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FHZE: DNA Bifi 2 25 45 B A& B CRISPR/Cas F 48K R TR, R XT 2k P8 2 6 2 30F 47 A% viE 2 8 . H A ST R 10
DNA B 5 5 85 B 45 /1§ CoG & TeA B4 ) S M ne A i 8% . T AT E GeC e H i BRI B g 2w
AR N F CoG 2 GoC Wi AR AL HE I AR . T CoG 2 TeA M AT £ GeC [7] I Hie i) XUT I 2t 4
s N AT RIRIE 2 AV 3 1) 5] G 25 LA R 2Rk DNA S 3% . AL RGELE T Lid 6 Fl DNA Gda% )5
A ORE K BBt et f, 5 AT N SR RIT 5T o B R g 4 4 TR S AR AR A% o R P K S,
FEXT AL G A AR S JE IR AT T R
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Research advances in novel DNA base editors
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Abstract: The base editing technology is developed from the CRISPR/Cas gene editing systems, which can
perform accurate base or gene editing at the DNA level. Recent years, six types of novel DNA base editors have
been developed for the editing of nuclear and organellar genomes, including the cytosine base editor (CBE), the
adenine base editor (ABE), the glycosylase base editor (GBE), the adenine and cytosine dual base editor (DBE),
the prime editor (PE) and the mitochondrial genome editor. In this review, we summarize the principles,
optimization processes and current advances of the above six DNA editors and focus on their application in crop

genetic improvement. Finally, the future development of base editing technology is prospected.
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B DR g 4 R 2 4R B 8 R RE T G B AR X B ER
FEPR AT K2 H RS 1) 5 R EL AL R BR AN E LAl N/
B AR FEy 21 40 AR i B 2 A4 e B (1Y)
RN FartE R 2 —, BRGBE AN RS
S FH A3k T A 2 A 4R N SR AE A I B A A B
Thfg. W% o R AR UG TT 558 U, MRS 1
AW A R AR, A8 AR SR R S AN R
FREN T R ARAT B AR o LR g R AR Y
RIEIRT P H s 7 R oAt S R B R &, s
3 AR R B H AR B 7 7 e 25 2 1 AR B TR X
IR H (Zinc finger nucleases, ZFNs) & [K % %E R 4t
B A5 IR R R A B 4R B R S D) Y
BN VIRG Fok 1 2R Horp, R A E 24
IR BE IR 3 ANRE S I SRR XS (R B R Al At
5 2 PRSI FE R - S A% BRI (Transcription
activator-like effector nucleases, TALENSs) J& [X| 4 45
ARG, EH VR BN BB X 1) S RO IR T 2R UM
“F (Transcription activator-like effector, TALE) %7
FRIRTE B R AR B, Bla IR N VI Fok 1 )5
X RS b BOEAT RE A DI RIC T 58 3 AR H i A
W e B 2 51 5L B 2 &R 1) (Clustered regularly
interspaced short palindromic repeat, CRISPR) &
CRISPR #f% 1% B 2 1 (CRISPR-associated
protein, Cas) ZH Bl 38T 284 5 [F 9 4 22 48, CRISPR/
Cas R4t EH A% B4 5] T RNA(Signal guide
RNA, sgRNA) #l Cas IR EFZH 1%, Cas IR e
f£ sgRNA 175 5 F € [ §) FI X008 DNAM . DL
CRISPR/Cas9 JyfR3E ) CRISPR/Cas 55t 4144 £
a7 5, R AR, A HL RS S I IR I 22 4 R
5, DRI H RS B e iz 0 2k R g e 2P
TR Fok 1 BY Cas 8 FI#RREVIEI DNA 35174
XUEEWT 2 (Double-stranded break, DSB), AE4/A& Py
] DNA %t DSB e /A s WIRE S, H, &+
EriE R 7 22 AR RIE R v iE#E: (Non-homologous
end joining, NHEJ) & """, A2 7E [F] Y DNA
RIS, 1% DSB . RE#% [FIYE € R112 2 1545 (Homology-
directed repair, HDR) &% . NHEJ /i3 [f4& & el )37
G RE A 5y A, KBRS AE VI RIAL 5 B3
AR S O BE AL N BB 2k R4 (Insertions and
deletions, Indels), -l PR 585 K Dy g s [F] 6 4H
AT L ARG HE B B, (H 2 RCRAK, H AT i HE DA
Iz AU, R, CRISPR/Cas R 405t Hx B
() o 56 HL A AN o] B BE ALY, nT DURE IR 5 R Dy g
{EASBEXR B AN B HEAT S HE B g . SR, R 2

NI 10 R A BRAE ) B LR 20 1 R 1 e 2 H
BB AEAR S 5] R Y, TR R AR TR TR L
e 2 48 Z2 g0 o0 B VR T BV EY B R T R B
T S 0K A b g 4R R € A B el 2k, DNA B ks
it RGNz A . HETCA 27 DNA Bl 2045
MY R, BIERERS CoG & TeA B 11 Ji g H.
Tl 3 2 85 2% (Cytosine base editors, CBEs). &1
AT & GeC ¥4 ¥ I 04 BT R 48 4% (Adenine
base editors, ABEs). C*G & G+C Hil i ff b 3 A4 fifg
T 3Egm 45 (Glycosylase base editors, GBEs). ft[]
IS SEILR]— 7 25 K] CoG & TeA Fl AeT & GC ¥4t
XU 3 2 5 2% (Dual base editors, DBESs). & W Flf
AU 2 ] e ) 5] T 9 4B 48 (Prime editors,
PEs) DA K 26 Kifk DNA ZwiE 2% . DNA i3k i 45 4%
() T I R R A 2k TR 2 1) e At i RN AR 0S8 P 4
Bt 7R I BEOR SCHE, ACE E A 45 FiR DNA
9B 7 ORI TRk R R ARA IR, N EATHEEY)
WAL R AN, FFX I g R 4 5 1 K
AT TRE.

1 DNA R EmiE=S

1.1 FEnE0E S5 ERiERS (CBEs)

1.1.1 CBEs##&x HBiERERFSHET
CRISPR/Cas9 F 4t T K 1) 5 bl 1HE 1) B 22 5 46 &%
4. CRISPR/Cas9 Z 4t TAERS, sgRNA £l Cas9 1%
TR 2 2 A1, Cas9 H [ 7E sgRNA 5] &
N, BN 2 R L R AL B AR A B R 5 2 4
B = ICE Gk, b5 Cas9 ZIREFM) 2 MLIR
fifg 45 #4935k HNH Al RucV-like 43 51 7E 5 8] [X 7 41 4B
T3 ¥ (Protospacer adjacent motif, PAM) i
3 nt AL B X B AMEFI AR BAME AT S V) H, B
BT PR DSB A7 . i b Cas9 L IREE 51
SUEETIE, 153 K% David Liu BB\ Cas9 & EH
%10 AL (REARIR Asp— N Z R Ala, D10A) FI5S
840 1 IR (AR His— N Z L Ala, H840A) it
1T B RA8, 3715 T Rel sgRNA 51 531454 DNA (H
WL W T RE 12 25 1 dCas9(Catalytically dead Cas9),
A dCas9 HAXAEH T B4k DNA 1 =3 P
K SRR B 2 6 rAPOBEC fil&3%3%, B IXJIT & H
T A DNA XUsE W24 H G 75 RIS AR i 5E 5 S
U M 4 CoG & TeA [ A M5 e 6l 3 g 45 2%
BEL, 4% & /& PAM Eif—17~—13 AL 2 [A] 4
5nt X B, BE1 %A T/E i # /2 dCas9-
rAPOBECI @l &8 (A 7F sgRNA KI5 S F&& 25
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TRTEFS, &5 W7 DNA T5E g 48 25 (K0T 50 ik 2 3

MALE, rAPOBEC! 4’8 % H X N R IE C Bz
S W i R e U, 1F 5 22110 DNA E il sz 2 it
FEH, U B0 9 B B g T, RN A AH A
(1) SR G e o RIS A, BRI T
CeG & AT WJ5E ) ¥ ¥ . Komor ZEU W70 & B
BE1 7£ NV H293T 4 il H 2 %8 20 Z A 9 0.8%~
7.7% K T A IMRI (25%~40%), 15 2 1 7
JREEIE DNA FEFZE{LEF (Uracil DNA glycosylase,
UDG) 2R BB EC T UeG, #EAL B8 U J5 o shi 2t
PIkk1& &2 (Base-excision repair, BER) i #2, #
UG KN CoGo FTF X — S5, % F P R s g
DNA ¥ AL B #1155 1 (Uracil DNA glycosylase
inhibitor, UGI) @& 3| BEL, JT & H 55 2 ACHl I 2w
48 BE2, LI AIIEAN CG & T-A nih R
A 20%. FAZAEY R E Z L] (Eukaryotic
mismatch repair, MMR) 7] LUF|H i & B DNA £ I
HID) CUR AR R SR AT VIR I BT A L N T
i — R DNA B2 2, Z BB 2k 2
dCas9 £ [ 1) HNH 1% F& [ &5 14 38 (1) U1 #1357,
Cas9 # % (Nickase Cas9, nCas9) Ae{E B #MgE L=
A BEEYT I, TS T 0% MMR B BER 1&4%, fif
L UG #1881 U-A, HET3R43 H br 58
A TeA, IX—J7 AR R B9 E RGRINEE 3 ACHEE
Z4E %% BE3(& 1a). 5 BE2 #HEL, BE3 76 A\ R4
) C-T AR (4 37%) 15 1 2~6 1%, nt
& AN PAM _Edif—17~—13 A1, X — R B
BT 0T TR TE SR T A2 W Bk S R T
VEF IR I A, 32T BE3 #HAT AL ER e E () 2 sl
Y L TR NI N I S0 e PN
25 RHEYFED) o

1.1.2 CBEs #9ft4t CBE R4 Ie s 3%
WULT 5 ANJTTH: 1) it UGK 19#5 UL, 38 iz
ESI UG 43 B0 FH R g Jit 2 B oH A 1 51 1
fld v, FEARAE B %% 729« Komor 46! j@ it 7E
BE3 R4 NZE 2 1 UGI W& T 55 4 AR5
e % BE4, IZ RGN CoG & TeA HHBCE N
T2150%, Hid 7 —FMIECE TR,
Komor 2" ¥4 BE4 5 DSB AU {fy & H Gam &l
A I T 5 BE4 MIEL CG & TeA 4nfH
AR Indels & A K NE Jik /D> 1) BE4-Gam %
4t. Wang 551" @ 3L R 1A BE3 & 48 FliF 25 (1)
UGI 7 F3k453 1 3850 A8 2 4 #8545 (Enhanced base
editor, eBE), 1% R AEHMHIE H 1) Indels & #e g
W FEE, AR S T BE3 [ 90 4 0 E .

Geheke 261" Fll Zhang 2 ik o ids A 5 o s weg it
2l hAPOBEC3A % | eA3A-BE3, 5ft 7 Hxf
TC P i1, BEmRLG1 R TC Bt C 1%
AR AN G B A C, AEID TR H R G 28 1) [ B 4
NT YRR

2) DAL B g 4 2% ) R IA L Rl H A D R 43
T, 27 CBE wiBi5 1% . 7£ BE4 (1375 1% % Ui fil
AN EANLE 5 )R, F R4 BE4max % UK 5
BE4 #27F 1 1.3 £, i@ A4 H 5 iy 21 (1) % A 1 3
SR FIEM 1) AncBE4max JEHLH Y BE4max F AL
) R e 1Y . Zafra 557 i@ it L4k BE3. BE4-
Gam Al xBE3 [1) % i1 MG hn 81 7k B A% 5E AL AE 5,
JF& FNLS %% CBE, # — & KR & 1 9 fE R4
R, WEELONKR CoGE TAKBHEERNT
15~150 f%. Zhang %" f DNA B K EH
Rad51 f) 555 DNA 454 25 ¥ 5t 5 31 nCas9 FlJ
RG], R T RAT R g B L B g A
M) CBE %% hyBE4max. hyA3A-BE4max il
hyeA3A-BE4max.

3) Vi i i R S 1 Cas9 AR RN A e e i 22 A
&, BEAIG sgRNA B AEROBE UL BN, . Rees 452
WX Cas9 % FR I O RN D RE 7m0 AL, S8 5
DNA Ff 7, g 1 B 8 2508 B IS 1) e R 21 Y
BE3 &4 (High-fidelity BE3, HF-BE3). Lee £ 7
KGR A @S 1€ MR, TRk 7%
Sy 5 B A e M Sniper-Cas9, F#AIK T A $E 4%
o Wang S ) FH o pes wig Jit 2 i 1 440061 5 470 46 44
I (Deoxycytidine deaminase inhibitor, dCDI) F &
A ) ot AN 2 1) A2 T U A 2 4 R 4 tBEs,
FAAR T IR I FE R 415 52 DNA FP 8158 AL 5 AL 2% 77
A1) Cas9/sgRINA ARG 4 it 388 2000 7 FH 6 122 5 5 ik A
“H DNA J7 5317 Yt (1) 350 S 25 7= A2 1) Cas9/sgRNA
AR A B DNA ST 5N .

4) Uit B A e E it 2 g, R B N G
& . Kim %P9 #)4 7 CBE #1 %4t YE1-BE3,
YE2-BE3. EE-BE3 1 YEE-BE3, ¥ BE3 [{) % %
CZE IR 5 NG /NE 1~2 A4S, UESE T Hms g it &
Pty 5 A S P SRR 2 R B 5 M i B T T RN o JE AT
IHES nCas9 TS 4 2 1] CP-CBEmax 1 4 5 7 [
R 4~5 N KE) 8~9 A, HgD T &EIF=HIi
AP Nishida 5578 ) - S 68 S0 75 5 i £ i
Z ¥ (Activation-induced cytidine deaminase,
AID) [HJEE H PmCDAL 814 7 # 1 CBE &4t
Target-AID, %48 % 4 PAM _Ei 55 18 ALARIEHT
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VT 3~5 ANBFE (B AESS 16~20 £ir). Ma 252 N 7E
PATHHE % 4 R 4t TAM(Targeted AID-mediated
mutagenesis) T ElA T A2 AID 2F/K hAIDx(Haid
P182X), Z#E %1 % 18 PAM _LEif—16~—12 fi05
FE . 35 E AR K5 Michael Bassik ] B\ & 1
CRISPR-X R4t 1] LLSLHL PAM Fiif+20~+40 A7 &
FI P35 R A 33 R 20.6%

5) Fiii IR A [A PAM FEAI G Cas B A, $h%
CBE # [ 7 5¥u . Kim 2529 /)8 7% PAM
%’ NNGRRT [] SaBE3. i %] NGA (] SpVQR-
Cas9. H5] NGAG ff) SpEQR-Cas9. 15 NGCG [
SpVRER-Cas9 f1i %] NNNRRT [ SaKKH-Cas9,
f§f CBE RGtRegmiH AL 7 AV By 38 T 2.5 £ %
PAIE B g 7 Al LLR 4G NG GAA Hil GAT 7

W £ F PAM 751 SpCas9 /& (xCas9)'',
Nishimasu 260" @] & 7115 NG PAM 17 & 1
SpCas9-NG. Li ZEP W 14 7 17 PAM 741
TTTV(V A A/C/G) # dCpfl1-BE, i & 1 N
PAM JF5 Fiif 26 8~13 i (PAM A7 253 A 1).

1.1.3  EAY T L0 &5 KRS I o 45 5
CBE 1E Y4 A BT K e, fEREY s 7
Pz R e ). R0 BE3 RGEEY) T 4
R (0~40%) BAKE4, BE4 FE R P 1 2 48 2GR
(0~60%) 152 — & PIHE S, (A% HAFR
BE4max f§13 CBE fEM Y FI gm0 R g = &2
0~80%""". Target-AID TER Y LI T 4 250K
4%~90% ) = X4, iR 1 (C2~C12) 53]
HEES2, BE3. BE4 1 BE4max " i ] Y 2&

a: BE3
UGL” ffamznE C i 2 A1 nCas9 V)|
Deamination of C and cleavage by nCas9
. ——— . —0——
5 sgRNA — O
[T s
3’ 5! i i
nCas9 (D10A) HNH . Mismatch repair
5 CHll > —— " ——
APOBECI DNA Eiilsife &
: DNA replication or repair
b: ABES8e
JIRIERS T 2 A1 nCas9 V)|
Deamination of T and cleavage by nCas9
3" —D— ) —@——
5" SgRNA —@—
[ et LTI [ e
/ 5 . .
3 nCas9 (D10A) HNH Mismatch repair
5 A8 ' < &=
TR T PAM —O— —0—
@y DNA %555
) DNA replication or repair
c: CGBE1
g C Jii 2 Al nCas9 V)#
Deamination of C and cleavage by nCas9
3'@ —— _ —O———
5 SgRNA ‘/UN\(\}’ _@_ l:>
\ PRI DI
3t 5! Cl fU
nCas9 (D10A) HNH M X a cavage o
5 ! Sy ————  ————
PAM b
T TIRITTTTTTTTT ———— A
* — iy
. a YIS 5 5 BB K e 5
Abasic site repair after target strand repair

a: CBE #%i, Ll BE3 J9ffl; b: ABE #%t, U\ ABE8e Jyffl; c: GBE &4t LA CGBE1 Jyfil; By i i Bl b 21 (0 B 4 72z it S g 1y i 1 11
a: CBE system taking BE3 as an example; b: ABE system taking ABES8e as an example; c: GBE system taking CGBE1 as an example; The numbers in red

indicate deamination windows

1 CBE. ABE 71 GBE W@iE 4825 R12
Fig.1 Schematic diagrams of CBE, ABE and GBE systems
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TRPEFY, 45 7Y DNA B g 5545 1 0F 70 ke 5

rAPOBECI &% pamCDA1 Bt &, T 1% 40 55 5 471
IS B I R 1 S RE SE AR S g iR, TERE D)
(A5 2 HE R PR AE G R0 0 IR 0L

Zong S g N R R e I 2 hASA B4 pk
rAPOBECI J&, SEHL 7 AN S2 5 fUF 41 R 53 82 0 1) 15
TR (6%~80%) . Wang 251! 3 o 39 % %€ fir
{55 ¥ DUEL (FANLS) $2 /% T rAPOBECI 7EfEY)
) S B 200 5 1% [ BA IR 8 ST 1 — o 36 T 8 1) 22
sgRNAs iz 5 R4 (Discriminated sgRNAs
based SurroGate system, DisSUGs), %355 Hb i #i
SAR IR T 3~5 5, e AR bR X Y
AR i 7K F8 % 6 I 47 T4k evorAPOCBECH .
evoFERNY. evoCDA1 Hll hA3A B4, 3
BAI1S Cas9n-NG(IHJ NGN-PAM # £ 48 4 i
Gy FER BB = 8 T s g i e o R A
PhieCBEs; 5 BE4 X} {8 Lt., PhieCBEs [1]~1-3%) %%
R 1 3~8 £, THER 7 ORI 41 B 558 1 s 4f
P, FEIL AR E B e e 0
1.2 BRIEMS TR ERIEES (ABEs)
1.2.1 ABEs##& s ANRBURTER SNPs 75 %
B IER) AT 2 GoC KA 5 251 48%, CBEs
B A8 AR AT LASZEL CoG & TeA BRI g 45,
RUR] 5 4 1) B i S AR R A PR, PR O g
IR E . Gaudelli &Y 75 2017 4 FF & 1 W] BA
I AT & GoC #4010 ABEs, ¥ K 7 038 4 1)
A B FT R I B SR S A AE I IR e i 2 Bl R AR
Jh 2 MR M A LU 8 IR RNA HP R R B A R )
RNA-DNA 55 XUE 2, A~ e DAXUEE DNA 5%
HBE DNA 1ENEYST A B BE, KA GER B
IR T A7 A (1 JiR 04 T 2 G B s T e A R
R . BT KA E RNA IR BA R TadA
ATBENGFHOE BAEH T 281, 1% B
TadA 1EASUGERT 47 N LYk, @it 55 PCR.
DNA 45 5 xf B A2 7 TadA S FE R A7 o5 ik
ITHENLRAS, 223 7 %0 1 B50E LD T K& H AT BAAE F
T ¥4 DNA 1) ABE %4t ABE1.2 & ABE7.10;
TEW LA ML T, AT & GoC HIF 91508
i ABEL.2 /] 3% #2515 ABE7.10 /] 58%, ABE
TR RS T BRI, X IRAF AR R e T
Refy A BN EE L.
1.2.2 ABEs é9#ttb T HARFFER =0T DIEE:
YEFTT DNA BRI 0S I 20, f0 10 SR ms 3 B2 1
TadA7.10 F2ERE B EAT, WGBS+ S
P55, IR B AE PAM [ Cas B RS .

Koblan 5" @ id {5 ] GenScript 28 ® AL AL ) 5% 0 1
¥ 51, ¥ SV40 NLS % bipartite NLS(bpNLS), Jf:
£ TadA7.10 [1J N 53 0 bpNLS, 46 H g iR 2R
tt ABE7.10 it —P 2 € $2 ) ABEmax. Huang 557
T 25 44 B SpCas9 B 423k R-loop ssDNA 1)
4 /> SpCas9 44K CP1012. CP1028. CP1041 il
CP1249 4 Hlft N ABEmax 245, ¥ KT ABE &%t
1) g 115 B U [ PAM JP 51 SpCas9 4%
& VRQR(PAM: NGA). VRER(PAM: NGCG).
xCas9(PAM: NG) 1 CasONG(PAM: NG) il A
ABEmax 4, i T ABEmax 7£ 3 K 2H 1 7] 4 4
T HeAl, R AR R R IR Y Cas9 & E, W
SaCas9(PAM: NNGRRT). SaCas9-KKH(PAM:
NNNRRT) Al ScCas9(PAM: NNGN) % 7£
ABE7.10 8 ABEmax [l 3%, #h /& 1 H A
{140 1 4T,

HIHAXT ABE I R = 252 75 ABE7.10 LA
FitAr, AREB R EAE S L ABET.10 (%
7 LA K A FIAS ] Cas9 A2 4R 40 i PAM FJ#E ) 7
B, X 635 35 A SR PR A Ry Tad A i 20 B 11 3 12
2020 4, Richter 217 3 ik W5 1 44 BhiE SR b0 R
4t (PACE) fifiie B 7E ABE7.10 HJEat B30 8 >3
KAL) 5 AR TadA8e, H G X S
Cas HE H AR KIES = 5 ABE7.10 #HLL,
FIF TadA8e KJ 7 [ ABE8e(F 1b) Bl 3 4w 48 3% 1
BINT 590 f% . Lapinaite 25 %} ABESe [fIif &1 43
PERA BB 45 R Eon, ABESe fiE 1L
DNA Jiit Z 38 % te 53911 ABE7.10 A1 miniABEmax
PRET 1100 £, B e i 2200 B 1S 58 T ABE Bt 2
A REAIE Y, KT ABE IR TG .
1.2.3 MY P IR & B EAh AR T
A LEKFE I AN S Y) T, ABE &
GAR TS R . Li & /£ ABE7.10
() FEE A 3E o A e 2 B R O P g A
NLS FIALE S {3 FHAS A 1) NLS A5 %5 56 mg f A6 41
G BASAF Y IRES Bl g 45 45 PABE-7, H7E
/NG RIK ARG I g % ABET7.10 #2551 T
1.1 ff5 . P E B LAY S A Y F i O
AR B\FF & T ABE-P1(ABE7.10). ABE-P1S(H
% TadA*). ABE-P2(ABE-SaCas9). ABE-P3(VQR-
ABE). ABE-P4(VRER-ABE). ABE-P5(SaKKH-
ABE). ABE-P6(xCas9 3.6). ABE-P7(xCas9 3.7)-
ABE-NG(Cas9-NG). ABE-NG-S(H & # 4
TadA*7.10). ABEmax-nCas9/nCas9-NG(ABEmax)



6 Hepg Ll K5 224k (https:/xuebao.scau.edu.cn/zr/hnny_zr/home)

43 %

S, fE— B REE RRE TR AR, R TR
)Y 7205 Zeng S PIE K FEHIAT Cas9n-ABE.
xCas9n-ABE. Cas9n-NG-ABE #1 eCas9n-NG-
ABE M5 &K 3L, ABE7.10 [ 4048 R R 8% . 1E
B JF F ] pRPSSA B3 FUX5) ABE7.10
AT DL LA R, TAE A p35S Al pYAO &3+
A R IA gD, ABE-xCas9. ABE-nCas9-
NG A TR SL3 7 A 2, (BRI A S,
AW, #4% ABE £48 ABE7.10 HI4m & ME A
L XWAEH T TadA*7.10 B Z00E PR

e 285 HER T A T 35 i 4 4% ABESe 75 sh 41 g v
I8 5, EYFHE TAEE X ABESe IR T %2
[FIRIE 78« Tan 250 M2 95 7K A8 %5 65 7 f 45 M A 40
TadAS8e. .4 DNA 454 DBD HIEHRIT A, I
A5 2 Bl NGN-PAM(PAM-less) [
SpCas9n Ak gt FE K SpCas9n-NG Fl SpGn UL I
—Ff iR 5] NNN-PAM(PAM-free) [ SpCas9n 2514 2k
TIER SpRYn RiltG, R T —EMEY &80 HE A 1)
JIe M 4> AT L 45 4 2% Phie ABEs(hyABE8e-NG.
hyABES8e-SpG Al hyABE8e-SpRY), -1 4 # 5%
AN 67.8% 73.9% F1 78.5%, Ebxf 841
ABE7.10(2.6%) &% T 26~30 fi5. Yan 2507
TadA8e. TadA9(TadA8e+V82S+Q154R) 4> I fl &
AN[FE) Cas9 B4k (B+5 SpCas9n. SpCas9In-NG.
SpRYn Al ScCas9n), IX £ Cas9 AZ A5 A 1 5 =i,
52 TadA9 ¥4 SurroGate 458, 2L A7
IR G B SR B 90% . 5 Cas9 AR & 1)
TadA8e HIFILH AT & GoC I 4B R,
1.3 PEEESHE RIS (GBEs)

CBE 5 ABE /5 5 g 48 48 5 2SR 28
TRl 326 1 ) ¥ o A (PEZ A A5 MR WA | M 2 I IE ) o a1
AT i R S UL o F 460 G 6 14D I 2R O A 8
T ARG AL R S R . 2020 457 H, £E
WE i 2 2 Bt Kurt S50 FH R} 2 B R Tl B9
FORBEFIT Zhao 46 LI SEH TR 2050 il #E (Nature
Biotechnology MWEZ K 3% | GeH B3 C-G [ C-
A Bl R (18T B A 2 4 %% GBES, 2 TiUA 7038
57 RALPI 0T 7L BB, 75 CBE ARG HIEAE 2
UG, [FI 3850 UDG LUK 5 ) C-G Hifi %,
GBE 1) g 5 b 1 5 5 2 45 2% T g 2 Gk o Kurt
SFOVTFR T 2 M AL R g 4R &5 CGBEL(& 1c) Al
miniCGBE1, i % % T BE4max R4 i, H
RNA 5| S nCas9. rAPOBEC1(R33A) J K7tk A
B R B IR R 5 e DNA N—FE L0 eUNG 41k, FL
#, rAPOBEC1(R33A) A F| T/ RNA i §8. 14

98 DNA 2w 4805 P, J5 & f£ CGBEL &Ml b 2:BR
T eUNG:; 1X 2 Flig kg 5 25 4 0] LUA 2 F B br
J¥ 5 C-G B w4, HF k> dE H 1) C-W(W R
A/T) Al indels %4 ; CGBE1 £ HEK293T 4fi i
) C-G HiH R R P3N 14.4%, miniCGBE1 N F#A%
T indels F=AE HAER HLAE B G4 R (13%) /Mg R
fiko Zhao %61 GG T RELE K734 B RS2 C-
A Hi#[¥] AID-nCas9-Ung(E) GBE), 1% &4t 1111
GREERRE R AR 93.8% AR RN 24.1%:; K T fe
TENR FLEN YD M AR SE L C-G BT F) BALR 3L 2 8 2
APOBEC-nCas9-Ung, Xf ¥ ¢ 5| 55 6 17 1)
C(PAM JF4Iic R 21~23) A8 = M 9w 45 71k, C-
G RN 5.3%~53.0% HiNRBHL 0 7T J7 %
R 72 BT T & T nCas9 Bl & i 2 B K AR [ i 3k
PIREHE E A %% CGBE £4;, X', rAPOBEC-
nCas9-rXRCC1 H)%i%E % (15.4%) i, s =4
i B IR 909,

Yuan 251 81 2 AF UNG I B 6 Fil 2 A
HRALE, dia %A, JFK 7 OPTI-CGBEs.
Koblan 5 &%} DNA &5 2 A ff] CRISPRi fifik,
W5 T 520 CoG 2 GC gl s RIMAZE, TR T
LA IR B 1) R 5] TR CGBE, SE8L T
T ERL B CoG & GoC Hidhdm i, JFimid ¥ s
SCEE 4y BT ORI ML 8% 4 2] B T ORE 8 ME A T
CGBE %48 45 5 ') CGBE-Hive. Chen 251 Fi fi]
SpRY Cas9 ki —E 4% | CGBE [k K 2H 41
)75 Bl . Sun 2519 % GBE & 44T 1 FH4%, A
7 Ung #e i 1 BRI BRJR Y Ung, Bl Rad51 2 H
HH4E DNA 25 & 55138, JFE APOBEC1 15| A
R33A R, ;%4 M T GBE2.0, i s F &
30.88% C+G & G+C Hifft Zw i =¥ 4 & N
35.57%~92.92%. Hiil, GBE &%t &4l v FH 2141
BT KRG B R SR Bl A g o 7
1.4 XNWEWE/RIERS (DBEs)

2020 4 Li Z5U7 JF R B R Gl 5 g 2 8 ——
TR T ) P R R DR R AR B R g 4R 2% STEME
(Saturated targeted endogenous mutagenesis editors),
ST R A BE IR (1) € A AL RN T RE R, BT T
gL g 4 4% DBE BE TP R . % FBAFE
nCas9 (1) N 3ty [R] @A T 2 it 0 (A s e i 22
flf APOBEC3A IR HE W i 2 B ecTadA -
ecTadA7.10), J:7E nCas9 1 C ¥k & 1 4> UGI #
MekHBFRE 2 A UGL## DL, G181 STEME-
1~STEME-4 Fl Cas-NG iz A& [f] STEME-5 1] LA{E .
A sgRNA [ 5] 5 N FEEAL SR =4 C-G =
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TRPEFY, 45 7Y DNA B g 5545 1 0F 70 ke 7

TeA Fl AT & G+C FJRA; STEME-1(/4 2a) 7£7K
FEJEA A CoG & TeA i 30E =ik 61.61%,
1M CoG & TeA Fll AeT & GoC [AIf A I RCR M 5
15 15.50%; 7£ 20 /> sgRNA )51 S F, STEME-
NG BEXT /K L Wb 4 B A SR ALEE OsACC Zmig i)
56 AN IR 7 AR AT VAN B SRAR o R A
73.21%, H IR T Bl EF K FEAM R, B S,
(Nature Biotechnology )X & T 3 #XHH J7 E MR
BN R i 4 2770, Zhang 517 K it i A
M rAPOBECI . IRIE08 i 2§ TadA 5 nCas9 it
IR A H I f S, ARG E &SRR
ff) hAID ##: rAPOBEC1, J 4 L& i 114k
NLS fifb UGH #BIE AAALF linker /7 54 S
EE, IR1G T XIS 2% A&C-BEmax; 5 HLiH
445 % ABEmax fl AID-BE4max # b, A&C-
BEmax X iR W W48 1) 3% VE I A B gm0 — 3
ELF e ms mE () SE A BT iR R . R O
C3~C13 " K& C2~C17 H RNA it S35 M K0 %
f& . Sakata ZEU*JF K ) Target-ACEmax £ #¥
CBE R4t Target-AID 1E Jy XUH FE g 45 4 fil 75 2%
fit, A4 7 ABE7.10. Grinewald %° JF & 1
SPACE Jllfl & 7 Target-AID Fl{k & & /N
miniABEmaxV82G. 5[ 3iA 2 4> Fii ko i 2%
FHEE, SPACE 71 H A5 i B A B 5 28 1) X G i
%, Target-ACEmax X 2 48 203 5 J5 A (1) 5.5
B G A5 R AH 2

2021 4, Xu Z5U FF R 7 FH TR A 1 XU
Yi’E 45 pDuBEL, FIJ T H A8 il 8 fi m% i i 22 5% [
PR CDA1L-4 K T 1E C1~C12 13 5 i g iR R
[ C i i 1% g Bl ik 2 45 2% CT-CBE, JF1E CT-
CBE ) N ¥ifli & 7 TadA-8e, JF & ! pDuBEI, %i
AR TTIA 87.6%, TE Fa i€ B A4k (1 16 4 40 A
CeG & TeA Fl AeT & G+C 1] [ i 5 H b5 % ik
49.7%. Xiong 55" HRIE T ELHE 2 PSRk g 2%
CBE-ABE 7t W [ E P08 5 4 48 T 2L A6, A& 7
AID10. nCas9 fil ABESe, g X} #E ¥ 41 4~8 17 1)
A B E XS C AT RIS gnfl, & T gtk A
AR g R 2 R 1) D) B AR 9T T Ao Liang 67" 4%
ABE 5 CGBE Rl &, J K H 2 Dl B Ui I 2 45 2%
AGBE, AJ PLTE#LS sgRNA 5] 5 NS [H—#E4r
BRAE A-G. C-G. C-T Fll C-A 4 FhigFE#E e, Kig
B0 T gm0 2 B, AR RN S AR SR
o g, 3 5t 4 R ERL AR A S AW R ) BT, WA
AGBE %A 5|2 2 /) DNA 5 RNA 7KF [ Jiit ¥
RONE, F2 R0 224 I R g TR

1.5 5|SEEY%IESE (PEs)

PRI G R 4 U 24 HURE 8 1 1S FHYE L
PEGm 4 7 712 AT HR# . 2019 4F Anzalone
SVIRGE T —ModE . BERE B g R R A 5]
Yu%E 4% PE1~PE3, AJ LLfEA 22k DSB A & &
DNA AN T, i “HRMEHER” &
R R /N BOEE m AN MR DR 12 B
A] B BN FE B /B4 . M ELT CBE B ABE, PEI %
¥ EAE sgRNA Fl Cas9 HRH 2 N7 T H
R 1) 78 sgRNA [ 3" K538 in 7 — Bt RNA JF
B (iZF5 15 H s DNA 8 5 AN 5 P45 & 6 A
PBS FH485 77 9 o Jo AR AR AS S5 (1) 300 4% AR 7 91 RT
template ZH %), i&E 5 sgRNA i N
pegRNA; 2) ¥ V) #|dF B 455 1) nCas9(H840A)
5 M-MLV ¥ ¥ xRt & . PE B TAE 53 2.
pegRNA 5|5 nCas9(H840A) 7E #1551 i 9F H.# e
AT O E (RIEIE PAM R B8 PAM L 3
nt 4b); B 5, pegRNA [ PBS 41 5 9F B Ak 1R 51
BEXt, M-MLV 18 %% 5% il DA% 5 9 8 Jo BEARC(5 21
RT template R & B8 /5 80T 41, 81 5L
DB T2 Bsh AP H () 57 flap A1 37 flap 45440
EBE AR T, A EH RN 5 flap A FE R
AN YIRGOL e TIRR, 1571 B 9w %E 7 511 37 flap 13
PAOR B, 4 N\ BB 5 AN BE DTG () DNA XUk 22 18
SIS B AL B B AN, s IR RAT A
PE1 7£ 293T Al M () 4 4B A I A my, MR R
0.7%~5.5%- indels KA Z 4%~17%. ZBIBAEAL
T M-MLV I % s i3 oy 2 B2 1R 7 A s 2 1
PE2(/&] 2b), 238 T #fa e . DNA/RNA 2438 8%
PR WSS, 1§ PEL Y indels W48 RCR R TH
T 2 fi5Uh L 7F pegRNA R8I0 T v A 5 B M
PIEI) sgRNA, #5158 7 PE3, FiECE (£ 55%) it
FFT 1.5~4.2 f%, 376 PE3 HU3EaE EIF & T AR
indels RAF K] PE3b MitA"™ . IXBIWFFE 322 7)™
2RV, PE Z 40t gl a3 FH 2R 9 72 A

2020 £, Lin 25" PE2. PE3. PE3b #1791
T BT Mg AR R AL, 3RAF T & T
#1591 S 9% % R 4 (Plant prime editor systems,
PPEs)PPE2. PPE3 fl PPE3b, Jf & T 7E /K F&G /N3
Ji AR A R S T AT S R R A N AR R R
TG, AR 0.2%~8.0%:; 5 26 C ML, 37 C
o i B 7R S AR i AR AT DL R &+ PPE [ R R
. WG, Z2ABIBMNMEKFEH IR T PE A
Rl L UK AR 1 KRR A R S A SR A
hptII FIPRYEIE R OsEPSPS, 3545 1 A vH 4 840 45 Al
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FATERR, iR AN 9.38% Fl 2.22%. Xu &
TE KRG 40 A P ST RS A g B, H G B8 0K AU
0.05%~1.55%; Wik 7 A A PBS KJE. RT K. %
A nsgRNA 25K E X PE 4 S8R 152
M. Tang %" fE KRR @ AL R P 5N Z A HER
AL R A HE S B R B8 AR AN FR E - Hua 550
it () sp-PE2 Al sp-PE3 4 7] LA 20/ S 4h i 3t

GFP S5 7 s (P 2%, (E6 P9 Y3 55 25 ARG
Butt 555 s K FE @A H AP R HE R T T
FLR A B IS IE R OsALS, B T BRE 7 HH:
IKFEA KL G RE N 0.26%~2.00%; i bk Y i 5
B[R OsIPA 1 OsTBI %t f53R45 1 AHR R AL Lu ™
TEXF P T A H AT T PE S 52K, 1EF2E
1 2 AN [E A7 R 9 48 22N 0.002 5%~1.660 0%,

a: STEME-1

C. T B 2 nCas9 V)T
Deamination of C, T and cleavage by nCas9

GHT G- —

= —00——
ﬂ B

Damage repair

N

—oo—— © — 00—
DNA £ il

DNA replication

b: PE2

Reverse transcription

LT

PN

e oDl 5
PAM,
e 37
, \ gl
\ PBS RT template
s, including edit
MMLV)
EhAs T DI 5 flap. DNA EHEE
3" flap Dynamic balance 5" flap Deletion of 5’ flap, DNA ligation repair
S - =
c: DACBE
UGI
Left TALE / \
. °p repeafs DddA,-N . D(ﬁiﬁ:‘;‘s f&rﬁly DddA,,
, IR . = ITNEREI
mDNA DddA,,-C 0 D s
Right TALE repeats
UGI
fumne C i HCIEE DNA S|

Deamination of C Mismatch repair DNA replication

=  _® = _© = @ _

<&

a:DBE %%, LL STEME-1 J9ffil; Qetafh st b o (ol v Rom i 2 B i) g8 7 11, b, APOBEC3A [M4# & 119 C1~C17, TadA M4 #H & H
A4~A8; b: PE R4, LA PE2 NHl; c: ZoRi AT S 5 4, Ll DACBE Ml

a: DBE system taking STEME-1 as an example, the numbers in red indicate deamination windows which are C1-C17 in APOBEC3A and A4—A8 in TadA;
b: PE system taking PE2 as an example; c: Mitochondrial base editing system taking DACBE as an example

2 DBE. PE. Zfu{AiEE4miEas/RIE
Fig.2 Schematic diagrams of DBE, PE and mitochondrial base editors



6 W]

TRTEFS, &5 W7 DNA T5E g 48 25 (K0T 50 ik 2 9

Ja AR E MR T 4B AR N 3.4%~6.7%. LA EWFIT
Bt PE 9l 35 00 & A o BB AT T 22, (R
IR L RAE G R BRI R IR, fEEY RGi
PE3. PPE3b ¥4 #5305 JF A EE PE2 &, HiW]
FEREY) 2 G0 b T ANEE ) 1 51N R RE 32 T 4 52
# ., Nelson %7 & I pegRNA £ % PBS fl RT
template [ 3%, 25 5 [ A, 5200 T PE RSN 9n’E
ME; £ PE RS pegRNA 3l &5 1 £ ML 1)
RNA i (epegRNA), 75 A 34 I #8208 1 175 150
N GERCERTE T 3~4 fi%5.

N T Rk PE RSLEAE ) I g 4 R PR
BEAEN G T % 2 230, Jiang S0 a8 T
pegRNA 3R, 15 R KF IR T 5 & i 0%,
2 AL BIBRAE T 53.2% M 6.5% KA U 5 58
A%, Lin Z5% K I PBS MIIBMEIEE N 30 'C 4
i, PE RGUE /KRG 2 007 i ) gm0 R e s S8R
A~ pegRNA M H, dual-pegRNA E0g (it 2 4
pegRNA 737 #0 a1 §I 15 F1 ¥ 2 4% ) 1 4 4 AR 42
T T 3 4% Lk 2 Bk E gl PE AR E 2
17.4 %, HeAh, 57 73T Tm {15 51 PBS /74
Bt R T HEY) pegRNA ¥ 11/l PlantPegDesigner
(http://www.plantgenomeediting.net), J7 {4 75 A 72
PR TS AR E ST A1 K S M pegRNA
Jin 500 i ik 4= FE R 4H #0076 PPE 22 45 1) it #E 2%
AT T AT VP, Bl T PPE RGTE AL R4 K
B R . Xu ZPE AR KRS
HRFNFE RPN, 75 I S AR 5] N )
S TC B A B B v 1 RO A G AR K M-
MLV @l & 7E nCas9(H840A) ) N it (H:Ath A2 4
PEs i T M-MLV & 7E nCas9 C %) 77 30) B
AR SRR TN TR SCEE RO A N i R 5
i, #Ef PE-P3-RT-M i 48 0K B A 538 P [ 2L
L, 75 FORAKFE E R gmiE 2R3 m T 3 15, 125
I AR SUAL Y S B AR 3R = T 10 f5 LA E. Zong
LUV ERXT PE KRG E A A AT AL, AL T X
T T = 2 & YT Z 1) ePPE(Engineered
plant prime editor) F %5, ok 5 B A3 45 M 55 52 i
RNA/DNA &4 F€ M # M-MLV RT /] RNase
H 25 #448. /£ M-MLV RT ] N ¥ @i & M-MLV
RT [%# Bh F ¥ B8 2 &K 72 58 2 (Nucleocapsid,
NC), {5585 & e, Fr Boas AN A0 BR i 280 % L
PPE £ T 5.8 %; ¢ePPE £ 4i 5 dual-pegRNA.
epegRNA IS AH 45 & 1 DLAE = 4 8 803, R
ePPE FR GuaR AT 1 FH IDK Ak 0 50 AP0 J0R s i e ok 5 77 i
PEAKFEHTIRL . Li 560 G| 7 BE0IE PE dm’R FH P
FERRI 3 MBS T 2w iE4s, RIJET Hygromycin™

MRS FRERmELHR (PE3-HS). & T
OsALS**" i fQRE 5| 3 3L K 2 48 %% (PE3-AS) LA K
#T Hygromycin***"F1 OsALS**" I X0UACEE 5] &3
[K g 45 2% (PE3-DS), ¥k g 48 7 /K8 P I8 5 A
OsSPL14. OsDHDPS Fl OsNR2. Zou %%
7E PPE3 3Lk ik pegRNA 3' K i, #3701 9w
R F HE = ) PPE3-evopreQ1 1 PPE3-mpknot %
4, X KNI ERE OsCDC48. OsALS.
OsDEPI. OsEPSPS Fl OsROCS ¥ W 4 .

FIAR PE RGLE/N Bt DNA K546 A Sl
BROTTH A REFHRI, SCHL T K 44 bp KRG HE
i A 80 bp HIFEHEMIFR" . 5 CRISPR/Cas R4t
FHEL, PE RGEAT K v B #5428 38 A% B2, 2021
£ (Nature Biothechnology )& & 1 A ifi it B K F B
DNA #]771% PRDAR(PE-Cas9-based deletion and
repair)””” A1 PRIME-Del®, 1X 2 7 yA#RH 1 2540
I3 pegRNA 5% . PEDAR R4 H I RESF 41
Cas9 &t T nCas9, X pegRNA TETiIFE DNA J
B = A2 DSB VI G, W% il R 35 Dhse, 7
PRI RS PR EL R ZE AR P 1, i 25l T A2 S ML) 52
FSOAS VR N 5, 76 20 i % R SR B 1 A 60 bp 7471
FEUEE #: 1~10 kb [FIE PR 2H 7 B, 75/ BRAE B o
FB8 Fah 2R 1.38 kb IEUR MR IR KE T
Fah {ERFF i £ &P, PRIME-Del 3% A
nCas9 % it 7 2 /> pegRNA, 73 HI7E T4 DNA J
B BT A M 1, S8 10 kb BAPAT 2 A BER /N
FRRE TRE I B, 5 BEAE I B v B [ I 51 N R4 A\
(Bt 30 bp) 1A 22 2 3 5200 A5 BORS B, G R
RN 1%~30%, &% = T CRISPR/Cas9 R 4t;
PRIME-Del F i 3 FH 4 A 2% e 45 s HL A R A, ik
Ae [RI i S 2 B M BRPY . Anzalone Z5°7! FF & XL
51 $ %% A4t TwinPE(Twin prime editing) & Bt
TIkR. BIALAI#E S DNA K BT 5 B4 SURE S 78
ARG, SN SEFE R 2 K BRI B B N3]
fiI; 5.6 kb v B4 A G #8280 N 1.4%~6.8%, 40
kb H BRI 3R 24 9% . Wang 2508 JF R 1)
GRAND 1, 2 4™ pegRNA [ % %4547 X 5 H b
AL SSAS [FRAEAE BB R, ] e a3 i ot R v A
A 4d A\ 20~1000 bp ] DNA F B, 150 bp F BddiA
) & B8 R0 R I8 60%, 250 bp Fr BERI IR N R IA
30%. Tao FEViEH] 7% nick sgRNA & fi £
pegRNA FRIARAR 7 51 Bt U A B 144 o 1tk Bl o oK A
B ¥ 2 > sgRNA #BEUE A pegRNA LS AL [H]
prime %5 (Bi-PE), w48 m 17 16 £, dnid ™
VIMHERPESE = T 60 5. 1X L8 H R CRISPR/Cas
RGHEIE TR RIS PSR KR B b A &
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1.6 ZHifk DNA %miEgs

LRRLARNE N EAZ R Y B L A 2% 2 —, Bk
T 40 M f R A O, BRGNS RS
B AR JF R A L 4E B T R A A
ARG TRA" . LRI AA YA
T EHI R J1 1 2Rk DNA(Mitochondrial DNA,
mtDNA), mtDNA R4 8RR D e 57 % ol v 5
B NS AR S, QBT 2R SR A 4 AR 1K
I8 S 2B AT MEPR « IR AR Ak B AR A A0
WHAT K sgRNA #%ia 2 4 ki fA — B /2 CRISPR/Cas
FGL N T 2R AR S G 5 25 T R (PR ) R, H
AT T TC LU AR T 5 o S BAZR Rk o i 2 A0 T
J& RNA SRR E ZFNs!'? fl TALENs!! 1%
HERARE FAE S RE, NS mtDNA XU
Wigd, 2B mDNA $ IR P Al . X 2877754
AE/E mDNA 5] NHREE % R AR, 4 N 7E
7] Jii mtDNA B}, 23 KON IA B mtDNA #5 DU
E AW 9N AE R i mtDNA iy, B A= 7Y
mtDNA i fEfR, FEA8 T mtDNA F R EL 41 #4577 A=
RINEAR, ] FH T 2R b A 5 R Dh e A AL B VR T
BF 1T A o PGB S A 1 i 2 B DAdA & — il el
Y B 1) 2 A% 3 R 48 T6SS A S8 M i 4 14 35 %,
DdAdA #5145 #18 DAdA,,, 5 APOBEC M 45 k422
T, BE AR A6 DUEE DNA JTF 51 1) Hi s g 58 A5 Sy JR
IE . Mok 2517 %% DddA,., 5 TALE. MTS fili 4,
KT AR sgRNA 58T B 4R 4 4 5 28 DACBE
(B 2¢), BefiEL mtDNA H H BT 51 GoC 2 AT 1
W AE 4 48, /£ HEK293T 400 h I w85 2R N
4.6%~49.0%; JyiBE 4 DAAA, FIFYE, K H R
2 M DAdA,,, 1K (DAdA,-N F DAdA,-C), 73
SN2 R RN SR LY T A S PR G YL
DACBE X&) 7 514 8 (0 i 14, E 224 48 T-
C FE#e % T-To BFXFIX — P, 12 [ BRI W B 4
B S AL (PACE) FIWE B 44 4 B =l 2 2k gk 1k
(PANCE) i A% DACBE #H4T T F+ 2%, Q2 T gnfH
B AR B B I (R 2R AR G 2 BT R DAdAG6
M DAdA11, ¥ MTS E#p NLS J&5, A BAEN
% DNA Kb g4 35, K KI2m 1 DACBE HIA 2%
PEFLIE PN, Cho %51 fill 5 MTS. TALE., JIgHE
14 i Z B TadASe Al DAdA,,» FEE T £ Hi A REI4 2
AR SR TR RS DA G i 20 (Transceription
activator-like effector-linked deaminase, TALED),
DddA,,, 78l TadA8e 1T mtDNA, ff H B 75 5 5
Bl X 2k R0 R 3 R 4L A -G O3t B R g g
TALED 7E A\ &4 i b 4 4 8 7 = AR 8 o4 i

e N R 2 RN TS N S AR R 5 Y NN
TERRARFE R A-G RIS R4 e AR e OG5 i it 1
# TALED HJZAL R 73, JF & AT [FJ I 23 C-T A
A-G A T R

Kang %" 5§ DACBE R&41%% T 4%t 2 ki
AR it Sk 5 AT 1) o ik 2 o 3R e, A AR SR BROHI ST
T 2R SR A v i G R R = 25%- FE I
SRR R IA 38%. Li 260" 3& T DACBEs R4t
W LS FH 2 v S A S DR 20 4, A FH 7K RS 3 B0 B R o
) TALE fili& 2844845 5 ik CTP. UGI B K& 2 4
DAdA o, P, XL RS T RS E a ORISRk
B psad JEATIRE YRR, iR ACRIL 64%.

2 WEREREFIEESRPIINA

R mEEAR KRR S, O Z R T
BRI D) RE 7T S AE DAL I R, Ry R R T
NHEJ 25 &% 5] ke i R b - SR 1M, 7232 Fr ik
77N AR A AR PHIR ) S A R DR TR AT A A AR AE
— AN AR )7 S, IS T 2 o 3 R e ok
IS G AL H 1. Bl g 2% U e 7E
AN PR L DR Th g ) FE Atk L, B e AR g G X B Rk
R 428 X F B A T S IR A5 57 e R] T PR R 4 5 45 A
B RIBHIRE 4IRS, 7K T B BB B ARAEAED)
WAL R A N Y . dndE B R B T R KRS G
A Z VR I R R AR A 55 2 o i — 2 N A
TR £ &% (Single nucleotide polymorphism,
SNP) fi7 £, iX BT A1) 58% N C-T/A-G KB IE
i, 7T CBE/ABE %’ 8% S NS 1HE w7 . GBE.
PE &4 R4t L Ae 5 CBE/ABE i BN
AT, SIS T B AT R e e e e .
b, T G 5 5% 38 RETE G TS 7 51 N R Bk 4% 1k 2
Ty ST KR DR B (28R

AT, ) FH 95 4 4 4 50 R AR P PR R B 7 2
BAE R TOKRE, HIBEHRR RN G TR, e,
Hhis B PR EY T, i o AT Re
FRA g m TER e 2R SR TEY
m it o 51, 38 I g A U IS AH DG [R] NRTI. 1B
e AR A3, SEE T AR IG Fe 0, i i g
TP HIFE R SPL 14110 Rl P ) ZE K] DEPIP )
FIRE R A7 1) (K] GRE3/41 '™ 25 188 Jin B RR Rk B0 T
WL 85 XS AEAN [F AP A RSP AELE R R ALS 347
R AE IS B 2 M BR FEF P P 05 84 112,
G PIYERE R Pi-d2 Y498 T KRR AR R B
XPIKFE SLRI AT B0 ) e PR AR AR B ™4, AT 32
mVEVIPUEIERBE JT o FEAEY) T 2 R 5 T TAE B
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TRTEFS, &5 W7 DNA T5E g 48 25 (K0T 50 ik 2 11

1 2 SR B e R LA AT S SR o Ak e Tt it
G R K] Waxy WTTRK EEEER & 857, 4
WML R ARG PDS 48 KAKE IR,

3 HFEMRRSRE

3.1 #8 DNA fRER1E 23 AU R S0 R K R TR SR B
LT 2 8 AR R DN A AT LR AR e 5] R 1Y
AL MR () FE TR, LB ) R e e O R A 52
BT ORE . SERAE I R G R
O e o PR A e E N 7 N b
KPS o BT R, SR g B A% 2 UK
G VR TIO 1F J HE g AR 200 Jin 2R 08 R B
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