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Abstract: Clustered regularly interspaced short palindromic repeats (CRISPR) are acquired immune system in bacteria and
archaea. This system is used in site-directed gene editing. Recently, scientists discovered new CRISPR-associated (Cas)
proteins, in which Casl2a-mediated gene editing can significantly reduce the off-target rate. In this article, we review
CRISPR/Cas system’s discovery of history, composition, classification, and working principle. The latest research progress of
the CRISPR/Cas system, and its application in zebrafish are introduced.

Keywords. CRISPR/Cas, gene editing, zebrafish

Received: May 8, 2019; Accepted: July 8, 2019

Supported by: National Natural Science Foundation of China (No. 81773013).

Corresponding author: Hengmi Cui. Tel: +86-514-87990309; E-mail: hmcui @yzu.edu.cn

ER A %RFEIE4 (No. 81773013) Wb,

[ 4% 4 BB (1] . 2019-07-23 [ 4% Hy R L = http://kns.cnki.net/kems/detail/11.1998.Q.20190722.1444.005.html



ISSN 1000-3061 CN 11-1998/Q A4 T-F%44f:  Chin JBiotech

1970 4, DNA FEHEARM K AR &H A
FE AR BB, 20 )5, BFHEZEAIT X A
LRI ZH DNA #5548 52 77 DL ik DNA XU W 241
filk A o BRI ZH DNA & A 30003 5 7EAS [ 4544 4353
PARJRE 4 (Homologous recombination, HR) &,
AR [A] 5 K wisE % (Non-homologous end joining,
NHEJ)) i#friek . fERNABE SRS, Araes|
BT AR, MAATESNE R B R RES LA
Bogff, HEIEAE 3FMIERgmiRHA, WHEEHE &
FIMIREG (Zinc-finger nuclease, ZFN) $iA | ¥4k
PG RERION I F R R (Transcription activator-like
effector nuclease, TALEN) FIH A 7% a] b 4 [l
XEE T KA LE T (CRISPR/Cas) HiA .
CRISPR/Cas #%MREHH A H1 A CRISPR RNA
(crRNA) 5 R IEPERY tracrRNA DU 3L 5 4D
X, T RHA R AR RNA, EREETE
FZARGE PR Cas9 14 5 1 1R 7 8 by
DNA, M5 % DNA RUE W3 . 76 4% R N VT |
P4 RNA £ 192 5T BEXT R 54 DNA 85t 17
ks H T CRISPR/Cas $ AR £ 445 A2
PRAETY . BRI UE Y R
W SR . A0 F A 47 CRISPR/Cas R 45 1
BT, IR % R G A B 5T A
FHTEDL

1 CRISPR/Cas Z4& W kI &

1987 4, Ishino ZBIYEBFGY K HAT 1 b 5 06
Pl R T [R) D S A AH DG 1Y) Tap JEDIEY, R BIZ
FE DB EAA B, R B DR 00 ) ) B
FEAE 29 nt Y E T4, 2000 4£, Mojica 25
T BORGE T  Br B 2K 11 B 32 2 7 91 ol — 2%
TR . Ruud ZEPME T LR TRE 4 i 3l
CRISPR X A=Wk AL AT 4R, KRS0
325 (I1-), &M TAF CRISPR R4 2 [AIfF1E
F2Z5, Fln CRISPR /- SHII-A B &%+ Cas
Wi, R EE ] RNA T A0 Bl R 8
CRISPR J¥AI/E RS fEic iZ W B AL, 7l R
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By 1w AR e S o e WFSERMT, CRISPR ¥
G SR B AL A 7% 2 7 (B % ¥~ shorter CRISPR
RNAs (crRNAs) 55 Cas # k5 1E®, Cas i
AR SRR R 41, 11 Y 51 B X v B AR A 7 B
B g4k CRISPR BITE I K2 DNA IR it
T Hélene 255 1 43 Hr 20 Fh e 78 Wk 1A
PSR AR AR 5 , R 41 T4 Protospacer-adjacent
motif (PAM) FE4IH Y NGG st AN REE N, WIS
3 CRISPR RAEARE K HHAE A . CRISPR &4t Hid
it crRNA fIB L B AN XS, AL RESE UEA7 R Sk
MU, T ELAERS L e R I % RS
WLBRBIF (5] 01470 v A ok s e A 3 14 fig
T AR A RS R N . IR, RS
o7 FH 0l 5 2 RHIE N B3 % 2R GE kAT A TR AR
¢ . Garneau %1% Bl Cas9 J& Cas i 5 1 ¢ il
A SUIE AR DNA FHIREEE. RETH
trans-activating crRNA (tracrRNA) A] LU 772
RS A% 2 P V) F1 CRISPR AH ¢ 2K 19 Csnd #E i)
27511 crRNAR R, Rimantas 2575 55 525
FIEPEEERE ) CRISPR/Cas R4 REHES &
KIGFF B b R A G AE T, SO AMIR M B 1A 1 A
12, X AL I F240 0 B 5S8R 20 TR % v
HRI DT DI RE . W8 #WEEBR A *F 1) CRISPR/Cas
ARG, REEEAM A R 758, Hb Cas9-crRNA
HEYEREAE AN E L DNA Fr Ry 55
crRNAs FAMICXF T 51 & SUEWT 24, K45 81 #) A
[ DNA J¥ 51 iV I8 BFSE A 5L AR S AR S R
WINBETZA guide RNA (gRNA), 3255 T LK 4
R WS, CRISPR/Cas9 745 % i 1k ki
YN DT R 1 556 DR G i T L

2 CRISPR A EEHAR KL G0 K

5 Z TS B R R A L, CRISPR 2]
JAE L AE R R T B, [ CRISPR/Cas 2 40 i E n T
AL FRHLS] EAEE—E 22 57, i CRISPR/Cas
RS0 J 31, 435K Type I . Typell il Type 111,
Type | RGTEEZMENS S ARIEBEA
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DIEIhieE AL A, %A CRISPR
KM E AW PRIy BATE AR B, (HRHE
ZER R P

Typell REH I 51K Cas EHEE L Typel
b R IE) T E B> 1 & Cas9, Cas9 i
HH4 Ruv Fl HNH PFRIZIREEZE AR . Type TTA
%%, FEMAEER A Sreptococcus pyogenes J K]
JEZEF UL IE 1.

Type IES 5 Typel 250, #EZ I
B, ZAGHERRNFER Caslo HAS T,
ZEAFNEA RNA BHEMELI LS Typel &
el eI G

ik 3 F CRISPRICas R4 A H A &
e, [FRH AR AL Z AL

3 CRISPR/Cas % it I R #

Typell %! CRISPR/Cas9 Z 4t #5 H-Ath 3 i i
5, MEXfRT R, FEHEL M. 4 Cas9
EmRE SR PAM AP, 15 ihfgmt 54
& 3B B iGN B . CRISPR/Cas9 ik F14]
I T T BE LA e A e B

BB B, MAMARIMEREIAE. DNA AR
B, A2 a2 H A S P EALE . B PAM 45
F gRNA 5 H#F5 DNA 751454, Mififedt Cas9
AP, Hoh, Cas9 23 )45 1 As Ak A ) F
Cas9 HH#UbRIT L&, KIEIHIhEE,

% T Bt, CRISPR/Cas9 %t #1745
CRISPR J7 5 7E RNA A B H5 B T 175 5%,
SRIGRE BT Y] M 3 crRNAs, )5, Bi#\ crRNAs
5 tracrRNAs 254, B4 RNA LR ) &
RNA, KT I6E.

g

o
&
3 casY

N

BB, fE17 % RNA 5|5 Cas9 & 1 54
RIF AU EAE R, 51 R U], 7 AR U
(Double-strand breaks, DSBs), M fii5| &k A H1& 5 ,
A 375 ) 58 T2 46 52 AL R DA o e 4 16 42 20

DA b 3ASBRBAE g — 2k, e A AL
R B IRE . Ak, X 3 BB XRS5
VE R —AN Il ST BT R AR

4 CRISPR/Cas) & HHR#E

W& CRISPR ZGH)Zh H, Bt TAEE
ARSI AT R G A TF5E , 2014 4E, O’ Connell
a2 p) 2 52 B Streptococcus pyogenes Cas9
(SpCas9) n] LAV)#| s RNA (ssRNA). FEltZ
HI, KEEEE TAEH N Cas9 HAEHE ] DNA,
ST 45 R KW CRISPR 248 PAM 741 L) 555
AFmR (PAM-presenting oligonucleotides, PAMmer)
X AEAEn, fEd i Cas9 15 ssRNA SEf Ty, i
M AR N gt D e . AHEL )RR Cas9 X 5 [H 41
DNA #4744, X— ARG RE E %% ssRNA, fiff
G E LS Ak . R RSN T EFEE
PAMmer 31125 5 A 28290 T LA ST ] i
PAERTA] . B Bk RGH Cas9 4k, BHIFA STk &
P Typell ! CRISPR/Cas & 4¢ o5 —Fhigr B k% ik
NI Casl2a (Cpfl), Cpfl & EA I FHLA
Cpfl #/N, B G HE AT b A8
Cpfl A YIEIERT, 5145 orRNA B Cpfl
APATIRESL, RuvC YIEM4EE DNA, Nuc £%#
A BT Cpfl AMUAEXT PAM HE & T Y
FE AT i B3 IR REXT PAM T3 FE 4 R4 T
I3, Cpfl &4V EIVE S I 0 Ab B R Ak
FhvE R, BREHET DNA ffi AR AT 5 [A) I 42

C> Q,, @, Streplococcus pyogenes
LR crRNA array

‘((b

Bl 1 FEBREEPKET CRISPR R [T A BYE B L5

Fig. 1 CRISPR locus organization from Sreptococcus pyogenes type ||A CRISPR systems'?!.
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AP, Cpfl REASHE IR sSDNA, Ff4 5%
A WY Cpfl LR He Cas & [ R AE 1
R R, 7ER Lk SpCas9 A ke, Cpfl
WU BB 7E 32 T A v 3 e ] 905 B 2H A 5 e R e PR
AFIRERE, 98#h T SpCas9 7 4kE Xt 4 I i RiBR
(FnCas9 F1 FnCpf1 i) CRISPR %k [8] 4 4% ¥ K £ 44
B AN 2), T CRISPR/Cas Z 4t HY
FHVEFEICE b, BF5E A 5UAFI T Cpfl 457 DNA
endonuclease-targeted CRISPR trans reporter
(DETECTR) R4t, HIoke b i v o HAor il A Lk
TATRRE, NI PR IV FH 3R R o 5 39

bR ARG AT B DR g i I AR T S L PAM
Fe 9 e LU, BIFFE R BIAETE — RS PAM 17
F, HEEXTHLPR RNA &R 5I1EH Y Francisella
novicida Cas9 (FnCas9) #& 1137, ¥ &Rl % %
TERIF 5 40 T8 i 25 11X BT kT A4 B vy i B R
GLRE T R KRRz, XA E @ small
CRISPR/Cas associated RNA (scaRNA) ki1 i 4

FnCas9

repeat —\ pacer
Cas9 locus (1 629 aa) 1 ‘6.7

' Bridge helix

I Recognition lobe

Moslly alpha-helical

FnCpfl Casd  Casl

Mixed alpha/beta

Casl Cas2 Casd

Cas2

B ME 2R R A R, e T N B A
CRISPR/FnCas9 Z e %t i il 2 1 fig 2 1 AF o
w5, ABE4 AN FnCas9 & (AT
i #F crRNA 1 tracrRNA  AH & 4E FH 2k 38 3
5-NGG-3' PAM £5H4, Y1) %k DNA (dsDNA)*,
Price Z13%} % R G EAT MG BFSY L A0 THE AT
AR N R RS R R, SRR LRI 2
PR, THEZ 60%, (HRLE L RNA
RIBLIIA A R — 7Y R, AT A UK
ZAGHTHYPUREET, KM FnCas9 AT
B A A% sSDNA . RNA % 2 (4165t 411404
FnCas9 7EFIHTATI T B AL A, E—2 9™
J& T CRISPR/Cas Z4¢ 1)) FHA

2016 4F, Abudayyeh Z2 o8 4F £ 14
Leptotrichia shahii B} & BlL7EFEFPE RNA 5[ % T,
ZZF T Casl3a (LshCasl3a) & H AEAIFHAINE R
RARRIIRE. A, MATXAELFER L. wade H
RIS 4h—Fh Casl3a &[T (LwaCasl3a)*,

Direct

tractRNA S

II | HNH - PAM interacting

Moslly bela-stranded

Zinc finger-like
domain

2 Francisella novicida U112 #f FnCas9 #1 FnCpf1 #9 CRISPR £k [ e £ # % 45 # 135 i b 350
Fig. 2 Organization of two CRISPR loci found in Francisella novicida U112 (NC_008601)*Y. The domain

architectures of FnCas9 and FnCpf1 are compared.
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LwaCas13a & [ 2] crRNA X 2 s ik
T, ©7E CRISPR Z4tJET 2% CRISPR/Cas
Y typeVI-A KA XFPETAY Casl3a HAG DL N 4F
4., Casl3a & 7F |y 8] b X A 3 v 45 (Protospacer
flanking site, PFS) HFA7E I, i crRNA #5347 {2
e Casl3a & [ GHIAR J H5E RNA I, 7] LIE
A orRNA BAFVERIY; Casl3a & (L 5
A~ HEPN 25403, Z45fi8h Arg (R &R) 1 His
(HEFR) RAZAIJE i dead Casl3a (dCasl3a), %k
155 dead Cas9 (dCas9) 1EFIZLL, &S5 EbRE ;
Casl3a EEHAPID RNase IEHEHL . 5ZHTK
HY (LshCas13a) LA HAt Casl3atfll, LwaCasl3a
(B B E L B ve B X Cas13a JERb A ST IR A,
FHIF T AE 4k o I F A= dr B2 4, il n
A8 Wi L 5 VS e gy 2 4T e o S e A L
Floy ZEA000 00 20 2 5 s AR SRR
i BTG T R AN R 4 (Specific High-Sensitivity
Enzymatic Reporter Unlocking, SHERLOCK) 1) %
JE4E T 1 SHERLOCK version 2 (SHERLOCKv2)!*?
255, VL RGREXTRRESEA A . H5c 3Tt A
JE W] Casl3a Al b o vfi o 46 I 5 25 40 4% A2k
RNA 2P R IERG P H7NO s 2345
FrUA b FEILFP Cas AN, ARG K
BLAP HoAth Cas 85 . 140 & A RNA 5121 RNA
fitf Cas130®®, ixFf CRISPR/Cas % i/l Casl.
Cas2, HILAFEHLES Casl3a —5. ANidfh
HEE AL, Casl3b TR F5 EL 8 S AL A7 PFS
FE8, XA TR Casl3b S r:vI#El .
CRISPR/Casl3b R TMAFAEMFIE T Cx27 5
Csx28, ‘B4l Md| Ny Casl3b AR
AP EE RPN pesh, Bl % EH VI-D
T dCas13>>%0 | e AN RNA, Hirbok [ 2
fa 9% B B3R Ruminococcus flavefaciens XPD3002
(CasRx) A% & il 5 b R -2 — T 2 B 19 RNA
GEAREHL, TSGR AN RNA, N5 4 T
AR MR IE R T — M E /. 7k,
FFE N D 38 2+ i 5€ A8 Y Bacillus hisashii Cas12b
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(BhCas12b) M\ T 12 e 3 [ 4 i g <1

2019 4=, CRISPR/cas i A 7E 45 2 75 1hi AR HLAS:
PRI BRAES SR gntE TR, Liu 28R 58 &
—RhH R R g 48 TR CasX, B LIS i 7E7ETE
K45 A WE DNA XTIl A RE R T
M R IR CasX #1147 RNA L ZEH1 DNA fiftfig 4
Bk 54, A3t CasX (9 HAK T4 5 HLE
TR E R EIRANIE . F o, — R BT
CRISPR & (WP iR #E ARG BB . LA WF5E
0, nERH] Cas9 HIZHAERIHT T CRISPR
R E Y f£55 CRISPR/Cas 2 4: - L2k &
21 A TP 2 B AL I R 2 5 AR SR R R, B
WFE N B & B T 55 7t n] A4 CRISPR/Cas
A5, A, BIRA KB PAM 5 Cas9 fi1E%
Tl A FIBL , 33— & TR R S8 4 o PR ik B
RN BRI A RAERISEZ RGN, &
PRAE LM 5 — 2R 40 M P Cas9 25 1 43532 B
X — 25 A ) TR T R s T AL

Zi I, CRISPR/Cas &G e 5% A\ B 19 5% 145
KT, —HEAM LRSS, FEAET I
FHA M 1) RERHmTE. NITFIG &%
RS )7 51 2 DNARY b5 & 30 Cas it~
[ 1% 00, 0w M AE A 22 5, e DL )
dsDNA F ssRNAPIE: 2y Zgipysgfii, W—TF
HEfKk S PAM ¥ 81t NGG #7152 (™, #IA{T fig
Xt PAM HUE S T BRSBTS P, iR R
PAM i3 81 HEA T D 5013 s EARER S BL S, iR A7
TE—Fi RS PAM J7 81 % 15 301 i 2 11129
BANERERI PFS BT MY, 3) RS g
RCRAMBLA A, B & B Cas ff LA AN
7] 2 e D B 9 L e F A 194 Cas TR 7 416 AT
T B R R AT B 5T 4) R g e g 4
B M T 9T 3 R D BE & e 2 Tk hie
BN s R RIS D . ok, FRATAT
1 CRISPR/Cas R4tHiAT B KWk J& 1, feFHIF
TAEEILFES T, fEd% CRISPR/Cas R 461 H T
PR
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5 CRISPR/Cas9 fE38L # v |

Bt %5 BHIF A 51 %) CRISPR/Cas9 % 45 (1% AWF
5%, HHAREHI KT K E ., CRISPR/Cas9 i ARHF
RS fa . NREFREE Y N A . T E
PR T 1) B e, R EIE AR R AR, R
AR AT AE I L R G R . B £ — PP AR
Y, YA BNAR ., Jr RS R EAE AR
ZRG IS RN K T R AR SN 5E B 2R O i
WISEfLS . 1970 4, SEREEL5 5 Streisinger JF
G BE B £ B RS AL O A TR 2,
Westerfield .45 BE T i A0 ¢ 5256, I 4 3 a 45184,
Bifi 5 XF BE 1t SE AR S RO TR, I AR Y
Y3 SN W e R SN B Y PSR NS - A PR =
FEARAL,  FFUR E 7 BE T ff B R

BE AR K A AR R, B R
TF 6 X HEBEAT RIS, 267 S AR 4 i 52 5y [0
VB R AL 3 45 22>y Tl L B U8R 0 201348
Hwang 25 %o CRISPR/Cas9 $5 A i 1 76 BE
e FRi A, i Cas9 il sgRNA Y mRNA
BA, W ZE—dl et e iria T, 5k
I HR B AR AR AR A SO BR AR . A, BFSY

19-23 bp
target sequence

HAR & B S 1 ST Y Cas9 il sgRNA 4k e fd: Hb il
B, REHE = 28 AR 3% AR L Z HiT A ZFN Fl TALEN,
AR BN AL A TSR i . AN, IR ARTE
NP BAATER LM S, TERSM R PR
A RETERE AR B R A B B A T4 . Bl anE i
T s, T BERE R PR A e Sk e 1 47
D] 5 S i 2 0 o s NG v
X —H RN TR L g b (8] 3), 905
HE I A SR HEA T B R i, AR AR A HRAR A 5
Feo BEAN, AT 224 i 5 PR g i S a4 1) o —
W AT IR UE ,  RITE IR L 3 ) RN B T £ 1 iR
DNA W 4EWT 25, 1E single-strand DNA (ssDNA)
FELEM S OL N REEAT R IR TR AL . AT 2] BA R FH BkF
D X — AR YA TSR, Bk 7 A AT
PEo At S as R BT RIEREA G, S
FE DR 4 A () 05 o A A DX sl A7 7 oAl ]l ssDNA
174, WF5E N B IA Sk AT 8 2 DR A B o i A% Py 3k
DRI 2H R4 T [ 05 A o) A A L 52 24 i ML
AR ZFN FI TALEN EA s, 4845
i PR, (E G R A i v e S AT
SRANT] Z M. — 5T, AT AR X —H B AR X 5

PAM

gRNA

UAG UCCGUUAUCA(/%

g
= < %)
< >
o < >
> 2 >
o 2o >
> s e
O o D
o= g ¥y g
L, - ——
- i G_%
A A -
=2
B A
S -

G

E3 BATHI&REE%EH Cas9 # gRNA LHRE CRISPR Z 4
Fig. 3 CRISPR system consisting of Cas9 and gRNA for zebrafish gene editing!®®.
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D AT R AR, 57— 7 AT 255 R
REFACRL Y s o X BE T E 4 756 D5 4 B )
BRI AL, AR TG 75 18 I3 A — >4 1 G i
KPR E ., H B airia R 7R, LKk
ZH B F R T IR A R AR, R
X4 2400 BE 1 fa iR RR HEFT 3L N 4, CRISPR
RGN HEeXS o 2 MR AR, BT DL —
FOARXT By o g6 7 L R g i, A DR el —
24 i 0 B £ RS 3 A T S 0 100
CRISPR/Cas9 F Gt ids A LI X} B 1 147 5L [
i AR o WF 5T 2 2 B T f AR N A7 AE DSB v /4
mh, FERMEE TR NHE), x—BE ik
A R BT A N R AR R E LT RS
S % 2 G % /I B A T 22 [N i A B
¥ Cas9 Hl sgRNA ) mRNA 15 2= — 41 Jig 3 %) /)N
BURIE T, il a4 A SR R Be i 2822 /N
AR R A 4D S I T ] — AN 56 DR A 4>
B SR T BE R R, RIS Fr B R R A B R /N ERL,
KIGEAZFR G N SHE T I 1 . X — ik
X BE i A T 5L D e A AE SR B, R A 5 DB
FefE R EUEFIH Cas9 VK4 DSB, A7
FESME AR OLS , S TRIVEE L . IEANRTSC

PIRFIBE SRR R B R, ERGE RS 2L
ER, BEEEriR e &2 /N —4i i
WFFS I RS, i LARE 8 FH 32 7 vk kA 7 2 AL i
Ao ZJ5 . AR BRI CRISPR/Cas9 &4t
FIBET 1 NHEJ &5 IR B, LIk &4 AR ve 2
FA 37 B i 2 B DR A BE St BRI Al v 005
DB B OR & T G IR AR, N 2e bt
BE ot SED A BR AL TR RS . R R G, S
R A TRAL AL T AE TR e SR, 255200
INIRFE R A 2RIK, BT DL Z 5 A9 0 S AT RETE i
D) AR R PR GRS MR A A T, 4R e e PR
AREA, A G RTS8 H B se g . fiin
10 3 B DR 47 A 7 2R B B R 2658, DU A
AR IMAZ 1L P51

S SR i NG I DS < S AV N 1 A S
Natronobacterium gregoryi Argonaute (NgAgo) 7E
B £ 1A o R S v IR B R s, SR RAIMUE .
SLHEE RN, LA DNA ZKFIRR &AL,
L mMRNA FKIKFFET, % R G002 75 RE R AR T
T, B, A O R TE —F
BAIL R g T (8] 4), R0KE 40P i R E AT
Flavobacterium okeanokoites H i 4% iz M 1] filf

In vive (zebrafish embrvo)

A AV
1

ar

Tg (k! :eGFP) l Endogenous gene

Microinject SGN mRNA plus a pair of guide DNAs

guide DNA-R

guide DNA-F

}

Genomic DNA is digested then repaired by DNA repair pathway

\Z

\/

Cloning and sequencing

B4 MEATHIEMN SNG £ERBRAR

Fig. 4 Application of SNG gene editing technology in zebrafish",
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Fok I 5 R iR#ZR N VIlE (Flap endonuclease | ,
Fenl) 456, U —Flogr U3 N g 1 225445
SRR BR N VIEE (Structure-guided endonucl ease,
SGN), - H¥s Hp& oy i 50 1 fa i R 2 i
X—H AR AAE T REMAT K BOE N &R, A
JEZ AR S PR BCR AL, Wi S A e it — 2
5% o

A B K R Bk R4 A B 28 AR R 41p
W5 5 P g 1) FH ek i ) CRISPR/Cas9 R 41
BE Lyt JE R AL b 5| A SRR, i A% AT R 28 AR
PR (18] 5), F 22K CRISPR/Cas9 5 50 nt
(1) ssSDNA A AIZE A, LI A HEVER, oo gk
DNA it i & 2828 7 S0 PAM J¥51] . DL ER
GRS, ZREEALRES | AFERTERAE,
1M HLRE WS PR3 B L5 fa LR 41 p 5 | ARG SR A% AT IR 58
A, FESCIG I FE, HEAT BA T R A Y BRI
N % & PAM J7 81 R S P 41 o I 22 5 36 H b 2%
JEF| Cas9 FikH k2 . PAM HSIFEZ5 1 A1 DNA #
PrRpE e R R G AR

AL ZE B — AT 7 T2 CRISPR/Cas9

Microinjection:
-5gRNA
-Cas9 protein or RNA

-Template oligonucleotide

|

wl
—_
3 Zebrafish embrvos
z
o]
- Y
F0 mosaic X WT
2z
L]
23
ﬂ l
i

v F1 zebrafish embryos

}

10 weeks

> Sequencing of
Fl embryvos

v Heterozygous F1 oflspring {genotyping: oulcross)

HAR, XFTBEDfa L NI T g, PRI OIEE

2016 4, FAIHFIBAFIH CRISPR/Cas9 #i A, 7&
Nondret00679 & [H (1)) sl + Fp Ak i #5518
T, JRAG S AR RV Al A AR FRATRI IR AR,
FEERE [ AR Cas9 8 IR BE S il ifF 98 A
BRI FZ AR R 5T S R T RER, JERT 14 Cas9 %
KA, R Gm H AR ) sgRNA B AT i
FIFLH g ER, (4 E & T i A2 4 i
BE H B3k Cas9, ScIlJEIR 21 410 S e,
2018 4, FATAIF Cas9 &% Ik R BT o fa i 5E Bt o £
H IR S B S R SRR A D, & B R R B ) £
ERV %:[H A] g 3 Notch/Delta D 155 i #§5 i
B kw5, HAT, FATIEM A CRISPR/ICas9
ARG R TE T A N Y RNA B SE Rl S2T6 rh
FATEBL, FTLAI FO R H i ik H AH ] 28 AR S5 A
W ELAG AR ) 2 AR 80 (10 e e £ 52 i, FL AR BRI 3R
Rai G AR, —ERE MR R, 1t
Gh, BN RIS A B D i, AR R
SERERIIBA T Y, K R AEAMATE, segh i

e, AT R IIE R T4 L IR,

—p CRISPR efficiency tested by PCR

—_— ldentitication
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