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MmN EEARERARAARTER

hEE BERE A BT

GEINBERHICEMRIDEEBE IRPDEA R R E R A S S B i 45 A R AT e sk ge s @ 325000)

BE RadegiRansfd KREGERRAREFTIK, PERLY T RABALERERD, B
o, #eg e AR ARE T AR BFEFT T, ARARJFARREMS L S ESAGiE
TARMRGRE, TLRRE T HFRRIGH R e A KA RFH KP4 IR B (ZFN) (4
FHE T AR B T A% BA B (TALENSs ) (LA & %% 1) g 429 L& 5 (CRISPR)/Cas R %, EAN

BRI LER Fe A R B T % o M AT T

8 Fp42 = L& £ (CRISPRs) AL/ B B 8945 5.
KR aliRBHE iR RE(ZFN)

# 9] Fa 42 =) L& 5_( CRISPRs)
FESES Q753

A 1) e DA 2H 20 B B AR I 48 8 5 S e 0 R TN A
DNA Sfe 28 BE PR 20 v i 5 e BE PR, AT 5 A 18 52 B
FEIH (gene correction) ', [ RF ) M 1T LA SEHLAE A5 (in
sitw) 4 A—JEH 5 DNA JE1F (knock-in) ! [l i %
HORA LR IE B P 17 3 B (gene knock-out)
W AR T RE . FIH AR 32 SRR T AR
[ R E 4 (ZEINATHE , gene targeting ) S 21 A% A5 A 4
AR 58 BN R A TR ) s B R R B o X — I
1 5 K F & 41 45 : Recombineering™’ | single-stranded
oligonucleotides” ' | AAV- mediated gene target'®' (] 2 ,
JERE AR b — AR H K B Ty gk AT & A
RORAR, BOAREER Ry HL AR i A R, 7™ R 2 1
Tl BIF S Rl R I FH o 30 4F R, i i) S 1) i X 26 2 L
HAS W 9l B, I ob 4 6 B 45 4% R 8§ (zinc finger
nucleases, ZFN) | %5 5% 806 F #F 300 BB F #% 1R 1
[ transcription activator-like ( TAL) effector nucleases,
TALENs | F1 58 & B8 0 KL A3 ol 7% 1) B e [l S o &2

Wk H 3:2013-10-18  {&[8] H 51:2013-12-24

* B GERHHR“9737 1 &) (2013CB967502 ) . [ K H SR B = H 4
(81201181/H1818) WiyLA TATAHRI AW H (201339279) B Wit H
wx W IHAEE, B 1540 : qufenguw@ gmail. com

3 FME T A AOS B T A% B B (TALENSs )

B 4k Bt B = G R B R ILAUAE AR R

HLAE R,

(clustered regularly interspaced short palindromic repeats,
CRISPRs)/Cas 5. BCEEHHEA MR, K ICHRE T
LA 5 e Gt e 200, 0T v 0 ) S 1] s DA 9 4 Ry T
AE , IX 20 3 ) SE D A AR SR B 1 SO TR S

1 #FHEEEEERERAE T

1.1 $#45#EREE ( ZFN)

TLAE 1983 AF 4 45 44 B UCAE WF 52 3R PHTCE B 5%
P B, Bt i 24 F R () HA RS
BB RO AU H RS T TR AR IRl (ZFN)
JE NLBOHBIF BA BER 25/ A9 8 1 B, i — 4> DNA
VUM BSR4 S P TR PR V) i 1) T 1) 45 4y
FET A e N RS A FEAE 8 H DNA 255, i — &
5 Cys,-His, B4 8 1 BRI I, B> B4 2 1 U1 O
Z5G— DRI SR IE . C R AR R e AL R
Mg Fok T 57 U] 45 k4 48, Fok I J& i JK ¥ AT W
( Flavobacterium okeanokoites ) 3¢ ik [ — i B il ¥4 Py 1)
M, VA WA AT B SR AR A AT T

H R R I EOR B 22 i L TR Z W Rk iy
BAEHETT, AR I A 2 BE S AR P TCRE |
S IPN IV N IUNR P25 S N B
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ZFN R GiRAR AU E Y — R S R A R N4, X
SN A 3 A S F LA B T
1.2 BERHE TR EFi%8E ( TALEN)

TALE 2 R A — R R AE Y Ak, B 3L
FAMIFF R ( Xanthomonas sp. ) , B —FP RIREH . E
J2 H BT TR G T R G5 08 R 8 T A B A 40
P — 2R T o FL7E 1989 4F, Bonas 5 ik
M BE B BE 5L 2 Xanthomonas campestris pv.
vesicatoria (xev) PRI T TALE & A X ERE — 1R
51 AviBs3, TALE 3 4 =AM o, 25— 4K
ek B TR TALE 3, N Sm A T R38R
G i (- RS A5, B S S A s 5 R 43 i
DNA g4, & — Bl 1.5 ~ 33.5 AR TALE
BATCLH AR TR SRR P ), A B0 S 34 Ak
PRZHL I, Horh 32 A2 FEMRE o JE AR <1 1), A3 12 {2
13 RLEHERR S AT LU ALY, BE S 1 S b &5 45 —
FERPH, PRI 3 PR A S HE R SRR S i 7 S Rk ik
(repeat variant diresidue, RVD) , %5 0.5 NEEIL H
A RTANAY 20 SRR ; 5 =W A0 T KR TALE &
HC ¥, & A — D E AN E S (nuclear localization
signals, NLS ) F1 %% 5% i 75 38 ( transcriptional activation
domain) , I HR T AEFY B TALE 25 9 M 20 i o 2E A 20 i
AT % 42 e S I M T IR B R kB
TALE 35 H RAZ R ES & 3 ) & R R 7 51 5 B A 5 Y
BRIV A EE RIRRIOC R o G, FIH] TALE [ 551
B, AT 4 2 JRE S 45 5 R 8 DNA R 9 p i e Al &
FL IR ZEN R, 48 TALE . Hi it 5 3% 30005 45 4 J5R
(AD) 46 A% R A U1 7D D) 351 45 4 580, 44 2 i TALE
LR , Xof 5 PR A P04 8 0L R AT 7 18] DD, DT 3%
S i 2 8 P DR SE DR A E

AR — T3t % 14 4k PR 4 7 i 4 4 T H,, TALEN 4
ARIEZFHBOR M Z 1958, A 2009 47, BT TALE
SRR N TTAZTR N UDG C 28 )2 b 7 6 465 2 FE 8%
e BETh A 2 N KR i R A
JTEE J A RS 9776 N B Z2 W0 R i s AL iE 5, LA
BRI (7L S P A, (A B T 40 A (ES)
FESHZRET AN (iPS) 7o (3 — IR M2, FE
FLENWIRER A T, Y e R — B RO R AR
X, B R 3, Wang 25 5 3l 1 F TALEN
PORME TIX — s BEE D7 RI A BT HERE , TALE
M (B TALEN) E 88 TALE B e 5| A H Y
5.

1.3  MEMEEREEES (CRISPR)/ Cas 12

CRISPR # & 45 14 g W T 1987 4R 78 K #F 1
( Escherichia coli ) K12 HY iap & [ ) 32 ¢ 51 op 8% %
L 2000 4, Mojica 257 #7 i 1t CRISPR {E W EE
FE B 1G—2 R  JF4 304 4 Shot Regularly
Spaced Repeats (SRSRs) , 2002 4, Jansen 25" fp 4044
%K & F A fiv 44 0 Clustered regularly interspaced
short palindromic repeats( CRISPR) , DA [z Bt iZ 25 & ¢
HI 25K R 45 . CRISPR 35 PR 45 440 1 5 {430 3 i vy &8
PRATHY [w) 16] 5252 747 (repeat) 5[] 551 ( spacer ) 4 Ji
M2 B R-S S5 2 A, R 9 KL A )48 (CRISPR locus) o H;
HERE PR E— B 21 ~ 48 bp, i T HA 5L
Fed), al LI ISR R 2548 s 352 15 81 22 ) £ TR) Bl 7 91—
ek 26~ 72 bp, 10 8] B ¥ 8K B 5 A0 R S
CRISPR fii s A Ko 76 A& B Z i, & | % 7 41
(leader) 5 — Z % f§ CRISPR A 3¢ & 1 A& [ &
( CRISPR-associated ) , Bl Cas e (4 3E K, 222, H Cas
AR T S0 AL R L R A B T CRISPR S [A]
41, CRISPR J [K] Jg 5 FC AR O Jk [H] RE 68 £1 X0 Wik 1 {4
SRS JORE 5 VR AR BT 368 0 ) B R S5 AT S S 1
AR AL , Ay A A ) i PR o 470 Wk T 45 A1 D5 TR
fR 4R 15 1 % 2 RE J1, B FR . CRISPR T 4t ( CRISPR
interfering, CRISPRI) 1 3 4% K ) 7 1YL 50 0T
SIEAZAEYI RNA FHOSBEM

2013 AE4), 2k H R4S PR LA B A 10 K 2% I A o
A BAFI) FH 72 e 45 3R B ( Streptococcus pyogenes ) 1R #R 5k
R ( Streptococcus thermophiles ) 71 ) CRISPR [ff £
RNA e/ AA LAY DNA E 4T T4 A DD
Mg . X — MV 35S TR R
LN ZH G BB B o BT E I CRISPR/Cas9 £
GEH— Al FRY Cas9 A — N TBITAY sgRNA
RIZ WAL J5H B = A5 AL, 4 )& —
MK 20 nt ()5 DNA F5 S5 PESE 5 1Y B AN X B — K
42 nt 195 Cas9 #H H455 BRI A — 1K 40 nt
KU T M E BRI Y% sk 1L T 7E CRISPR/Cas9 R 4¢
FIBETTHf B I A 2 PAM. (4 JE 0] (] J, A TR 3T 1Y
sgRNA HEX NI DNA 19—l 55 8 NGG P o, A fi
A TER) Cas9 FEHTE NGG 58 I H], X 4 HA 1
FLDN 4 2 4R 4R A8 T LR (18 1) . b Tl CRISPR/
Cas9 F L HE P A5 1) DO RE M Al 4k X 4w B DO RE Y H
1), BF5EE I TC AL TS PR Cas9 FE T, JH T RNA 457
SRR SR o AT HE DR A B SR AT RE I I MO Y Cas9
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HH RGOR A FHRAE i Y i /b N DI TS £ A9 Cas9
HE LAV T —> RNA 455 DNA U &
AR5 Cas9 8 HA—>H1 20 bp FLAMHE DR B
sgRNA [ FaR RRRr S MR H A ik PR 350 I HE
Ro RZAERE A HEAE R Casd EHEAERNE S
PR — P 43, ¥ X5 55 %€ )3 41 7 A2 U1 %) (Double strands
breaks ) & 2 #£E ik [ (nick ) 77,

sgRNA

42nQ :J 40nt
20nt .

" il;iﬁiﬁfé“ LR O T & E LV 70 |
5'-m-:x; S .,::i-;
AR e o _

Cas9

El 1 CRISPR/Cas9 R {EA#EXE
Fig.1 Model for targeted gene disruption by the

CRISPR/Cas9 system

IR SR Cas9 3 1 A5 AE 1A Cas9 U] 171 il
(Cas9 DIOA nickases,Cas9n) , iH I HEC K] H (double
nicking) ,RSEHUIFEIR) H 1Y, CasO Y 11 B HA LI #
55 sgRNA H kb DNA B I AE, W] — X} sgRNA-CasOn 52
A REEREIL [V B X% , T2 B U] 1 (double nicking) .
£ sgRNA-CasOn RGBT, W 2 — X A L3
sgRNA FEXT ) DNA HEfY) PAM 5" Sy 22 8] (14 25 i) st
(sgRNA offset) , 220157 sgRNA offset [i{)fpid i g5 f +8
bp, AYIEGETE R 5 B0 ™ o Cas9 Y A FHAY
RERFAIRAIL 2R 50 ~ 1500 fE5 04 B PE , 1M HLAR i LR
SR R ) R e TEASE R B ) D) B RCR A HiT 92~ J7
fH/IN B SZAE BB DR RIS

A by — T TR 48 o) 6 D9 2 B3 50K, H A CRISPR/
Cas9 HEAR 28 I ] T 60 65 SR B 5 1/ B S
ZAYITR, LLARSN S SR (0 L Sl A (R4 N2 A
Jg) . Rudolf 4™/ % ] CRISPR/Cas9 AR — Wtk i,
Tkl 12 7 ) i) 485 78 22 A BRI 8 1 /) B, CRISPR/
Cas9 HEAAE HHE R R R /N BRI RCRAE 3 &, HAT 59T
e T AR E AR . BUAE TT LATE =3 U B A
PR R 5 SRS/ L, A% S8 Y BOR A 33X
— HART EAE e 3 B4 4F I HoX —BORAH A, 5
AR LIRS 1 R B A E 3% CRISPR/Cas9 4
ARE T LS i B . 25k B P RkBE B

VA AT B FIE B A 2% Hubrecht BIFFE T 4 W5 1l 57
WS /NHAIE S, AT LA CRISPR/ Cas9 4 AR 7 /)N LA
NZET AP S s Wb A ARy T

2 =MEHEHEmEEARERARLRS

ZFN 1 TALEN #3J& Tt & %8R, 47l DNA
24y 3 (P RS B 41 %) A DNA ) %) B 44 1. ZFN Fl
TALEN Rl 15 SR DR 47 45 DNA. 280384 5 4
A IR A i e i [ Y i A A8 S R A T U 1 5 PR el
5 (2) . TALEN BERES 1S ZFN —KEHE 0 Hb g 48 52 2%
YSEINZL, SUA L ZFN B2 50 Bt R s ) Fas
SRR B FIG PRIS FTTF 7 R 3, TE B — AN T
19 KiK. T TALEN 2125 £ AR R X sh i v E i
G0, TALE > S 1ty 5 R 41 4 BB R 76 2012 4 3% Nature
Methods Z&R5PF6 H 2011 4K 1503208 H A A 540 1 10
SRR ARER AR S FAREAE 2012 4E LY Science 2475
TR 2012 AR+ RF kR 2 —, fEIEiR T, TALEN
WAL L AT S0, B T TALEN 5 AR A,
NIIA 53T A e S AR B A R A S AR SR RE Y
32 ZFNs , TALEN £ ARG 40 N i 25—, TALEN §ii i
TR AT , AT 2 A 2 i e R, [ b e S 17 B Y
TR B AR S FT A7 S0 5 4 7 #h R AL A TALEN; 45
—,TALEN #5530 51 DNA 50 19 6E J1 0585 45 =, th T
TALEN %545 DNA JE81 8 4 7, PR I S A o 0, A
YRR o EJR: AT TALEN FEARULAF7E— B[R], 7
H— D AR, FLEAFELUT LA i o, O
20 MEEEF S B TALEN % 14, Bt m T ge s — T %
ANEIERR , DRI AT R 23 5 | R LA A9 03 12 17, 3 R A1
TALEN ZEZ0H A i) 7F 5 Hk, TALEN 7776 5 9 ) 7]
L, BOR FECHACR AL sbAh, B TALEN £ 9 57
AR SR B T T, AR R IS R B
PR AT — 05>

el = —1 s

\
/ \ Ei}
SRS S (NHED) _BEEa
M, ~ 4

2 ZFNs/TALEN {EfA#&ERE
Fig.2 Model for the ZFNs/TALEN
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ST I AR CRISPR/ Cas9 AR HLAEFS 2
B (ZFNs) 1% 5 800 7 R 2% B 90 % R
(TALENS) , HA5 K (g0, CRISPR B 5 T4, th
HAWEMY @, CRISPR 4 AJ LL[A] B £ X [F] — 4
Ja b 22 A 7 PR AT B 5, Rudolf 255 A1)
CRISPR/ Cas9 $ AR — UK 1 1) 1 22 58 A8 % B A BRL, 3 %F
T ZFNs F1 TALENS P 3050 H AR 1 5 2 LSS Ry . X
Fh D RELEAT X 22 56 R S 106 28 A8 1T 5 LS R o T 5 oy
KRR, X 2B R T 2 A &R R
AL RE RIS % 1. A T #E— 2t TALENs I
CRISPRs A FRCR  BFFE A B R ] —F- & S E
PR, X IRl — hPSC 41 R 4 7] — i R 2437 s
F7 T 43, 45 F W] CRISPR/ Cas9 J7 15 1 0K B 5.
TALENs X — A4~ %5 {3 5 JH 7 A= T B () A R 2 0% ~
349% 1 CRISPR/Cas9 J7 i MI%e 0N N 51% ~ 79% ,
I HJG F IR RERAS by Mo b il 298 728 v b (s e
7% ~ 25%) . BLANK BRIyt e TALENs J5 3 i
AT Hil s a5 o #F9E A eI CRISPR/
Cas9 PR P 5 1 gk tH Cas9 2K 11 AE o5 4 22 3K B
B, 16 hPSCs 4T 32 s e TALENs B4,

WAk, FE HETrRE s Ak = HoR v, IR G T4 i
JE—ANEERTFE R, T CRISPR/ Cas9 A ] Jo 5 JHE
T4, DR I 18 £ 27 F 5 7T R AP ) B T BR %
BB T X TR TR E L B AT
Ay A LASEAT IR AR 1) Sl 0 FT LA kg 35 DR 21 TR A
WFSE EbR. T 23 2E 4 2 2 528, A
I R P — AR TR AT AT LAAE B 2 19 900 b 4 5 2
AL . fH L CRISPR/ Cas9 77 76 — 86 i i,
LB A R 2 = A 9 G(N) 19NGG i 23k
A B2 BRI 1 5 ok CRISPR/ Cas9 Jy 125 1) Ji 1 %8
WA P — e fitJF CRISPR/Cas9 J5 4 16 Tl
SRR USR5 A B AR DNA ge7g

St Xt = A T TR A ) DR g A R Y HE R
CRISPR/ Cas9 A (1) {0 88 14 A2 S 1117 5 UL 1), & 4 4E
SRS 87 S LB ), L g AR B g T L T LA [
— 20 ) I AT 22 AN S S R BR A . TEA T REST
TG A P A 5 S, 0K i a8 A 2 B0 5 P e B T
AIRE A Y T B4, CRISPR/Cas9 $ AR ik
AT DAEA T RS PR O BRAE Jy T A 454 (b anfift Cas9 2K
), BE T Cas9 K [ 2 B 9 S AE ( oo i H HA
W SR DR TR 5 R Tm V2 )

3 #FELEAERRERANARR

H i, P8 IR B (ZFN) & 82 b T8 B A
T2 RE TA0ML(PS) | SR ast A4 18 52 IH 4 AR &5 5 IEAH
S ZEAE LN SNCAY™ | T 255 SR 3 i TR 1 20 12 0 %
FR T ( TALEN) [ 2010 A5G 46 s i FH T 55 R 4 T4,
AR —Fh L BF IR % B B (ZFN) B4 5 it R ¢
PET R AR AR N AR N VTG . BRI I L
SURR SRR A T 8 A > T %) IO 0 s R ) 7 {4 240 L v
BAE T4 A b B W 58 EAE AN Wk 25 45 5 5 2 g
YA (IPS ) B A 7= FHERAE , 1 LU e B A T R 1 O 8K
FEPIG ST 0958 O ), AL AR IR T B AR T 4 MRS A 9T
®

CRISPR/Cas9 4 A& H 2013 4] 1 44 i o i FH LA
K, AR ] N T 2 A Y, AR SR
S b ) PUBRME T 5 WL, {H 22523 CRISPR/ Cas9 4
AT Z I FEAR K T 2k — A0 otk AN 58 35, 3 AN
TR il R 0 RN 5 A 22 4 5 8 I ), g 5T 58 3 1Y
CRISPR/ Cas9 {5 5V &, {8 H: 50 A F) 776 W L 35 4 4
M & ¥ AE R, B DL DL, ZEN/TALEN #1 CRISPR/
Cas9 FEA MY A SR R AR IS PR 5 A A DG S0 48K 119 BAF 5
AR, JEHZ CRISPR/ Cas9 BEA MY & 1 Ko it Y, i3k 2
L PIAST AR D RE A A e ks R T R, BT
R OB T 50 CRISPR-Cas9 F2 G0 A% A 2 117 ¢ 5 (K]
F Al AT 3 % LR Cas9 U T ( Cas9
nickase ) 75 5 AU W 2 A $2 5 40 1) 4 S5 A A
CRISPR/ Cas9 HZ ARTE /)N BRI S T 41 il v 24 1F 35t 4% ik
B A R 6T B sl i K lentiCRISPR, F 5%
NG EAT T 8 ) 42 PR 419 [l CRISPR - Cas9 i bR
(GeCKO) , AT LATE A2 24t if v 55 BRI 1] 147 1] 1) 326 4%
PEGR B RPN 3 s B % R Gi e A AT Y
I B 22 4, B 7 {8 4y 25 ol N 2R A A 1 Sl A
A RS AL BB, A R A T B TR B

g AWHZERXHHEE 3 HH
(2013CB967502 ), [ % [ 4k Bl % 5L 4 ( 81201181/
HI818) , Wiil4 PAJTAF LT H (201339279) , it
MERE K= ANA G dh3i B (QTJ 12011) %% 8y, %7 1t
XSG

S 3k
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Progress of Next-generation Targeted Gene-editing Techniques

YANG Fa-yu GE Xiang-lian GU Feng

(School of Ophthalmology and Optometry, Wenzhou Medical University, State Key Laboratory Cultivation Base and
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Abstract  Manipulating genomes by traditional targeted genome editing technique ( gene targeting) is
inefficient, making it impractical or difficult to use the technique as a gene-therapy approach to cure diseases and
decipher gene functions. To overcome this problem, next-generation targeted gene-editing techniques were
developed to achieve higher efficiency for gene correction, specific locus integration or knock-in and high
throughput gene knock-out. The progress of new techniques for targeted genome-editing tools were reviewed,
including zinc finger nucleases ( ZFN ), transcription activator-like effector nucleases ( TALENs), and a
clustered regularly interspaced short palindromic repeats ( CRISPR)/Cas system. A brief summary of the history,
recent structure, progress, and future prospects was presented. After comparing these tools, it was found that
CRISPR systems offer an advantage over ZFN and TALEN.
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