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BRI 4 HOR (base editing)Z &£ F CRISPR/Cas 2 i &K B R H A ELHBHEA, BHaRERLES
AR B B A 5] BT 2 4 A v e R 25 4% 48 25 (cytosine base editor, CBE)#n fift "Z vh- 58, 2k 4% 4 2 (adenine base editor, ABE).
KA 4 R G M v o R B B\ TR A B R R A B A B A AL B AT R R G, AT U
LI C-T(G-A)B A-G(T-O) WA, MARBEIARE 2016 FHIF LUK, HHBEK. 1K DNA N4
W™ 2. THREAKADNASEERY, AR RAESMY. MY KAt ED+, HEEIET EMEEE
VEMEFTERE T EERALYE. AXAREREEARGFLA. FLEE. Rt A RERLKKER
BEFEHITT RANA, REXMARFTEE MBI — B AT T oM F R E, DU A AE X AT B o BB A
R#E—FTH. ERARTMMRERERFRESE.

. CRISPR/Cas; # 2k 4#E HA; Ho ke w24 4 2 (CBE); JR "% 9% 2k 4% % £ (ABE)

Progress on base editing systems

Yuan Zong, Caixia Gao

State Key Laboratory of Plant Cell and Chromosome Engineering, Center for Genome Editing, Institute of Genetics and
Developmental Biology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 10010, China

Abstract: Base editing is a newly developed precise genome editing technique based on the CRISPR/Cas system.
According to different base modification enzymes, the current base editing systems can be divided into cytosine base editors
(CBE) and adenine base editors (ABE). They use cytosine deaminases or artificially evolved adenine deaminases to perform
single-base editing, and achieve C to T (G to A) or A to G (T to C) substitutions, respectively. Due to high efficiency,
independence of DNA double-strand breaks, and no need for donor DNA, base editing systems have been successfully
applied in diverse species including animals, plants and other organisms since the first report in 2016. Therefore, base
editing systems will have a high prospect of providing important support for gene therapy and crop genetic improvement in
the future. In this review, we describe the development and current applications of base editing systems for basic research
and biotechnology, highlight the challenges, and discuss the directions for future research in this important field. The
information presented may facilitate interested researchers to grasp the principles of base editing, to use relevant base

editing tools in their own studies, or to innovate new versions of base editing in the future.
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WNARS o L A5 0T 35 DR A R A T 0B T R AR A R
SRR RS B bR, AR, B4 g AR
JUH & CRISPR/Cas9 (clustered regularly interspaced
short palindromic repeats/CRISPR associated 9)4'F
) 5 PR 2 4 4 22 490 AR 52 B L A 1) ek 1 LU0
CRISPR/Cas9 R4 2AE sgRNA 5| F N Hi3% Cas9
FL I RN DNA, M EFE AR 7= 22 DNA WUk
#7%4(double strand break, DSB), 5 A& 2 g N F [H] VR
7R % 3% $2 (non-homologous end joining, NHEJ) Al [A] )i
T 2H (homologous recombination, HR)& & & 4%, #E i
SEEUAT R ZH DNA B9 s meBR =R | 48 A SRR T
A, o, NHEJ 48 & AW my, (H w2
—RAR R E S T, RS S AL A
Bl 3 4 4 A B B2 (insertions/deletions, Indels), J&—
AT 230 B ) 55 DR R R 58 AR AR i 4% . HR iR & —
G Sk R OR P 3-R W N Ei SR Y S
DNA BA ¥ 75 A DNA, LIfi{A DNA Syt
MO T E A, fe 2SR M A0 56 R s e sl
E A AL

R 528 2/3 NI kAP,
W IR VF Z AR B AR R S i st A BE Al 1O,
I AR ] I 2 — oG e HL v 280 S BRI R 4 () B AR
RHEZL, #e b, HR &4 ] SEIUE BRI 2 ] 9 ek
Ar AR AR A7 A M S TR K At i e A A BRI, HL
PR LA DNA 55 250 26 21 40 i & — KRR, iX
S 30 HR TE SR ) b i A R 433 K 9 Fl
W23 T —E R, 534, NHEJ 4225 HR
WARTER KA, PRI A 2t AR A A S 02 1 G
By, I, DSB 51k M HR RMES I
YGOSR e S

2016 4F, TRELGn%E RS0 (base editing) i T ARt
CRISPR/Cas Z 4t NV #] DNA 1) “BY JJ” A5 N BERK
ERERIER EIERRT, T 1R S R 4 gm Y
KRiTe ARG HATCH) ZH b T4l . FEHG
57 VRV E RS S A SR O 0T, 2017 4,
Science 7% KBl A R AR PE R AR B+ KRB HOR

L.
1 GRAEohiE R GRS F A

B3 S 4 AR Ge M R AR IS MR Cas HE (A
deactivated Cas, fajFR dCas)sl R V)| — 88061
A Cas % 1 (4N nickase Cas, f&#R nCas)FIm]/EHTF
Hi4% DNA (single-stranded DNA, ssDNA) A It 2 B
ARG, DI S B S p B e 4 . H B3 G
i R G A Rl P A [ 0 5 T T 3 A e s T B
%5 %% (cytosine base editors, CBE )1 I MW s 5k 4
48 #%(adenine base editors, ABE)['2], 1 ¥ 5 ik 4t
FRAETEAN 7 2E DSB MIEOL T, 43 ) FH e g et 2
it B 28 3o A %) R e A I il o S 6 b — i Y
P4 Y 5 E (C) B R e (A)EA T IR A L S, e 48
DNA B8, SCBUHER C-T 50 A-G RYE
(Bl 1) ARG SEGMET HR iR LIS R AR 1
JriEAEE, FERHMT ER -

(LA DSB 7= /E . HR &2 K ¥ DSB
W77 HE A AT RE SR R R e, I AR R
o2 AN AT R SR B B & NHED & 48 7= A 1 b 2L
Indels =¥, £%4 DSB ) %k A= 38 & 75 2R A L 16
PR R 1 LA IF 0 2 985G PR Y sgRNA
8¢ Cas IR, i— I, YA~ K x
1t B DSB J5 23X 4 i R BRI #E M, AT 23 X)
A PR T 8 — A R T B g R 4 TR
R FNENE R B — SRRV ENE PR Cas BRA
S ST IUHE AL pid A B 1Y) R A, RO MK DSB
B RAEAAHCHRIENEN] CBE R4 E—
FEW) Indels, fH R0 I8 I T A T 04 50 5 5
RN,

(QLFHA DNA 12 5. HR ®BAEUHTER
HESMEHER DNA AYHTHE T A AE SC 08 IE 1 o m B
#ie. Atk DNA JE S H AT 2L XUE DNA
(double-stranded DNA, dsDNA) ., Z&4: dsDNA il 54
DNA (single-stranded DNA, ssDNA) 3 g, i
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nCas9 / nCas9

sgRNA sgRNA
CBE \ / ABE
BBALA
'I'l_l'l_l'l'l'l'l' CBE TTCTTATIIIT ABE TTCITgrrrrr

f \ okt @ lncm (D10A)
(BER)

AT FTATTATTTT
HLGLLTLLLLL LLGLLTLL LI .I.lﬁ.I.I.T.I.I.‘.I.I.I.
ﬂﬂm o
B Bt
WALSETILIEE NS
UTTATTTI TT TTATTTII TTGITATTT] TCTTrTrrrt
—tALLTLLLLL LLGLLTL LI L)L LLGLLTLLLLL LLGLLCLLLLL
nCas9 (D10A)
l DNAZX il l w®H lDNA’Efﬁ'J
DSB
TTTATTT] =TT TTATTITT TTTTT Al T TCTTGITTT]
—ALLTLLLLL LG LT L LLL LLGLLTLLLLL LLGLLCLLLLL
C-T Indels C-A/G/IT A-G

1 CBE #1 ABE T{E#ERE

Fig.1 Mechanisms of CBE and ABE

CBE G075 M0 i e It 24 7 Sz UGT B9/E T A5 S0 AL s b — @ TR LB 1A Y C 2472 U, 4 DNA BRI HJ5 S C-T B R A2 (4
CBE RALEMENEM 2R . UDG. AP Zf@REEMEH T £ EdE C-T 5 Indels f92845(H); ABE FRGUTEMEES M/ K A
AL 1, 4 DNA BRI HE S A-G ).

%1 CBE. ABE #1 HR & tb4% X F e AR AR DNA DL E {ILK DNA
Table 1 Comparison of CBE, ABE and HR TR 5 XN LB £ K i 1 [R5 A R i i 5]
HeA H CBE ABE HR e A IR R AR, X 7E R [ B 3 0 i R R
R SSB SSB bsB ] (R P b BT, I i B T 1 5 — 1
HRAEGIR C-T AG 2 D5 AN, A S A DNA A A0 %
P Sl > 90% > 99% 5%~50% ) 40 i Tt R — . DR R R S
B # ¥ fic PRALUEIR DNA, 4520 G T b 3R 45 RS B
ik DNA At 2 A2 i % 2 0% 00 5 I P 4 54 105 T
L A 43 A AV st i3t sgRNA 195 5 B X SUAR BB T 24, AT
B[R T HE % 7 £ BRI C-T 8 A-G 5848,

ES R PR & # GBI 1B . HR — % 25 7E 4 2L 1 4
RNAKFBHE & P @ i, I FLRAE & A EANMLEG S IR Gy B0, 53 fe
SSB ft 32 DNA B4 %1

(C)1994-2021 China Academic Journal Electronic Publishing House. All rights reserved. http://www.cnki.net
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TESIREY) TR A AR AR, JLHAEA Y HR 1Y
B P i 2 A 0 75 SR 0 2 550 e e 35 R s A e B R
I BT A R BRI AR R RO, IR 280
T AN ARy B %) e KRR (A L R AN ALS F1 EPSPS %5
(ORI 0 i JLAR XA V2 M P o T B 4 i R

G 3 (1 Bl 2 A A S A ) A R B R R

HOEw )y T &R an i . AEMIE .
S . AR FLEh Y |« BN R L AR
E%%*[]Z,]LIS,IG]O

{HJZAH L HR , 82 g 56 22 42 H i H eS8 I
2 [8] B4 %% 4 (transition) 11 A G 5% BBl & 2 8] A9 B 4
(transversion), 1 H HTE4 R K475 E A RNA /K3
FETERE 5 1A A5, (T SORF PR A 247) o [H PSR A
F, WG R SR T R SN WA R R A
FBRep ety >k 1B et

2 CBE W4 25

2.1 CBE

CBE — i i i % e A5 24156 . nCas9 = dCas9 4
B8, HAR T AR B 2 CBE RG22 1 7E sgRNA
B 55T ) JE R 2H DNA B s i 5 22 il ] 25
#| g Cas9 # 1 .sgRNA K FE[H 4] DNA JE .19 R-loop
X 1Y ssDNA Ab, BiiZ ssDNA F— 5 i [l P i Jifg s
WE (C)JI 28 Jy PRI IE (U), #E M@ DNA 85 55 i
B U S8 g g R e g (T), AL C R T (C-T)ak
G £ A (G-A)M EHEHS (1),

H AR G v fE A 1 i s E M 24 it R 2 80 PE T T
RNA, 1l APOBEC (apolipoprotein B mRNA editing
enzyme, catalyticpolypeptide-like)Z % & H B8 19
DRV T B DNA A I s i i 22 Ity , 22 i 2
il [ 4 5 AR A — N BEXT BRI C #EA T2 ) CDA
(cytidine deaminase)f{# T 4541, #id 5 CRISPR &
GEMGS G, L E R 2 A gE ) AR AR
B R BRI iR D81,

2016 4%, FEEMHE K% David R. Liu S5 % %
JeEENL T 3 I T R A R IR K RN I I il
rAPOBEC1 A8 JE g 5 45 (base editors, BE)!'®1, 25—

A5 5 4 45 %% BE1 (rAPOBECI1-XTEN-dCas9) i
rAPOBEC1 Fl5¢ 42k EUIRNEVER dCas9 AL, W]
TERANSEIA R C-T BlIE A9 G 8 (25%~40%) , i
AT PETT A3 55 sgRNA 155 4~8 7 (PAM it H
55 21~23 i), {H 0L G 48 4 76 0 FL 30 0 40 e P 1)
G B RCREN R R F#(0.8%~7.7%) o IXTEAR KRS |
55 20 LR A7 A () PR W5 BE DNA B 5t 46 i (uracil
DNA glycosylase, UDG)A 2%, UDG A5 U-G #57iC ,
T PR v i R0 AE AN B AL 2 B R,
2 i PN ) B A TG 48 &2 3 4% (base excision repair,
BER)# ¥4 BE1 f74E 1 UG H[al =¥ [1 F] C-G
BEEXH (B 1) b T304l UDG AY1E, David R. Liu
SCIEAE BEL LA B RS T ok H WE I 14 PBS A9 R %
BE DNA B Ak B 40 57 (uracil DNA glycosylase
inhibitor, UGI), JF & T %5 — X6k 3 4 45 #% BE2
(rAPOBEC1-XTEN-dCas9-UGI)., UGI figfig i A2
MAE T UDG EA, fE—& R B3ghn C-T i
PR, 20 BE2 H BEL 4i 80K T 3 15,
Bl S, iS00 w4 A A M RS R AL & T AR
=AUHE AL 2% BE3 (rAPOBEC1-XTEN-nCas9-UGI).
BE3 ¥ BE2 H'f dCas9 £l nCas9 (D10A), AIFE
S P I G AR A — AR T, T R L
BRI IiC 14 42 #5242 (mismatch repair, MMR)LA & C
B S B A SRR A T S, DA 38 T e 25 G 22
R WA R, BE3 A ARYIME) 6 LA
A SEIEI 2 37% M g%, L BE2 48 T 2~6
e, HYnd o O RS 4~8 f, XL G iE et &
H AT fE 4T 1Z 1) CBE A,

AN, HAH PR Akihiko Kondo 52362 %
H IR U w4 R U5 T L 6848 (Lampetra japoni-
cum) () 1 I 5 42 1 PmCDAT T T & 5 (0 Bl 5 24
B A8 —Targeted-AIDU 5T A O3l 31 &R G iDL
T BE N L Sh W A M Fh S BT C-T B B, 2K
RO HFEIL 80%K 10%, ZwiEE 14 sgRNA ()
%5 5~9 {37, FHH BE3 M4 1108 K,

[FI4F, TRl G NSO e I 288 hAID A5
Sl RG g g 2020, Hop R AR i
A R AE G T (g BR T % S IR = I R TAM &R
Gimh AT dCas9 K UGIRY; 5 [E i H 47 K 2% Michael
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C. Bassik I %E JF & A9 CRISPR-X [AIFEfLA T
dCas9, ARl &g A RS UGL Jf Hil
i MS2 #i%E hAID B2, XPIF REER AL
A sgRNA (G B, 7T LRI 3L 3l 40 i b s Bl gs
I (RS R 53K 100 nt) DL % 4 Z2 28 780 (14 sk it
ETLiE

AN, FEE B K% George M. Church SE5G 2
TR THTEG ZF 58 TALE $:SrEiR 805
hAID (IRREEGiHE 2522, L Rk TRl Cas9
AR PRI i R G0, X AR L G 4B 4 TG PAM 11
oK, AEAEANTE Ko N4 At b i B 80R B B T B
0 Ji R 2 T ZF 803 TALE 3151 DNA FE KI5
LA dsDNA JEAEAE , R RS F (AL it s g 13t 2 il 1
VR FIris 220 ssDNA JIHI, M ITREAR 1 58 20t 1 4
(& &

2.2 CBE

221 BBFEYHLE

LR FEY, 4 CBE RA %GRS 4R
Wi ARE, FEFMAEM I (1) CBE BR¥ C
iR T Z A0 WA — & JLENG C4nlE o Gl A2,
XJEH T UDG Al U Y BR I B G S IE A 1
(apyrimidinic site, AP), #%id #4554 i (translesion
synthesis, TLS)®R & H#{E & DNA &%, th—
FER LR ZALEFHAIE C By H AL 1);
Q)FEG AR R 2= A /D B Y Indels!'>'8), X Sl F
TR APV 5 2376 AP 2Rl ek A & Wi T r=—
AR, VRS nCas9 7 E g A% = A 4 e 11 R 4
B — DSB, %if NHEJ & &R 544k
B Indels 77 #1(E 1), David R. Liu 5252 7 BE3
PYEERE ARG T AN LAY UGE, Mg 15 AR
B g A% BE4, WAL LR, BE4 AMUES T
WL g RCR, I HAE C & T AR L BE3
FEART 2.3 £520, iR KA MR S0 % R Ik
I ns, @it ifb UG BREE, K UG 2 4 4>
5L, HE57 11 eBE-S3 7EM 7L S 4n i v Rl FE 4 v T
G e iR, R, S Z2 85 01 UGL Y
WX = g e i R EEAE R . S,
David R. Liu S50 % #F— 2 # 37 (1) BE4-Gam B8 5k G
AR A AR Indels (K4, X2m TGSk
U8 F W5 B A Mu (1) Gam 25 [ 7] 255 F DSB 1) K 3t B

1R, HEMBHIE T NHEJ 4809 & AR R, ik
FEIA ALY Cas9 14 4 ' CP-CBEmax 45 #5t1]
— RE TR B R AT ) 2 T 0 ) R A 25

222 mAmBEXFE

TR B, A P B I 0 A g 114 3 08 /K OF 25
M L B ACE 1) — A EZ I % . David R. Liu SC =
30 Ao 3 0 AN [ A EL 4% € A7 {5 % (nuclear localiza-
tion signal, NLS)L R fifi FIAR ] A wl AR AL 1) 2% 15 5
Y155 A T BE4max Fll AncBE4max, iX 9
Hk G A T AE S A 2L S W A R A T v e 2O
Zafra SERTNE I8 NLS M4k, 028 NLS 7 8 DL
4 nCas9 %55~ Ak A Wi 2L 20 40 240 it e i 47 %) %86 B
TS, JFA I FNLS-BE3 40 30 e BE3 °F
Bem T 1565 i4h, AL EIEAETEA AN
25 APOBEC3A Jifl W5 g JIit 2 i 1) A3A-PBE W] 7EAH Y
Sz L BE3 P44 5 24 13 435 Y 0 L G 4 4505 281,

223 wmApHLE

RS R AR R Al SpCas9, [HIE H AEHE
] NGG J¥ 41y PAM JE, KKBR | T CBE fE %A
AR RIS, WS DK SpCas9 By
HAth Cas F& AN AR, @it A Cas & AR
A PAM, #EMi4 K CBE Z4:7e 3L 4 b iy 4t
B, HAET SpCas9 [WAN[HZE{K(VQR. EQR Al
VRER). SaCas9 Fl SaCas9 {725 & SaKKH -5 Jifi s g
i 24 B 1) b5 i+ CBE 1 NGG Y PAM #1820 AH
LW HY NGA .NGCG .NNGRRT FI NNNRRT % Z i PAM
JEA 2930 i dCpfl il Sp-macCas9 RS K CBE
MRE & GC AR EPUNE & AT FAIRIT
PAM fi B30, 45—, BT RlA xCas9 &
SpCas9-NG LA 1) W FI s Ik g R s 09 - & fif CBE &R
45 0] SC P E B A NG PAM JE 2K 0437 534351,

224 WARBERLG 2

ANFIZEAIE) CBE MBS Bl 1A B RUR AN H]
WA AS R A AIF 5% 118 5 S 2 78 1 AR 1z 1)
HUEE o Y RS R RO A R B C B, i
KA Z A7 12 S 8008 1 AR SRR, C B gm i,
#1153 CBE R G0 FH 1 3k IR YT S8 U I A2 7E — 2 W
B . David R. Liu 3255 % i 2848 rAPOBEC]1 Jfi W%
e S5 DNA VEFMCRERE M, AR T
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YE1-BE3. YE2-BE3. EE-BE3 fil YEE-BE3 #i 3 m
i, MR T S nt 45/NE 1~2 nt, {H]F]
IFXSEEAR C B4 80 A FTRRAR ), 18 = B3y 1
T 4= PR Ralph Bock 5255 % I & 1Y) BE3-PAPAPAP
DA KGE 2 45 5 PmCDA T I 28 il 72 5 i 7 91 1 237 1)
— %4 nCDA1-BE3 WA, BESTELRIEXHERR C 4
RO MR R O R IE T A A80RE S 4 1 T 1 T
i/NE) 1~2 ntBol, (RNl i — 2040/ L, B
T A3 A B — i I AN 5 T S50 A, R S
TR R G4 5 B B T 1] o
78k, 4 CBE R4uel TR hfgiidk . KM
AR AZEAS | iig P ol . I ABRHTZ L %1
ST AT AR BT RE SRR, TR A S AR TG PR R
BAHA ., Jiang FEPIREL SunTag RAEKRIEIT LT
BE-PLUS £ 4, M ifi# BE3 BYZZ5 % [1H1 5 nt (4~8)
FEZE 13 nt (4~16). TRl hA3A L ms e i 22 it
F14) 8 5 e 4 N A A S A ) v i A Ak Y 2 1T
I3 HFE5 14 nt (2~13)F1 17 nt (1~17)128381_jfif CP1020-
CBEmax Fll CP1028-CBEmax [t 4 45 76 P4 1 11 1 7 75
sgRNA 1) 8~9 nt®], Liu 5£B%5# iof ¢l it FF & 1) DBE-

A3A il DBE-AIDmono R] ¥ 58748 % i 56 K 2~17 17,

I HARHS DBE F ¢ w] 7 S b H 37 0 20 Hh S e 14
SR

225 BIH wARBE

T R4 rAPOBECI () BE3 HAT 5@ 5w TC
A, X GC 4 He AR 0 4 i 06 Pk B R s 81, i
JEFEA hAID . PmCDA1 1 hA3A (5835 4 R 40
BInT7E GC A1 5 N A R 4 45 2328400 ) H hA3A-
BE3 Al X iy F LAk DX A 5 ok 1 G R T PR 38T T 3
FE| PRS2 5% Keeith Joung 256 38 38 1 i 38 B 56 4 4
BCRMATUT A TS B, JF R T eA3A-BE3, %0
i eI R AT TC A SRR T, X
HAbJFHE =T C WHREEHERRK TR, wit—2
REA T X AR AT AR # AR C A gmf 4, 5L, JET
4 N2 hAPOBEC3G ) hA3G-BE3 H A& [ 48 CC
FEA R — A C 3% CCC JFHI M5 A Cl2,

R, B i v B A RS ASFOR 2
b, BHIF N B ATTAS KT & A A BT G B G
W R 8 T g T A F IR Fh s L 4 4R

e FLARA i e R R LR 2.
23 CBE

Ji W R O R A A T R LK, Rl )
ZR AT &S ap s . KRR, 3. Y
LA SR AR R A2 (B 2, 3% 3), Hh g
N (Mus mu-
sculus). P&t (Barchydanio rerio var). %¥ (Oryc-
tolagus cuniculus) . Z % (Bombyx mori L.). i fH

+:(Saccharomyces cerevisiae), ELTH .

(Strongylocentrotus purpuratus). AEMJTNIE (Xenopus

laevis) . ¥ (Sus scrofa domastica L.). “F-(Capra hircus

L.) .JK#(Oryza sativa L.) . /N (Triticum aestivum L.) .
KoK (Zea mays L.). Fhii(Lycopersicon esculentum

Mill) . #1 FB§ IF (Arabidopsis thaliana) . & 4 %

(Solanum tuberosum L.). P4 JN(Citrullus lanatus L.) .

W26 (Gossypium hirsutum L.)FIZH 45 12:13:15,16,43~50]

BRItz 5h, ARG WP TIREET . s

RYGENT | A H AR 2R A i A5y 21315 (] 2,

% 3),

23.1 AREBTRIHMERAZER G E S

CBE ARSI & WAE HEFE A T HL48E T oA )
B AR TFB, ilid CBE 7645 Fh 4L 22 K F & IEAH
N BOR L R B 2R %2, Hidh fu3E Komor 45018
FI A BE3 7e/N BRURTE B o 20 i v & 1E T 5 BT /R 25165
BRAE A S APOE4 FE[F 5878 ; Zara ZERTITE/N U
JUFE 248 L v 3 e 386 % R S -0 fE ) FNLS-BE3 2 IE T
SEEREAESCH Ctmnbl S45F 2245 ; Komor ZEU8I7E A
KA 2 T p53 Y163C 2875 ; Koblan Z£126)
TEH T AR IR & PELF e 40 i b s2 3 T MPDUI
HBB SR A IE S5, TEMZLsh ik AR
JHS iy v S B0 500 5 PR ) T A8 I M S GE
Chadwick SR BAR/IN B HPod o 2o 52 % 7% BE3,
XF PCSK9 3 R A T4 AT ZC 12878, AT K B2 A/
BRI K H PCSK9 4 [ 387K S IH [ B 7KK 5 Yang
SEUNT A B I AH S IE R EA T s B, R TR
JEAETE/NRIEIG & B P B E M, Zeng P N2
A A2 & FRRAR R A IE T T FLEE B AE S0 M FBNI
GRAR 5 W L R AF B R S 0w AE A ) AR R
T 5 B-H H I BT LS Y HBB 287854 Hp [1 Rl
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Table 2 Base editors with various characteristics

- PAM UGI NLS %7 4l 2%
BE 47 P Cas ] s O ;gfﬁﬁﬂ i
BE1 rAPOBECI1 dCas9 NGG - 1x - 4~8 [18]
BE2 rAPOBECI1 dCas9 NGG 1x 1% - 4~8 [18]
BE3 rAPOBECI1 nCas9 NGG 1x 1% - 4~8 [18]
PBE rAPOBECI1 nCas9 NGG 1x 3x + 3~9 [82]
HF-BE3 rAPOBECI1 HF1-nCas9 NGG 1x 1x - 4~8 [123]
HF2-BE2 rAPOBECI1 HF2-dCas9 NGG 1x 1% - 4~8 [58]
BE4 rAPOBECI1 nCas9 NGG 2% 1x - 4~8 [23]
BE4-Gam rAPOBECI1 nCas9 NGG 2x 1x - 4~8 [23]
BE4max rAPOBECI1 nCas9 NGG 2x 2x - 4~8 [26]
AncBE4max rAPOBEC1 nCas9 NGG 2x 2x o 4~8 [26]
eBE-S3 rAPOBECI1 nCas9 NGG 4x 1x - 4~8 [24]
FNLS-BE3 rAPOBECI1 nCas9 NGG 1x 2x +* 3~8 [27]
VQR-BE3 rAPOBECI1 nVQRCas9 NGA 1x 1x - 4~11 [29]
EQR-BE3 rAPOBECI1 nEQRCas9 NGAG 1x 1x - 4~11 [29]
VRER-BE3 rAPOBECI1 nVRERCas9 NGCG 1x 1% - 3~10 [29]
SaBE3 rAPOBECI1 nSaCas9 NNGRRT 1x 1x - 3~12 [29]
SaBE4 rAPOBECI1 nSaCas9 NNGRRT 2% 1x - 3~12 [23]
SaBE4-Gam rAPOBECI1 nSaCas9 NNGRRT 2x 1% - 3~12 [23]
SaKKH-BE3 rAPOBECI1 nSaKKHCas9 NNNRRT 1x 1x - 3~12 [29]
Spy-macnCas9-BE3 rAPOBECI1 Spy-nmacCas9  NAA 1x 1x = 4~8 [31]
dCpfl-eBE rAPOBECI1 dCpfl TTTV 4x 3x - 8~13 [32]
enAsBE1.1-1.4 rAPOBEC1 denAsCasl12a TTTV 1x Ix—4x — —5~25 [33]
xBE3 rAPOBEC1 nxCas9 NG 1x 1x - 4~8 [34]
BE3-NG rAPOBECI1 nSpCas9-NG NG 1x 1% - 4~8 [35]
YE1-BE3 rAPOBEC1-YE1 nCas9 NGG 1x 1x - 4~7 [29]
YE2-BE3 rAPOBEC1-YE2 nCas9 NGG 1x 1% - 5~6 [29]
EE-BE3 rAPOBEC1-EE nCas9 NGG 1x 1% - 5~6 [29]
YEE-BE3 rAPOBEC1-YEE nCas9 NGG 1x 1x - 5~6 [29]
BE3-PAPAPAP rAPOBEC1 nCas9 NGG 1x 1x = 5~6 [36]
BE3-R33A rAPOBEC1-R33A nCas9 NGG 1x 1% - 5~7 [131]
BE3-R33A/K34A rAPOBEC1-R33A/K34A nCas9 NGG 1x 1x - 5~6 [131]
BE-PLUS rAPOBECI1-scFV nCas9 NGG 1x 1x - 4~16 [37]
CP-CBEmax rAPOBECI1 CP-nCas9 NGG 2x 1% - 4~11 [25]
eA3A-BE3 hAPOBEC3A-N57G nCas9 NGG 1x 1x - 4~8 [41]
eA3A-HF1-BE3-2xUGI hAPOBEC3A-N57G HF1-nCas9 NGG 2% 1x - 4~8 [41]
eA3A-Hypa-BE3-2xUGI  hAPOBEC3A-N57G nHypaCas9 NGG 2x 1% - 4~8 [41]
hA3A-BE3 hAPOBEC3A nCas9 NGG 1x 1x - 2~13 [38]
hA3A-BE3-Y130F hAPOBEC3A-Y130F nCas9 NGG 1x 1% - 3~8 [38]
A3A-PBE hAPOBEC3A nCas9 NGG 1x 2x +* 1~17 [28]
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DBE-A3A hAPOBEC3A-MS2 nCas9 NGG 1x 1x - 2~17 [39]
hA3ARI28A hAPOBEC3A-R128A nCas9 NGG 1% 1% = 3~9 [133]
A3G-BE4max hAPOBEC3G-CTD nCas9 NGG 2% 1x — 4~10 [42]
Target-AID PmCDAL1 nCas9 NGG 1x 1x - 2~8 [19]
Target-AID-NG PmCDAL nCas9 NG 1x 1x - 2~8 [35]
nCDA1-BE3 PmCDAIA nCas9 NGG 1% 1x — 3~4 [36]
TAM hAIDx dCas9 NGG 1x 1x - 4~10 [20]
CRISPR-X hAIDA-MS2 dCas9 NGG = 1% = -50~50 [21]
eAID-BE4max hAID nCas9 NGG 2% 2% A 4~8 [40]
DBE-AIDmono hAID-mono-MS2 nCas9 NGG 1x 1x - 2~17 [39]
ZF-AID hAID ZF - 1x 1x - - [22]
TALE-AID hAID TALE — 1% 1x — — [22]
ABE7.9 TadA-TadA* nCas9 NGG 1x 1x - 4~9 [107]
ABE7.10 TadA-TadA* nCas9 NGG = 1% = 4~7 [107]
PABE-7 TadA-TadA* nCas9 NGG — 1x A 4~7 [108]
ABEmax TadA-TadA* nCas9 NGG - 2x o 4~7 [26]
VQR-ABE TadA-TadA* nVQRCas9 NGA = 1% +/— 4~8 [30,114]
VQR-ABEmax TadA-TadA* nVQRCas9 NGA — 2% A 4~8 [25]
VRER-ABE TadA-TadA* nVRERCas9 NGCG - 1x + 4~8 [30]
VRER-ABEmax TadA-TadA* nVRERCas9 NGCG = 2% + 4~8 [25]
VRQR-ABEmax TadA-TadA* nVRQRCas9 NGA — 2% A 4~8 [25]
ABEsa TadA-TadA* nSaCas9 NNGRRT - 1x o 6~12 [111]
SaABEmax TadA-TadA* nSaCas9 NNGRRT - 2% A 4~14 [25]
SaKKH-ABE TadA-TadA* nSaKKHCas9 NNNRRT — 1x A 8~13 [30,117]
SaKKH-ABEmax TadA-TadA* nSaKKHCas9 NNNRRT - 2x o 4~14 [25]
XxABE TadA-TadA* nxCas9 NG = 1% = 4~7 [34]
xABEmax TadA-TadA* nxCas9 NG - 2x aF 4~8 [25]
ABE-NG TadA-TadA* nSpCas9-NG NG - 1x + 4~7 [74]
ABE-NG-S TadA* nSpCas9-NG NG = 1% + 4~7 [74]
NG-ABEmax TadA-TadA* nSpCas9-NG NG — 2% — 4~8 [35]
CP-ABEmax TadA-TadA* CP-nCas9 NGG - 2% + 4~12 [25]
ScCas9-ABE(7.10) TadA-TadA* nScCas9 NNGN - 1% - 4~7 [109]
ABEmaxAW TadA-ES9A-TadA*-V106W  nCas9 NGG — 2% A 4~8 [132]
ABEmaxQW TadA-E59Q-TadA*-V106W  nCas9 NGG - 2% + 4~8 [132]
ABE7.10%1484 TadA-F148A-TadA*-F148A nCas9 NGG = 1% = 5 [133]

B [ IR A Rk A A 5T BE i B A 5 T A R S 0
WFSE & AL NZENEIR () 40 B 4017 5 BE3 HoAE—4H
LB 3 S B XoF 35 R 1) S O T, X RN
WRRG % Hh A SE R T RERR IS T —Fh A 1 0 k1551,

AR SRR AE s HR SEBE, (Hi%
BRI BRI, IFARER) 2N . HAT
il CBE R 48 CLAEZ Ml o sr. 7 A L AR i A6
BI(E 24, 3R 3)o 1R/ R EE S OB

i il

IR

554
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Fig. 2 The applications of base editing systems

A JEPNRTY R A BORERE ST By MY EINIAT; C: BRATZ LB TR TIA LY D mRNA B E: HEAE MK

®3 WERERZEDY. EMAEDANA

Table 3 Applications of base editing systems in animals, plants and bacteria

Yy BE £ # Liigrs E =D

/N B U(Mus musculus) BE3 Dmd. Tyr. Vista, Cd160. CTNNBI . Hist]H3 . [48,51,52,
Hist2H3 , Carml , Pcsk9 . Hpd . Psenl . Hoxd13 . 56,57,59]
Ar. Gfap . Lmna, Mecp2 . Tnni3 . Abcdl | Atohl .
Otof fl Slc26a5

/NER(Mus musculus) SaBE3 Tor [49]

S Eﬂ(Mus musculus) SaKKH-BE3 Pah [60]

/N B U(Mus musculus) HF2-BE2 Tr [58]

INER (Mus musculus) Target-AID Psenl [59]

/J\ Ei(Mus musculus) VQR-BE3 Psenl [59]

/N B (Mus musculus) hA3A-BE3-Y130F Tyr., Hoxdl3, Ar, Gfap , Dmd , Lmna , Mecp2, [61]
Tnni3 1 Abcdl

R F(Oryctolagus cuniculus) BE3 Mstn, Dmd, Tial, Tyr Fl Lmna [62]

(C)1994-2021 China Academic Journal Electronic Publishing House. All rights reserved. http://www.cnki.net
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T (Oryctolagus cuniculus) BE4-Gam Dmd F Tial [62]
T (Oryctolagus cuniculus) hA3A-eBE Tyr [64]

1 F(Oryctolagus cuniculus) hA3A-eBE-Y130F Tyr. Lmna Fll Mstn [64]

i F(Oryctolagus cuniculus) hA3A-eBE-N57G (eA3A-BE3) Tyr. Lmna Fl Mstn [64]

1 F(Oryctolagus cuniculus) eAID-BE4max r [65]

i F(Oryctolagus cuniculus) exBE4 yr [63]

T (Oryctolagus cuniculus) A3G-BE4max Dmd Tl Tyr [42]

¥ (Sus scrofa domastica L.) BE3 Twist2, Tyr. TYR, LMNA., RAGI, RAG2, [66,67]
IL2RG Fl pol

“E(Capra hircus L.) BE3 socC2 [68,69]

B 5 £ (Barchydanio rerio var) BE3 Twist2, Gdf6. Ntl #1 Tyr [70]

B I £ (Barchydanio rerio var) VQR-BE3 Twist2 . Tiall ! Urod [70]

By £ (Barchydanio rerio var) Targeted-AID chd F1 oep [71]

AL TUE (Xenopus laevis) BE3 Dyr. tp53, thx5, Apc. cyplbl. thx22, kenj, [72,73]
hhex , sftpb F ptfia/p48

K %% (Bombyx mori L.) BE3 BmGAPDH 1 BmV-ATPase B [43]

1§ JIH (Strongylocentrotus purpuratus) CRISPR/Cas9-DA (Targeted-AID)  SpAix!, SpDsh 1 SpPKS [45]

JKFE(Oryza.sativa L.) BE3 (PBE/CBE-P1) O0sCDC48 ., OsNRTI.1B., OsSPL14. OsSLRI. [75~77,82]

OsPDS. OsSBEIIb 1 OsSNB

IK & (Oryza sativa L.) Targeted-AID OsALS, OsWaxy Ml OsFTIPle [87~89]
IKFE(Oryza sativa L.) BE3-AUGI OsNRTI.1B il OsSLRI [76]
KA (Oryza sativa L.) CBE-P3 (VQR-BE3) PMS3 [30]
IKAF (Oryza sativa L.) A3A-PBE OsAAT, OsCDC48, OsDEPI, OsNRTI.IB, [28]

OsOD, OsEV F#l OsHPPD

JKF&E(Oryza sativa L.) rBE9 (hAID*A-XTEN-Cas9n-NLS)  0s40SI, OsJARI, OsJAR2 ¥ OsCOI2 [40]

IKF#(Oryza sativa L.) XBE3/xCas9(D10A)-PmCDAL 0sGS3, OsDEPI, LF, IAA13, SPL7, SPL4 [74,78]
F MADS57

IKFE(Oryza sativa L.) CBE-NG/rBE22/nSpCas9-NGv1-Al OsDEPI ., OsEPSPS ., OsPDS.OsCERKI ,GSK4., [74,77,

D/Cas9-NG(D10A)-PmCDAL-UGL  prpy ampkir MPK7 .MPK10 .MPKS.SERKI. 892

SERK2, RLCK185, BZRI , Os03g020040, LF ,
14413, SPL7. SNB 1 PMS3

/N (Triticum aestivum L.) PBE TaLOX2 [82]

INFE (Triticum aestivum L.) A3A-PBE TaALS , TaMTL , TaLOX2 , TaDEP1 , TaHPPD, [28]
TaVRNI-AI F1 TaACC

FK(Zea mays L.) PBE ZmCENH3 [82]
44 5 (Solanum tuberosum L.) A3A-PBE StALS I StGBSS [28]
4% 2 (Solanum tuberosum L.) BE3 GBSS [82]
55 % (Solanum tuberosum L.) Target-AID StALS [90]

7 it (Lycopersicon esculentum Mill.) Target-AID DELLA. ETRI Fil SIALS [87,90]
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AR IT (Arabidopsis thaliana) BE3 AtALS . AtHABI, AtT30G6.16, AtRS314 Fi [84,104]

AtAct2
V4 )R (Citrullus lanatus L.) BE3 ALS [85]
Hi 1€ (Gossypium hirsutum L.) BE3 GhCLA ! GhPEBP [86]
M KT TE, Escherichia coli) Target-AID GalK , rpoB, xyIB, manA , pta. adhE Fl tpid [93]
M KT TE, Escherichia coli) BE3 tetA F rppH [94]
40 A ST, BE3 virB10 [94]
Brucella melitensis)
TR (4 B (A A BR 1A BEC (BE3-AUGI) agrd . cntA M esaD [95]
Staphylococcus aureus)
2 1 (M PR BT A BEC (BE3-AUGI) rhiR ., rhiB. cadR. ompR. per. aspC. gacAd [96]
Pseudomonas aeruginosa) 1 hrpL
24 AT (T 9 A 741 BE3 fosA, bhaK il bla [97]
Klebsiella pneumoniae)
HE (B E 2R B, BEC (BE3) pyrG. fwnd Fl prtT [47]
Aspergillus niger)
/NBU(Mus musculus) ABE7.10 Tyr, Dmd, AR, Hoxdl3, Hbb-bs Fll Fah [49,111,113]
B (Mus musculus) VQR-ABE Hbb-bs [114]
AN B (Mus musculus) SaKKH-ABE Otc [114]
KB (Pattus norveqicus) ABE7.10 Gaa, Hemgn Fl Ndst4 [114, 115]
1 F(Oryctolagus cuniculus) ABE7.10 Dmd ., Otc Fl Sodl [62]
1 F(Oryctolagus cuniculus) exABE Tyr, Dmd 1 APP [63]
Bt 5 61 (Barchydanio rerio var) zABE7.10 ddx17-gl , musk, rpsi4., atp5b Fl wu:fc01dil [116]
B 5 4 (Barchydanio rerio var) zABE7.10max Musk, rpsi4., atp5b Fl wu:fc0ldll [116]
By £ (Barchydanio rerio var) zABE7.10-GE Musk. rpsl4. atp5b Fl wu:fc01d1l [116]
KA (Oryza sativa L.) ABET7.10 OsSPLI4. SLRI. OsSPLI6. OsSPLIS., [117,118]
LOC 0s02g24720, OsMPK6., OsMPKI3 .
OsSERK2 il OsWRKY45
IKF#(Oryza sativa L.) PABE-7 OsACC, OsALS, OsCDC48, OsAAT, OsEV, [108]
OsOD, OsDEPI Fll OsNRTI.1B
IKFE(Oryza sativa L.) ABE-P2 (ABEsa) OsSPL14 il OsSPL17 [117]
IK A (Oryza sativa L.) ABE-P3 (VQR-ABE) OsSPLI14, OsSPLI16, OsSPLI17 #1 OsSPL1S  [30]
IKFE(Oryza sativa L.) ABE-P4 (VRER-ABE) OsTOE1 M OsIDS1 [30]
IKFE(Oryza sativa L.) ABE-P5 (SaKKH-ABE) SNB [30]
IKFE(Oryza sativa L.) ABE-NG OsSPL14, LFI, OsIAA13 F1 OsSPL7 [74]
IKFE(Oryza sativa L.) ABE-NG-S OsSPL14, LF1, OsIAA13 1 OsSPL7 [74]
INF (Triticum aestivum L.) PABE-7 TaDEPI, TaEPSPS Fll TaGW2 [108]
R I (Arabidopsis thaliana) ABE7.10 AtALS, AtPDS, AtFT Fl AtLFY [119]
3% (Brassica campestris L.) ABE7.10 BnALS #1 BnPDS [119]

Z, wiFAE . DUEFRAR . R AR A
R LR G AR REDS, Horh i [ 1 /K (657 K% Jin-Soo

Kim 5256 %58 14 BE3 mRNA Zi4E/ N FUEIR LA Tr
1 Dmd i 7 T AN BN BUE AR FILE 28 B35
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PR TR0Ts rr Ly 2 BH U 52 56 % R HF2-BE2
A7 T/ AR RS Sasaguri ZF0F| ] BE3
Fl Targeted-AID RGEFE/NRATIA T 5 EAEAH K
(1) Psenl FERIZE74E 5 Villiger S5 OME A /N B Hh )
FH AAV 125k 8 8RB % 4RI BE3 R4, BIET
Pah 5875 3697 T A s Li 205 ] hA3A-BE3-
Y130F 4 s & GC WX, RS THEEEEANY
REEAMER/ N, FE R FL S a1 . FE AR
H A M SE R B () e 7 . A, AT BE3.
BE4-Gam . AID-nCas9 Fil hA3A-eBE-N57G Z&AN[a] )
CBE ft g an o 7 s . P . SUIVE
X- i B g O WU S AR A 1027651 FERE h, Li
S5 OOTRI| FH BE3 7 4 IR it J3 T 4 40 e o G 4 Towise2 3
PFN TYR FEDH, 17 i 2o (A 40 A% B AT 1)y 2 e 37
T IO B A ZEA AR B R AR B A A 5 fi rh
FEI BB N A= 1 2 25 5 il R AE 9 e it 1R 2% S0 00 =
TR WL T 24 5L S W R C-T 5848,
FRE ST T AR P AL 7R R BE3
i SOC2 F FGF5 B, MIhAs 7HRE . o1
EAR ARG RGN 5 AR (R 108601 B T FEm 2L,
shrrh, ek Rl 3B BE T A A D TOE Hh g g A
NP R A AHOCHGE , Ho Zhang 55070
W g B DA R Tyr REDR S TR AZEIR
AL B A Y s Tanaka Z5U7F ] Targeted-AID
ST BE T IE R chd F oep , I WLEEE] T AH N 5875
PR, LEAEMTE R, Park 250721 51 ¥ 4k BE3 19
RNP JEX & T AR B 7Y s Shi S5 U731F]
BE3 #5714 A 2& Holt-Oram £ HEFIIR Kz 111k
LA RU PR AR SO SE R 1 5 28 sh 1 A
(ST R i — 2 BLE SEA T I PRBEIR IR Y7 R4t T 1R 52
R

232 FEAE PG A

TP 2 B 2R MR B B S EO LA
PR AL, FAE Gk #1528 1) TILLING (targ-
eting induced local lesions in genomes) A 3K 1548 4 H
W5, (IR IEFERT . #E07 . BEMLMER . R
FAK, 1M CBE RGEMIT L ATEMEY s . mcH
FaUER BT 28 A R34 T T T H (8 2B, 3R 3).

Hrp, 5T R4 rAPOBECI () BE3 RGEAEAEY T
N Z . B 2016 4Lk, kA E NI Z IR
FBAFI ] BE3 J & FRElf SpCas9-VQR, SaKKH .,
SpCas9-NG Fl xCas9 ZE{A& ) BE3 ik 2 5 #5 75 K
HAIT] T 22 A B DR A AR PR BOT48 AR S A I
LT R4 rAPOBECI 1Y PBE RGAEKFG . /INEFE
KA ARSI T ZA LR g, RIS TR
AR IR 45.8% 1 AH N 58 AR MR AR 25 IR
PBE RS 4ilt/NAZ TuALS Ml TaACCase 3, A1
T —RINPUBRE RN A BT, 2 AR s 4
BT EROH R BRI A, BT AR S
B IRAE /N PN T TOAMBE R PR bR D . BB
B St 4 2 R 1 ) 2:18%), Chen 2503495 1 X ALS K&
DR A B 6 e 40, Q) T BBk BRI R T A1 ) . Tian
SEISIR ] BE3 A4 1 HH 53 1 497 8 Ik G 66 o 2 591 7
JRo 746, BE3 S-S0 3 4 5 O B2 T O
TRH AL R A 1361

FE T Rl At 2 78 ff s g i 24 11 CBE R 4L 7E
A T A AL AH G o T RS PmCDAL i
Z Y Target-AID R MY F KR, Tl
AR S SL D B g, RN T ke SRR R K
FEMRIET20, JEH, XRS5 e T 4K
) RNA JREEMRIE RGP, 55k, SpCas9-NGvl
5 PmCDA W flG i — 24050 T 1w e i ik 2 5 3R
28 E 7K R S5 R 2 v 198 B8 ] A R 178021 T A S 3 = )
FHHT R4 AZ% APOBEC3A 1) A3A-PBE RS 1E/K
R /N D % S I A O A S BTl R A
S8 IE LA T BBk N RS BT RS
hAID #5832 5 28 G5 1 /KR v 2 PR B v 2ok 2
GC J7F 5 5 e s 40l

233w b B

CRISPR/Cas ZR Gk T R AR R BE,
AR T AR 4, AR BE R4 0 gl v H
T 41 B 10 B 4 5 (3% 3). Banno %5131 ] Targeted-
AID Zi%a T KIAFF R (Escherichia coli)5Z~ReH ,
WL RGAE HFE A 41 sgRNA 115 4L T Al
TEZ8 N NG oot h il s 41 DR R
Zheng ZEP4F|H BE3 X KA rppH FEHGIAT
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PRI IEBS T BRI R, BHEA LA
BE3 5 # BE3-AUGI 784 & XFF B (Brucella meli-
tensis) . 4 (O Z BRI (Staphylococcus aureus) . &
HUFT I (Pseudomonas aeruginosa) Fili 52 BR 1 (Kle-
bsiella pneumoniae) 541 D SE BT AH I H] A9
RGBT X RIS G AR R G ARz W
T2 R0 EA% A P G 4

234 FIANBILLEZEDF

CBE R4t C-T 8 G-A 575 ] LIKsAF 4 i ik
1) CAA. CAG. CGA DL K Zmtdh%E () TGG I 4 Fps
T F (AT B —Fh AR A 2R RS F, FEAS ™
A DNA BURE W22 (4 18 50 T 325 1 B 25 181 1 38 R (R
2C), Jin-Soo Kim 255 % 55 F| A BE3 £ Dmd 3 A
gl ABRRTZE L B0 T, # THUVE A R/
PARRERIST ) B J5 4218 i) CRISPR-Stop 1 iSTOP J5
A TR RE ) LB 7 T KM BE3 A 1 SE R 2R
WEIAZ, Hrh, CRISPR-Stop AHXEHFSE L PL, it
BE3 74 I B R R 1E R 5 Cas9 A1 3 (1 R B0 AR
24, 3 H BE3 X4 i (9 FE T 151473 BH B B8, Billon
LGN 1 iSTOP 1] 7 7 AL A 25 HE ) 98.6%
PLE, I EIZe s s 3t Tl ki it A28 /N
MR ITEE 8 MR iSTOP sgRNA Y 1E LR KL A .
T 24 5] IF{d FF 224 sgRNA B, 0] @ 21 BE3 4
S iSTOP % (1001

2.3.5 A4 MR mRNA & % 574

mRNA ] A5 B Fz J A 538 i S PR 9 1 T 2L A
R EAZ NS TR S-GTHAF ) Al AG-3'
T, EATERTH R A AR AU, T
R R0 B R E mRNA BY 300 F2 (9 D) fig
I HRAE T E A B R T H (& 2D). Gapinske %1102
RAEHFH BE3 /59 CRISPR-SKIP BTHE{KZ , X /)
FU TN 2 S ) 20 it 2 9 mRINA F) A 728 59 345 o7 o5 R A T
T4, FEONE BRI BIRERA TAM &
GAE NG SEBL T H BTAAFERY 4 Fl mRNA By 2
TS AR (OB T B s R AR B R R A
PEAY L AN TR R AE SN S T,
I Hl it i Dmd FER W85 E00 5, SCBLT HARSb

BT e ki, 7EATA Rk TAM M4l iEE 1
O LA L BB U0, dE P, AR SEE S R BE3
TERNREIT HF R T & 1 S A BT R ST A5 “GU”
PLIZ AtAct2 3519 5 UTR XA P & F BT R0 a5 Ab i1 7
GRAR 45 B IR A% O % R v ) ) Bk B e AR
mRNA 528 8 $2:F ol gl sl 87 4208 20004 dhl ok
22 Gl 206 2% [R) BRI F BE3 76 481 I AR A 2
ST AR mRNA A 728 543K 21051

23.6 FaZ @it

B35 24 2 2R 0 B T AR A 7 B S S 1R o7 A 17 i
R gmiE LAAN, HE bk ) DU i 22 3% B 07 05 A0 1%
e ET T2 A EE R RN T RE ST (] 2B) . B 245050
FHH TAM  ZGo7E 02 kA1 1 05 240 i rp #E bR
BCR-ABL $E[H, A4 E T W7 4 pr =5 8 eyt
HE RIS AE FUB 2848, X R W] CBE £ 48 W] LATE FLA
I K F |k T B8 3R A5 1 AR 5 2, Michael C.
Bassiks SZH = A FHET MS2 #5E hAID i 2 HFHY
CRISPR-X FRGL7E M FLah Yy 4l i b 5878 1 e iR )7
254 77 B (bortezomib) iy #IFR I K| PSMBS, M 3£ F|
T 51% bortezomib i 2414 () £ HIFN 42 5 (1 28 A8 21
o BRI A Ay BRI ST B AR k2 S A i A
Pr2E W8 BT 22 S S & A LA B BE3 ]/ B
“NERGT” P RAT AN Dadl JEF—A
sgRNA 1895 SO (& 77 1> sgRNA), 18 3 i 46 it 15t
0% 3 , AA ] & B3T3 IE DNDI1 % 19 ES9K . V60M
P76L Fl G82R X PGCs W)k & HA f L AE 108, %
THURAE 9 2 1 U ) B 5 A R B R S B T A AR K- 2R
P15 DG B 2 L R D) BB AV A (R st A% i B, BIE 1T [)
FEGR NP T Re A . HET, 7EfE
P i 2 i 2R 0 P T R R RS 2 A8 - B A A
Wil AHEREEER 3 AN ()R TALIEFE
77 B R R P AR AT A R L R B P O A4
R, NS MATE TIRK IR ; ()= mak
AR D 2B SO TR ik, BRI T 58 AR 2 R (g 1
BE 5 QYK gn i R0 21> sgRNA [R5 3% 2 4H
P2 B v o B AR AR e AR — K DE . R
EAE P v ) G 8 2R 0 2 AR 1 W) R ) i Ak
EHATEEMR T mZ—,
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3 ABE WX 25

3.1 ABE

2017 4, David R. Liu LI =0T & T
I 4 i i 2 6 22 55 (ABE) , 1% 22 50 T T ik Ak
1) B I it 22 A & nCas9 2H A%, AT 5B A & G (A-G)
T 2 C(T-O)M&#lon, HAEMEMY CBE &4t
AL, RIS Ak — S R 1 A
EERS (A2 A8 A UE (), JUHTE DNA K280y
VRS RS (G)HEA T S5 A ), e S A-G I ElE
ABE W RATHE T Z Hi 08 g 48 2R SE AL RE i C B¢
G BRI, AL 8] 0 A B AR S T8 2y T
RETE(E 1),

1 H AT C A IR RS I 2 AN BELL DNA R
JEPIX I A ST, X 58 ABE RERITA L
CBE Z 4 HA Pk . David R. Liu 320 F i pi
238065k A K # TadA KL ADA | A2 ADAR2
FIANZE ADAT2 4 R i REEn% I 24 1 53 79 EL#% 55 nCas9
AhG, (ABAT G e, 3k e B DA ZT0KE AT AR R
WA 50 S It A 7 ) A, AT T RESE BN B R A 1Y
o Xk, I EEBCR AT A TadA Sk
XS KL AE 1Y TadA P9 RlG dCas9 #4 HE Al
BEDLZAS SO, @it ABE IKE AR . FIBER.
MR EPHERF W IhRE, 456 %4 PCR. DNA
1 HE S ) AL SR M, SR A D B B A R A,
SefRgd 7 itk S saEE, RINE S T R
BRI T ssDNA 1) ABE R4, 78 A4 b~y
T HATRCR R R BN ) ABE hitA ABE7.10
(ecTadA-ecTadA*-nCas9). ABE7.10 ¥ nCas9 5 ¥/
TR S i 22 i ecTad A FIZS 3k 72 ) R Ak f fig 2
Jit 5 W ecTadA* (HHFARIMI LG AT W23R,
H36L . P48A .R51L.L84F  A106V .DI0SN HI123Y
S146C. D147Y., R152P, E155V. I156F fll K157N
I 14 AL AR T RIAM RS, FEAZR A
IERSCRLIH 50%, MEETGTER A3 5 sgRNA [
55 4~9 (1097 A1 CBE, ABE AN B4 il dg 22k i 1
¥ DNA HiJL{bfif(alkyl adenine DNA glycosylase,
AAG)IIEE, X W78 & NUH B8 618 WL AT RE 5

AAG i,

3.2 ABE

5 KM ABE JCIRFEM L3 Wik & AEAH ) 55
TSR, AHLL CBE 2 40 AT DR UE kg 6t B2 A e
P FNEAKLAY Indels &4, HILEME A BIX) ABE &58
HIE AL 32 B3R BUAE X B S 4R AR 1 e i . B K4
B MR 1 R g 9 L T2 13190

XF T 0 i B ORI A R, AR S AR i
DAl 2 A - R i N 4 I 2 g — SR A 1) o7 R
NLS {78 . A0 NLS L L/ 3 FoRHE
sgRNA JE X EFBAR LY PABE-7 G5 4 45 45 4 L
4R ) ABE7.10 (4 gm0 38 7E /N2 RUK R 4 & 1
1.1 f%51981, David R. Liu 25 %38 15 A6 28 "1 )
WS RIS N NLS B9 H5mi 2 57 1) ABEmax
P T XL A MR ACREY, 54, CP1012-
ABEmax . CP1028-ABEmax. CP1041-ABEmax #M
CP1249-ABEmax i J& 2 5 45 /£ (R UE A% 55 ABEmax
AE A TES T, AIFE—E BB R 4~8 17 A B g
Y RN 4~12 (i), 729K PAM £ H 7
I, VQR-SpCas9 (PAM: NGA) ., VRER-SpCas9 (PAM:
NGCG). VRQR-SpCas9 (PAM: NGA). SaCas9 (PAM:
NNGRRT) . SaKKH (PAM: NNNRRT) . ScCas9
(PAM:NNGN),xCas9 (PAM:NG)Fll SpCas9-NG (PAM:
NG A& KT ABE 788l 4 5L R 21 v] 4 37 o5
E(J?"E“[fl[25,30,74,109]o

3.3 ABE

ABE R GEIWIT & AT Z 0 skt Py 58 A8 44
TRYT T 2 0 585 R BB LA S A G S AR VE )
PR SR AL T 4w i) T 3).

Y, HET ABE R0 I H T &R
iz . AFEERAG . AR KRB T RBE T a5
HlI213151000 - ABE A& AR ATZE LI R4S, Y
A0 i) R g i B A AR SRS BE R TGG BCA CAA.
CAG F1 CGA (& 2C). Jin-Soo Kim 52 2 3 56 ) i
ABE7.10 Xf/NRl Tyr JEFEBIATH L RA, I
ABE7.10 L5 20U UBY 2 1 AAV i R G, X
Dmd FEHFATT I RAE, @ THICIIEFRAR
/N BB AR T I P R4 B TR SL B0 2
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44 AR A Hoxd13 L, #5377 ABE /™S4
KNI AL, [R5 (8 AN R i) Cas9 [] 5
FEHSH T ABE Fl CBE (RN, 54k, %
SR ABEmax-NG 7E 3l 40 i Py 52 B0 1K 1
) mRNA BYHEA7 s i 4B 112, Liang SE0BI7E/NR
HgihR T Tyr JER T Dmd KR A Al A8 84007 05,
TECTH Dmd Z3 72 (/N B o082 21 1 AH B (14 A FCILE
FARMER, Yang ZFMYFIH ABE7.10 #5727 H
Fah 878518 1 B2 R AE /N BB, 5 B
WFFEHIESE SaKKH-ABE il VQR-ABE W Fift 4 45 2%
[l FE AT /N B = AR R0 A-G IS ER B,
Yang SEUM4IHT Ma EUSISZEL TR RSE R B g, I
H Yang ZEU'47Eg ABE7.10 4R%8HY Gaa D645G/
1646V Fy Ja UK R AL K B0 T 70 o8 s 1)
KBRS H R, S T e DU EGRE K Rt Al
TR TH, Liu ZE00F] ] ABE7.10 ER0 a1 %
TH 1 Dmd. Otc fl Sodl F:H, FH Dmd T279A
FRAMRF I 5 AN FMME X585k L0 WU AH
L HLA I AREAR . BR T W FL3h%, Qin S5E1MOF]
BE T4 B 5 T A6 ZABE7.10 JS N 1EBE D 1 musk .
rps14 . atp5b Fl wu:fc01d11 F5I AT %78, 3 H rpsi4
RAKRGEMM MR, ZXREH—PH
zABE7.10max f{H) F T B 6 5 R 1 Gt 4
R, ABE R G E IR TKkAS NE
AT T AIIHSE (Brassica campestris L.)AEAH I R 2
A5 $ A B ) AR MR A B (R 3). AR B
Vi L 4 30 45 A ) 2 I R i R S = R
ABE-P1 (ABE7.10)fl ABE-P2 (ABEsa)%i’f I /K #
6 NEH, FHFERSLPRPLHT ABE-P3
(VQR-ABE). ABE-P4 (VRER-ABE)fl ABE-P5
(SaKKH-ABE) . ABE-NG #il ABE-NG-S (H#t#& AT
B TadA 281K TadA*) W E—FH R, HAEKF
] [A] I 5230 C-T Fl A-G Y [) I 130741171 Yan
USRI FEIER] ABE FE/KAS P o] S a0 TAE . miARss
5w A2 2RO i PABE-7 JUAS 4
TIRFERUNE ) ZAFEEH, I FARAS T AH R (/N2
FRAFRTNPUBR RN MK ACC KPR 248 b4 L1081,
Jin-Soo Kim 555 % | A RPS5A Ji 8 F K5 ABE,
TEXCF- AU R T A SR Se B 1 s A 4, IR A

il T ST AR e SRR R A RSB T ik 3
PDS KR mRNA [y a] A8 5450110

4 BRAEN A AR GEI BN B ;I SR

i 3o 2t 0 3R 40 e S 1 A A 1 S BE TR 19 Bk
SR, NI B BIA T B0 BRI R H Y
I, Hgm RS 2 e, Wt hEE, sk
HiE R4y Ry 3 AT E (8] 3):

S5 — . ARG T FN Y R L 2 2 R S
LSRR RGBT AR A S LASN, ST LA G
N7 s R AR AR o A b 7 o5, T 3K 37 5 A 1 5
O R A TUA I A B T o 33 0 Bt 67— g ]
B H AR B (A Cas-OFFinder . E-CRISP Al
CRISPR-P %), JGL45 G T EW T BokHI M2
AELEWRO RN . FBOZ W KA W R 2
P TE . — % sgRNA JFAIAY 245, MM RL0 ()
S sgRNA AR DNA 2 A4 AL s A
JehenRl = Cas9 RZMREF A S AERES M . A
it 5 Cas9 A HE A e ik BE S AR Isf ) 3 2 3k #0
255 18 O A SR AL S R . TR AR L 28 I
RN RS A LU JLAPU22): (1) sgRNA BT .
FI 45 %5 19 sgRNA (gX18 B, gX17)85 4 K i sgRNA
(gX20 B¢ ggX20)¥ AT fEL-$F BE3 B ABE RGACH
PR R B2 T AT A1T] G L A iy (1200200 5 (2 ff v
EI) Cas9 RN, FlH TAEILE Cas9 AF (AT AL
B0 it 4 ) S ¥E5 0 . David R, Liu 5256 28 8 1
HF1-Cas9 5 BE3 filtfy, @57 HF-BE3 W] B i B A%
J5hf BE3 X AESAR A7 5 1 4w 0123), Jin-Soo Kim 5K
557 % Sniper Cas9 5 ABE -4 27 /Y Sniper
ABE7.10 X} ABE Z %t It JI 80 25007 A7 BH I 1) i 5511200
Qa5 Cas9 A% TR M Rl-A 2K 11 A2 4H i i)
VE RIS IE] o R AR SE S 4 45 5 sgRNA T 1 A A% 4l %
T H % A (ribonucleoprotein, RNP)H/LH DNA %
KTE R R AL ANN, AT L B I Gt 6 A 40 B
PR AT, AT AR B #3507 o F 95 F 1, 3% BE3
RNP il ABE RNP 4 A £ 5 FH N 35 4 i 3R 496 A
j?4‘;l~/-ll-[120,123]o

55 L AR AN T TN A R . %2
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JI AL R AT A BEAL A — M I o A FE e B R 2
S O o (B PO E (1S € B/ v /1B I N K 26
Digenome-seq. EndoVllzf Endo V-seq A% i #8 PEAL F
BOFANAE TS A R K2 AR N IAEE T B 5 4 4 R 40

B S (1201200280l T G Al G 245 G (E ssDNA
Wb AEVERT, DL F S AP AERY ssDNA | B
DI, A2 DX AR TR T i B R ST A SR TR 4
I TEAE AL XS G o Lee SR BUAE/IN UG

AT F A a vy
C/A
— WK&ECRISPRES:
/ ' AR
A~ " IRJEBIE K sgRNA
’ T/G | KE/RRECas
> FEH/RNP
CBE 7/
\ S - I
h\\ G A\ ¥ 4 M B
I - X TssSDNA 45
[ v - AIEEFERBT
| I g R N
\ L— §§
ABE
\\\”“”—» e
TSR K BT
on — ARSI
\ -_, — —_ A
BE3W90Y+R126E
1'\\7) U/I Aﬂ’\_ hA3AR128A/hA3AY]3(]F
————— e ABEmaxAW/ABEmaxQW
ABE7.10°/ABE7.10F1#

B3 WERIE RGO & B E R A

Fig. 3 The off-target effects and improvement strategies of base editing systems
DA R G R BN 43 3 AR IR ARG R T A R | A DR A K- 0 5 B B B SR 2 KV IR . R X R T 5 e
B S ALZKOT- 10 JBAE A B ) OO SR, T X T CBE FR SR A 4 ik PRI 9 L 10 IO 8 I 0 25 I A6 AL

BE3 7£ sgRNA HijJi 200 /™03 4b i B S50 8 T
ABE 2%, MAE/NE P, 925 %= A Y
GOTI HiAREE & A LRI ¥ 3 #r, & BE3 76/
RN RN 5| & L B & 5748 &5 20 f5 1 C-T W HL 1
IR A% 5+ (single nucleotide variations, SNVs)!!2];  []—
Bf ], ASCISEAEAY) ORI T 2RI 4, B BE3
1 HF1-BE3 REW 5 R KFif 2 1 R ZH 7K -1y C-T SNV
3 027, H 3 P I 5 4 R BT IX 2 C-T SNVs 78
Y@ AR 5] A, (AR B0 FE R ST BRI 4
JEHA26127) i X Tl A 2K R W e A T Y
CBE R4 & B WAAE IR IG5 B — 2 i 1Al

BRI A B, A IR A [R) s g i 2 B . UGI
TERERE . KRIAAF A R R & 8O A N

(C)1994-2021 China Academic Journal Electronic Publishing House. All rights reserved.

C-T SNV {35 Ji128~1301 55 b ] S50 1) J 39— Jr T I
JNFE B BN O G 2R G T R TR T SRR ML
Dy A — R, 55— 7 AR R B R
IR ZE 58 T8 J2 L s e S 22 . UGL i 2 4153
I JR) A A s SR s A T 4 R TR 2L KP4 B A, DA TG
MO IT & RS e 4 CBE R & MM ELZ T,
ABE ZRGEAE A B R KOF A AR & A R S e 11261271
X B ABE RS04 1 R RS I 2 il 2 20t AT
FE MLl ) ABE R HH- WA UGL 450H K.
B BRI o JC IR e R E 3 2L
it 3 2 Mt W 4 Ot 2 il A 22 I ) F 5 1 AT R BB 2
EFT RNA (3 S5 2EHT RNA AR, K
UL IOEAT F] g B L R i RS AE RNA KF =4

http://www.cnki.net
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JHE 2019 4, Keith Joung 5256 22 3 o % SE AL 7,
FAUEH T BE3 M ABE RG1E NN R 5L k41K
SEAFAE T E A B 3, Ho ) BE3 AT TE 38%~58%
BRI IEE P LL 0.07%~100% 55 R EF S 8T F 7
# C-U 4% ; 1 ABEmax 7E RNA /KXo 5E A
4D IS8 6 4 e, BT 55K 100%030 ) B 5, David R. Liu
SE6 2 L F B ABE 7E M FL sh W 4l il 2 h AF 7EARAIRE
REAE RN 2 ) RNA B2l dp se i & s i
T CBEs Fl ABEs 531 RNA B HRA 5, 45 5%
2 TR I L 2 B e BE3 R MEE 0 gl 5 5 4 2
ABE7.10 #RRE /= A= i T 7 9 AE#E ] RNA SNV,
T FRIL S48 R 57 RNA KE = E SIS, H
B 32 B A ke S R TR A G I SR AR 1A, D
— B o O A S RNA BT 455 57 A5 DA T
K FEAIRXT RNA 1) 4 58 80% o K4l L SEL#% , Keith Joung
SIS % JF & 1) BE3-R33A Fil BE3-R33A/K34A YAE (A
A BE3 X RNA 114 g 48 43 1 KK 390 15 F1 3800 1
;l:ﬁ ﬁﬁ ;; g/\_TL\ § }:l: Z{ EI(J BE3W9OY+R126E . hA3AR128A %n
hA3AYBOF ] 24 BE [ #E R AR 21 A K133 X
F ABE ZSiMyekik, David R. Liu 3285 T A1)
ABEmaxAW (TadA ES59A, TadA* VI106W) A
ABEmaxQW (TadA E59Q, TadA* V106W)®] 7Ef#1E
— & DNA /KW 4 8ee i met, BEAICHAE RNA
IR 1) s B0 35030 1320 T A M S 36 =t T kT R AR
ABE ZE{K, ABE7.10P53E fiI ABE7.10F48A  H rf
ABE7.10"8A 0] 2K B% ABE RSETEH SRA4L/K 1
I SR 133

B2, ABE RGN HAE DNA K- HAR W
FESETE, TE RNA ZKF- SRt T AR I () g ol )y
%, WLt ATt R 459k B ABE RS BT R 1)
W4, T CBE RSE7E DNA /K- A it S 5500 75 2
HE— e, JFR 4N CBE T.H.,

5 DRAEZWER HR Sk R

Tl 2 20 2 R ) T & R [ A T B O 58 A% R
T P AT IR A iRt T T H, &
BT AR WAL B IR YT 5 S AR i Rl B S T I
B R R . AR 1T B 2 4 R e SR A7 A — Bt
RNREZAL f A, CBE & ABE &4t HAESL
PR X W E | MRS X EERS e AE, B C-T. T-C,
G-A Fil A-G B9e7E, TS e 5K BUAH L 2 ] ) i 46t

i C-G. C-A. A-T il A-C WO¥E7E . HAR H AT b
5SRIE CBE 2404 C £ G 8 A fRA:, (HH
KGR KABEILE I HBCRIRIR . BAh, WIS
5 R GUM FE HR 16435 [ 41 B RNA 7K 4 i #8500
W, LML, Z A S gGRBIEERE 0 & PAM
PR B , o 5 G 8 2R 0 A S B 0 v RN BB X T
RS AR RE A A e . L, SR RS fE B,
AR e o7 2 T AT A R Z R B T R T, W
RIGHIE 40 R & A IR K F B4 S G
PR . MR g A R R TR A A S

(DFF R BB SE G Rt . B RIAEMIEZ
() AT R4 7 4G () B A i R GE A8 L C A2 G oy
B, HAare A T HAB T S A DG LA BB 134,
M C W e B A A 2 5 & fE UDG PERTF
TERL AP 25, FEMHASE TLS WA EU Revl 454
TEMALIHATIESRE , ZFSTE AP AL B X % i 1]
PERIRATREE C, BN — Dol #ERnE T, RAqE
DNA % #2:0 & DNA BE b5 C-G ek As .,
David R. Liu SZH A FFA L F], RA Lk B 5T
GoiR T 2R 3K . rAPOBEC1-d/nCas9-UDG .
rAPOBEC1-d/nCas9-UDG 7% {& (UdgX . UdgX* il
UdgX On %)PA K rAPOBECI1-d/nCas9-UDG/(UDG
ARAY+TLS A (Revl . Kappa. Lota il Eta)5%,
25 & 3 A e i 5t 2 g [ ) i UDG (5%
UDG ZE{R)F1 TLS A R g SO R e fE, B4k
BORFEAHIAL, AT IR N E T UDG H AT 7E 4 ik T
S A U VIBRIE L AP {705, FFH TLS B4
WAANAE ssDNA il [T A REA i . &= A LB K
2EREESK Kiran S, Gajula £1%F s a8 H T AT RERY
UE RS, B)— 1 af AT E ik fE Revl, HUAE
Revl NHAT 5'% 34bUIEEAEYE, R HA A &
FIFFB O BRGS0 AP (S A Ih RS, XFET]
KRHE AN HAE fil ssDNA AYJLE; 55— J7 i o] fl &
EvolvR &4 H ) enCas9 2214, 1A 1] BEHE & C-G
By R34 PR, X C-G R HAd B 3 2 1) A B
AP LR TR 5 N NN (A o S N U E e
efb. weAh, dndaf fa B s SE B C-T & A-G 1]
it g (AR R . BAR HATHE shAi Y P E A M %
HRiE, (H¥ R EA AT Cas9 AR RMHEm,
Wit AN A Cas9 PRI A PAM B4R Sz, (Hi%
D7 el A R AR I, R RCR AR L BB 7] 1)
A7 R R . R T 2% 3 f AN [R) 1) 3 T AR
MS2 . PP7 Fl boxB %54 55 A [ 1) [t 2 45y i, Bk
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B4

AT e 831 S A (] Bl 56 119 [) Bof 282

Q)P RIS R R R S . BRI
BT A 4 FE DR AH 0 L LA B s R S e R e 4
PER) CBE R4, HAKMMEI T %A 243 YEE-BE3
S HAth BT T & %) CBE AL w45 4% , T YEE-BE3
5 DNA BIS5E TGRS , R AR 4 35 R 21 7KSF i B
BN A VRS — o WA B 20Y; sl WO TR
FABEE T H AR IR, O UE R B g AR AR Y [l s
AE AR b P CBE 7£ 4> 3 [K 41 76 ol 19 B 48 . 53 o1
AT 223 O Ab i s i i 2 B s UGT 4143, 40 Keith
Joung 516 % 78 AH ¢ (B Pr & A 48 o) 25 A8, RIDEE
W I 0 2 il R B S Bk h Rk, — &5 ZF
s TALE #0 A Fal s, 7 —#B455 nCas9 @G,
SUAT 241935 4 [ Bl 08 g 7 s BF A B A A P A5 IR
T RALTE LA T A B i B 2, AT P RE
R AT LA 4 5 DR 2 /KT B TS S IR o ok 77 T el s
A2 A0, el nCas9 424 M AE 4 KA
ZH K BN S HA Cas K, 40 dSaCas9 B %
dCas12a. 54, RNP Lt DNA 7& 40 i N 5 25 5t
W, PRSI FT CBE RNP 2% P4 CBE 7
IR RS — B RO

(3)B 3k 2 5 A R T 2 R i i X T o and]
V5 T 35 i A R A A0k L 22 4 A 2o i ) 400 i PN 2 H
B35 2 i 2R 0 T Ak S R R SR T 1 .
HI, GRIE G5 R G T 10 gn A4 BHELFE TURL(DNA) |
VRSN S W) (in vitro transcripts, TVTs)LL & RNP 3 Fif
X LR HET7EshPM i, X 3 FiIE
AL G 42 E IR GE , B E e R R
JiR A &0 5 (AAV) S BH B B AR A S5 10 5 Ak ik
SCEL, HA L mRNA IR R 2020, (H W] 45 /)N
BE AR /Ml LT 25 ) e B A R B A L 2T
KT SRR YT 1B B s % R e Kov] BRI A
SURR SR I i R AT T — P IR &R . ML eI AL 3h
Yram i ST, B A A R R ) 8 2 AR A A v K
JREAHXT L% % F kL DNA A5 09 % 5L 4 48 42 H BT
wew AL, ERY Tl R Ee S R
WIZY I PEG N HEEAL ik s B, (B2 DNA
AL H A S ok R g DNA JuibRis:
Ik G B TR AE RSO BN, HL gm B 7 2
SIS AL o U A 5% 2 R FH Ik s 2 35 i 3
GRS DNA 5 U] 78— E FEJE E AR AN IR
DNA [{3& 4 28821081 fEURJE MR AS () ff e Ik o LABRE,
Fegm# IVTs 3 RNP (T8 AR S 3L DR 2 4 48 44 L mT

DL fInAG 508 S AN I DNA A SR kA4, A5t
PR R RATAT A DNA, [R5 B T ke 0 s ik
IR . ASLIR 2 F e BE3 mRNA B 7/
FHSLBLT TadALS RER P41, X+ RNPs JE2
FgmiE, FARASLE EY)4kiE T PEG /3 15;
AU A/ N A SRR I S T A3A-PBE-AUGI
RNP () 4 56281, T % T RNP 7048 27 P 0 5 35 4
IFRA IR B . Ik, FEALY) A mak HLE
A b7 A G i RINP T X328 126 28] 47 4 e v D 4R
13 DNA-free MY 84S M KK , A B AR P 085 g 5 2
SRR AR S, T e AR AR e A AR
H RNP 336 50 J a3 Bk, R SR
RNP 2 Fhist G 5 AL 450, Anil A [R] 8 49 0K 4 ks
BB RNP %8 J34b, ] Sl — b 76 5 DR 2 i S F
Bk =, WK BUR L fh ik . SRR E L
PEE kA LN e

M, B GRERARE NSRS . B
Bl FSL R 58 A R0 S5y TE AT R, R
By iE— 2 A S s e e s Aol A 7, AW 2 )
e i R AR ) P R

Bift

SRS AR S 0 25 S N AR TS 5L LE IR A A SRS
VEDT I 26 T BOHREBY , Juf2  A T O 1 B A e SO B A
07 45T B
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