, K ik

Cas9 [ G JE AL AE N T I R B FH A XU . 55 4h,
TRANE B gRNA 2551 KGR SO, X g RNA 32
FAEAT LIRS RS e P , B0 e R g

BIRTE Cas9 B A7 TH E 28 T 18 2 0ilt,
{H — S SR R0 A 1) 8 A 1 () BT /2 Cas 448 7
A 1) I R I FH A B 6, DR LT & 2 1 8 Cas9 28
ASAR I TP53 BTG BY Cas9 98 A8 4 AR # 928 JsvE
Cas9 SR AR RS AT LI R IR R i e 4 A
R T H

3 ERFERNERES

1ot A 18 ke DA s 1 B T 0 A AT R ML A 3
B AN A ANZEZ A S0 A e i —
AMERI PR . H AT 28O 58 48 A 5 7
(Adeno associated virus, AAV) FIE 5 B 3R AT 7 A 5%
FHE KGR AEAE LU R R DR AR 2 A B
QFFLEME R IR 2318 UL ;s Bk B A AR B 2%
VR ) S8 S 3 OV TE BT

AAV AR TT DIFET 2 4.4 kb SN DNA, BA
Z2 R IMLTE 7Y, 6 A R 40 2L AN R A9 SR R
15 43 F 12 B /A SaCas9 555 SpCas9/Hs 5 2 i 4
S3 R AT, PR N T B R g A Ik
TIZEBESI BRI 28R, I H AR b E
TR, SR ECE TT R /NS 1Y) Cas 2
it AAV iz ZHER i A RO RE R AAV Y5 —1>
BRI X AR LY B AR S R AR S SO, 31X
AR BE LR T FERE T Gl s X AAV YA i
A7 G A LADSUR I — 5

TERTE AT LIRS KI5 10 kb RSN DNAS,
IR AL S B R A, R EETT LS A
[vi) F JBE 2 P R AT 2H 28, DR o) A ] ) 4 R S AR
5 AAV R [RI A2 , 18 s (10 B R 2 5 3 41 i
LD, H O A 0 R TR il K 30 3% 5 0k 4 AN
F o e it B 5 152 B 2 A HL A Bk o 9 3 R B 58
MRS RE T, P LU X — R0 el , A ST
TF R T — T 2605 B8 #4724 % Cas9
mRNA , i HOR 285 SR A A i SR 4 v, ] AR
/N B P e RN I IR AL R

FH T B B AE — SexfE DLk S Y s L B i
WI K 1 —Le ARG FE AL b 4R LR G 6 4% 1Y)
B EE AL B SO T R AU (H R et T
M o A% PR il % M ) A FA . T R AR R A
A, TR o 2 K KL | R, 27 L BOR S ] LU E B 2 IR
IREGY Al B R T SR AL T 2 AT RE
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R IR 3 X0k DA i T L A T A 075X
AT T AL AR AR SRR 2 Al AR 1 M o
PESETT B A AT 22 TRl , WA O R 2 4 | R ALY
TERHe G T HAN/NRAS B Cas S H , LU PRIT 18 5%
G BB TE [ I RGP Y “ B — L7

4 BEERE

M CRISPR-Cas9 R4 HY A LB BAE KSR T 22
Mok HL 22 D RE Y RE DY Gl T HL, 7S 21 8 4F 1 IS
[F] L, 2 D G P AR 8 2 JR Do — AR R FE I 7k
BOE T AEA o A B DA g T AT A A R A
A AR, H 58 K g D BE ATz i P TR 2
RS HEBE ST I A e T7 1] o Fifi G K5 DY 4 T 2L A AN DB
R, UL R AR R G 7 R ot | 0 Ok 2 o ik
DR i 4 B A [ i RN o AT, RV A CRIS-
PR RGEHAT RO C A IR RS, (BHx — 7
)z s B0 ARG T b A — B e, A7 i
2P ARSI B AR R 2T K N2 4
RO G TR ANTE MRS SR 2R, Tl PR 1036
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