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Recent progress in the molecular genetic modification tools of Clostridium
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Abstract: Clostridium are Gram-positive, strictly anaerobic, endospore-forming bacteria that produce a variety of
chemicals, including butanol, which is now a promising new biofuel. Improving the fermentation titer and yield of
Clostridium by genetic modification has always been an important challenge that needs to be broken through, but it has
long been hindered by the limitation of genetic manipulation tools of Clostridium. In recent years, with the continuous

development of molecular biology, gene editing tools for Clostridium have been continuously developed. Many genetic
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manipulation tools such as plasmid-based gene overexpression, antisense RNA technology, transposon-based
mutagenesis, group Il intron-mediated gene inactivation, and homologous recombination-based or CRISPR/Cas-
mediated gene editing technology have been developed. Various operations such as target gene insertion, deletion,
substitution, point mutation, and gene expression level regulation have been accomplished in Clostridium. In this
review, we summarize the research progress in the molecular genetic modification tools of Clostridium, and especially
discuss the potential application of new technologies, such as recombinase-based gene editing technology. Although the
application of the recombinase system in Clostridium is rarely reported and discussed, the future application value and
significance of this technology should be paid attention to. In the future, optimization of the existing molecular genetic
modification technologies in Clostridium is still imperative, such as overcoming the low efficiency of homogeneous
recombination in Clostridium, improving the stability and transformation efficiency of plasmids, solving the off-target
problem of antisense RNA technology and type II intron technology, reducing the toxicity of Cas9 protein, and so on.
At the same time, new gene editing technologies should be developed, focusing on emerging technologies including
CRISPR/Cas-mediated multi-locus editing systems, phage recombinase-mediated multiplex genome editing, targeted or
random multi-copy gene integration, and so on. It is believed that with the development and improvement of genetic
modification tools, Clostridium will be able to fully each its potential biorefinery capacity and make an important

contribution to the green biosynthesis of bioenergy and bio-based chemicals.

Current Technology

Plasmid-Based Gene Overexpression
Antisense RNA Technology
TargeTron Molecular Genetic
Modification Tools
Of Clostridium

Homologous Recombination
CRISPR/Cas System

Technical bottleneck

Low Transformation Efficiency
Low Efficiency of Homologous Recombination in Clostridium

Keywords: Clostridium; gene editing tools; genetic modification; recombinase; CRISPR

BT oK &8 A A Rk I 7 AR i R =
SR O RGBSR R T A0 5 m o,
TFRGROIE . a0 A I AE YRR IR DOZ S B
RACABEEL O A BRI P 2020 R EIR A
et REIR SR O ARBREL AL, S PR Bid S B
FHmBA E K — B ag bR, PE ST
2030 AE I SEHLBRIA I L B 7 4 HL 2060 AF i SE Lk
ORI E bR, X REVR L RS T S VIR
I R Ak A o B T A 2 R R P A M AR 2
FUVEVR BN RE IR FE R — DA AT TR, W
REVR B RIES 2. I s, BRI
KA A LA R MR IR fa L, I iR = S AHE
YRR .

WARZEMAF I (Clostridium) AE N B3 T3
WA AEYRRL T BRI AR B AR, 2 B & B AT
BRI ZRE. RE L —REZRAME IR
A AT RCER RGN e e R — R K R
EWE, KRAMRTE T 200 ZF4dlE . EATRE TR
R A R T RPN L RE R SR, — Hg%
& e, eVl R, IERW, REE AR
FLTFRAATE . JmAER, MR TE Tl A5 Fl
BT A2 B )iz e B, B AR A 4 2 RN 4
YeZ W B AR . B B . R BRRH R 2% T DL K
PUEITIE MBI AL ) S D R AT A AR T ) & 5
HEH—PIWRE N EME T, UHAEEM A
7T, ZRARK R T B R O . T R AR R
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HWA SR —RREREORERE; A%
i SRR EHRE B SR, BemE—Fhig
REEERSMERNmSE TR, Hil, EREF
CETFRMERmEH AR EEZAFE LT ILF: O
ETUF B R R RIE; @ & LRNA,
BRI BN S FRERKREEAR; @FTFH
WEMAMER G #E AR, @ T CRISPR/Cas) &
GMERFEHEAR. FRERSEMRE S, T
JRRLHE RIE TR R 5 T e, HZIRT R
KA FaE It U RNA FI T B & T4 R #4E
76— 58 MM BE AL 2 s [R) Y5 25 24 8 R T DA SE RS
G, AERR B H AR AR 1) () IR B A R B R ) T
ZJT IR I RCE s CRISPR 5 AR W] LLSE IR AR B +F 4
A~ bRy BHEEAE, HEHTRERFREE
HA G EREIAL, Cas9 H A 51 E i XUk k2
IRMEPAEE , R Cas9 £ [ 2R IE IR B 1 24T
PEARSR U R, T R T AR I G B i) R A2
WA o503 I B AE TR DL R B g T R
RRWAR B H & 7 Y5 AR T X — AR
T LA BT % 1 DL E 2 M A% 0 B 2 R AR R A A
ERWIX —HARFEAH AR Z —, JTHLIRed/ET
BEHRGNRE, ZRGHEREEFIFEEL KL
SRR E . BT Bk oE T, Red/
ETHMH RS AAHHANE S B F6EE 50
AT DNA B BUR K . A 52 PR ) 2 i U0 Ao 55 B
il DL S AN 25 5 5 N RAZGEAR i o 47 BEAEAR B H i
BIFAZ R G, W T R B P R G R AR
IR R .

A SCH S A 28 I AR TR R A 1 BRI PEAB 1 &R
v, Wil A4k I 56 38 AP U R 5O R AR B AR
UG b BT . IR AT IR T H #0754 5
N7 F B 38 A s T L A T sk R A RIS,
FEE T RIA. U RNA. BB NG T
FJHE 2. CRISPR VLK HEAM RS, HhEHEW
WU HAEARNZONEREARS. &
Mg TR TR A A B R W A & FIR
HEAMRAM P ROIES, AR EEYERE, AW
PR R A T o EEL TR, XA R
WP RFMFIH B A EEZ L. ANFEH RS
¥ B v i R O 7E T AR b T R e ks AR
PEfE T EIRALE B, B EAE RS AERE
N A SR R 18, (E R % R N A
RN B B NG B EE A

1 R I FRGIZ 1 2R S

XoF T2 B R R AR R A, R R ORI
PR B — P AR DNA 5N 15 32 40 i 1 v R F
B, X WAL o g ET . HAT, RE R
FH I DNA B8 775 E2G M B LI s A
Pt ek MY WG AL A R AR R ik ok R
U PR BT EC/NFL, AR DNA 7301 DLUdE i 1% £
AINFLEE NG R . 4525 R VL 2 48 K TR DNA A
— I A B AR B S 4 i 2 D R A A T LR
HRRZAEEART . BELEAIEE AR R, ]
FEVEmHERY, HulfERE SR ENEH Y,
A2 i o T B M I s SR T 2, T HL 7R EE AR A
AN T 4 B 28 B SR AR A HL 2F AL S A A T A
R M TR E N, (FHR
A H A Ty, A2 R T A A B R A v R )
JRRLEG RS

B e — R 22 IRBHPE A, 30 A BUE 4
MBE, H4afpsE EAEAE K= JERE R AL IR I T,
XS HBEAG T AR R R N s Ak, KR
W ESH S H BRI EEM RS (restriction-
modification systems, RM system), #hJ5 3 K 75 i3t
NR AR N JE AR PRt = B B, TCiR AR EAFAE .
B 1] P 2 16 R 4 A2 — P DR AP AR WA B 52 A1 s A%
VAR S D70, T IZ AR AR T A0 e A At R A% AR
Yo, e ar LR 50 R A0 s 5E 7 81 1K AR JE DNA
RM R 570 Jy4FpE (D, M 1T RM R4
BERZ, ZINFEDNA BN AR A 5K RS
T I 0k 20 M 2RO AT BE UINE M i, AW E
ENER T EEMR B (Clostridium acetobutylicum) < i
g4 RKRE (C. cellulolyticum) « B MER # (C.
difficile)~ ELIRIRE (C. pasteurianum)  REFHER
(C. thermocellum) F1 # fif i % (C.
thermosaccharolyticum) ™ "' W ¥ 47 75 11 A1 RM
R . ZRGATE AR IR AN
VIl . X P FPhEghae A E, (H 10 AH 5] 1) DNA 7
Y. B U 7E C. acetobutylicum ' X 5 1 ¢ 51 N
5'GCNGC3’, %W M VI 2> 78 K B H 340 1) 8 )
fr S AL DI DNA, 3 E5h i DNA Fr BEB 250
TVEREER . Bk, MEER 7R R ER
B AR E AR AE

OB B 2P ER RO iR ] . 5k,
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Fig. 1 Review of restriction-modification systems

T Ak AMIE R R B By e AR B, AT Rl i —
R IR PR AR SR AR A A, AR I H &
R T R BT TR IR S T A R B ) ARG
TN T SR B2 v 4 PR M ) MG VA PR s A Fl 2 AL AT
MBI AR E AR KRT A Y R,
AJ DL ik A 5 R SR AT AKRI AR A A P I T AR
RM £ 4 . Mermelstein Fl1 Papoutsakis "' 7E 1993
B R T R L R PANT R PAN2, BT
HRKWGHATH (Escherichia coli) Wil 7 Ry 5
id, JFHRE—FORE TR AT E (Bacillus
subtilis) 3T 1 WETE K1) AL By, 7] LLFE E.
coli B N WAL UKL,  DARLARY BREAE 7 AR 1H 5
%52 11 B RM RS FR 1N VIR B . H AT, 1%
H & fb i KL PANID F1 PAN2 #% /7 iz Hl T C.
acetobutylicum 1R W J& F Al B bk 19 A 15 1 F2 o
oo BIR, AT LLE I R g g 1 T BLAE A K
P b o0& S IE DNA B07E 2 G2 upk . il B sk -
(%) I A R ) it R ) 7 st e R e R AR 1 1) 1T Y RM
R4, BmimW, XE& MR ZRHBTTE,
mHAEMBR T RENFBE, XFHEK R RE W2
FEAEARZ AR AR R oo I Bhik IR ] i
S pE B B AR Y, %07 V] DA AR BR AR B RML R

GrHIPRE], H s MR IR AE RS . e, 1E
A %I EY, DNA 2LV N, Wt
UL, B FEEAEB T LIERM R5 N, I
BX TREREMS, T KRRE C
butyricum) ", CHUE IR AEAE A B L1k, HAE
WA ERE I ERN . HEEGEBIEA
Rel VZ MR, T H AR SEEUE A R I AR
SEA B RM &40 17

HAr, £ — X wkkd, #wc
acetobutylicum ¥ IR B (C. ljungdahlii) . £ 4F
HERKWRE (C. cellulovorans) F C. pasteurianum "
%, CEITKR T — RS N RGE W I7%,
R 5 22 AR A5E X B R A SR T I A0 U5 R A A 2k AR
P20k F AN FME DNA [ 1)@, i fa) 78 56 242 B
FEE IR R ANIMNEDNA 7, 28 Kl T
16 T2 V0 L B E AR T AL BRI HE — B A AR
W TR BTS2

2 BREEGSETH

21 EBETFirEERANERTRIX

LUJTRE o 3 485 i ik D A2 7 B AR Y Sl &
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RKIE AW BA AR SUE R TE. R
WA [R5 E. coli FIAR B 1 B2 1) 1 (1 28 AR 2
JRRL, DRt Ae it . BLan4, 3 i 25 R
(AR 50 ) R IL 84, 2 N. P. Minton 55 2
1E 2007 SEFF K ) pMTL R 5L, X & —fhbr vk
WHI E. coli MR T (I AR RL. 1% R 51 BURL 8y &
HINFE 2R MR (TR E C. botulinum
NCTC2916. C. butyricum~ C. difficile 8, B. subtilis)
FIA AL RPIEAE T (E. coli) MR
T AaMPivEbRIc R (R R AF R/ M5
W ERBIUAF) . Zr0EAL R

B M A J5RE R DL = R AR B R, X
He T UKL ) FE PR 3Rk T BOI R Y TR BB AR AR

WHUEM EE TR, X202 48, FRE
BT PURLEAT B R AR T S AE, o K 4
# 52 KT C. acetobutylicum, FACU AR H B LA
H OOt » Wl adhE2 (aldehyde/alcohol
dehydrogenase, /l% Mt &) ®. spo0A (sporulation
transcription factor, 7% B S ) ¥ Rl hyd4
(hydrogenase, L) ™ %5, #MO L Ihid &
&, JEE—E R B E TOT RSN 0
(KD o (Hx, RaidRIAFE—AUEas N R
BRI T B 23 0 B A4 7= AE — S8 AN AT TR Y J5 2R, T L
JoRL ) AN B i PR DA 75 S B Bt B AR R DA4E FF
S5 Je BRL ™ E R 1] 1 AR Tk BRI

1 RSB AL HRAE LR L
Tab.1 Comparison of different genetic tools applicable in Clostridium
WAL AR TR e (= 2 B B A HEH SCHR
BT R BURL B A Bk, B THRAE KA E, & C. acetobutylicum ATCC 824 spo0A, hydA, adhE2, adC, [28-38]
Rt &Ik SEPUAERYERE C. acetobutylicum DSM 792 groESL, txeR, tcdC, pdc-adhll
C. paraputrificum M-21
C. tyrobutyricum JM1
C. tyrobutyricum ATCC 25755
C. perfringens SM101
C. cellulolyticum H10
S SCRNA H AR BICRAE, 5 Ttk ANAEFEFKF AT C. acetobutylicum ATCC 824 ptb, buk, CoAT [39-41]
PR AR A AT AL RASA M AR 4 A C. difficile CD37 random [42-43]
C. perfiringens Strain 13
THRAETHAR BRI, JLTE T MR E K,  C acetobutylicum ATCC 824 glcG, cbei2385, xyIR, bdhA, [44-47]
BT i i AETERR A RN, C. beijerinckii NCIMB 8052 bdhB, ptb, ack, adc
[F R 20 AR EEAT R e R ARG C. acetobutylicum NCIMB 8052 gutD, spo04 [48]
AR LA TS MRS S ZH T KB C.acetobutylicum ATCC 824 adh [49]
A7 4 DR 5 4 e, MEAF PRI e
[ -Sce | HE NI ERHEE, EE 2K RIFER BIE  C acetobutylicum ATCC 824 adc, glcG, xyIR [50]
I FHEEALHE R B i BHVE RIS e A B, C. beijerinckii NCIMB 8052
MR A 2 IR A & T KA BDNA R IR T &S C. ljungdahlii DSM 13528 thi, crt, bed, etfB, [51]
Bty /v 5 A7 mURE 5 PR OB G B E Yk B attb/p, VG /N etfA, hbd, ptb, buk
EYPSE SN
RedET HAM N T FiFEBEEBE A% HATEE C. acetobutylicum SMB009 ermC [52]
H A YR 4L R )2 A6 R 1)
CRISPR/Cas9 Z%i 4 I FJEE A%, 0] Mk, R g3k C. acetobutylicum DSM792 hprK, cacl502, pta, buk,  [53-57]
B 1 B[R] 4 SR R s HEEl T C. saccharoperbutylacetonicum N1-4  clocel2243, adhE1, ctf,
C. cellulovorans pyrE, 2,3-bdh
C. autoethanogenum DSM 10061
CRISPR/Cas9n £ 4t/ AH EL T CRISPR/Cas9 # 15 #4514 , # 1L C. cellulolyticum H10 pyrF, spo0A [58-59]
T 1 R 4 TEH BT BRAR, 4 T 8UH TR A w2 C. acetobutylicum ATCC 824
o C. beijerinckii NCIMB 8052
CRISPR/dCas) R4t/ HILLF CRISPR/Cas9 & K #i T sgRNA  C. pasteurianum ATCC 6013 hprK, glpX [53]
FHEEFRIE T PR KBEAK, 5 T 13 B 5 FER IR 5 AN 75 5% 5 C. acetobutylicum DSM792

fer AT
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2.2 RMRNA

& X RNA (antisense RNA) 7 K& 58 i (5
i RNA (mRNA) 7E/RNAEIEAT 45 & H A5 RNA A
TR 25 PR 3 0 Rk B A L DR RIS 1 H 1 o T
mRNA 255 5865 RNA J5, 8UE i B AR 4 &
£ 5, BPBHAS H br RNA 5 A% 8 44 1 A B E H BAFH
IEHEFR RNA #1880 T 2 #E bR RNA 4544,
15 RNA i F] DL EE fif #E4R RNA

FEHE T 11 B A 2 1 25 R il o 4 R 43 K
BEFEZHT, [ RNA F AR R WA T
T H o 1999 4F Je L RNA #% & RN £ C.
acetobutylicum ™, Fl H % £ A K& ptb
(phosphotransbutyrylase, i /g %% T Bt B ) 1 buk
(butyrate kinase, | BRIAEE) PINEER, SZEGIE B
2SR S AR T % B KBTS - 2003 £F Tummala
gz ol R H [ X RNA Sk R i CoAT (coenzyme
A-transferase, %l A H M) FHMRIE, I
BEAIC T PR 7= 8. 2009 4F Sillers F1BA 3 i Bk
H R RNA A5 ki I8 D) sE il 1T B AT
LTEFE R FEB T . R, & OCRNA FAR T L
i ik rk— ik H TR E A TR

YTt THA 2 ARARE R, kX
RNA & fix fil S B HRAE R R . AT E A%
R, —PMHRMBEFE R B . —BWAT
[ TR A% 7 35 DA B b S DR 1) A s o T L
KM e SCRNA R 5L 8 R, JF A 2 58 A mbR
R, BT ASOE M A Y, B2 5 0 3 AT
FEMRARR . (H [ S RNA AR AE 3 57K P 4%,
M HARE —E R BEMER . Ao, ZECRET
Ui 1 Jo AL (1) A R i R TR AE AR AL R ) ik, B A
TP FORER UORL, XA BSOS 5 B R A
EE TR

2.3 HEFHMIEASZSF

Ferty, XORBEERIED, & B H 1R
H ANF AL (1 DNA FP 81 o 24 Fe MR AL b A2 ] il /2
1748 N B RS FE DI, At 7T R 51 kS 2k R 9848 Bk
W TR, e R T B AL AR BOR B I T
A, BRI R T RE AL N B AR S LR, R4S
KREMRAZFER, Wik HbRwk. HAr, #%

FORAERL B & b (0 B A 3 A R AE PR SR B0 A
PR ERRR H (C. perfringens) FRMER H (C.
difficile) ', W ¥#H CAETE C. perfringens H1
JG #5727 Mu. EZ-TnS LA X mariner 4\ 5 i 5% {1
RAFZ gy o AR C. difficile 6 JE # LT
Tn916. Tn5397 Al mariner ¥ & 1 B Al R & &
gp b el Fiah, AR BT AE AR 1
T AN B SRR, 112016 4F Zhang 25 7 7E C.
acetobutylicum ATCC 824 v & 57 7 — £ ¥ F
mariner 5% T REALRAL R G8, FFRCDAE 200 £ A4
i 126 73 BS 19 2l spoOA RAZTE Wk o % 1 BENL % A
FRE & @ Em RNV RAE, H2ZEAR
A REREAT R ) mg B, BVRSC e S, S5 H
Ath 52 AR A8 F A B i X — ) L

AW SR RFEFE TP A
T, BAMEAIIRE. S XM RNA G, Bl
o BRI S mRNAATE, 5N ETRIDE
1 (introns encode proteins, IEP) JERE &k, &
IEP B, W& F RNA BT DUEA 215 E 46
IR e A i, Al s, £ HREER AR
FAN—EDNA TS, ffi HRRH g, T
i, TargeTron £ R Mg i A= s T TargeTron
W 2 11 7Y P 2 o e ME 7 i N T AS A2 (R
VRE 2, DR AR E SR B R R R RS, T HiZ
W AR A BAGE R, JLFr B TP
ARE ™

HHI, TargeTron £ A C&EH ) 72 NH 2] % Fh
B T Bl 2014 4, Honicke 25 7 R %
R 2 5 £ C. acetobutylicum " Wi BE pta
(phosphotransacetylase, B2 7% £, Wt l§ ) « ptb
adc (acetoacetate decarboxylase, .Mt 2 FR Wi F2 )
X=ANER . 2016 4F, XIMREE 7 FIFZE AR T
W Chei 4110 FE I 1) KRB VLR & F RIKR W (C
beijerinckii) 1 NADH Fl ATP 7K ¥ 3k fi 24 3 5 T i
M= & .

JS & TargeTron £ A 762 B H 2 uF B 3 5 A
PR B T A & 7 3 10 25 DR el Bk 7 A A —
SE I [ G R BRAE o 51 41/ T 400 bp 1 2 R 7 371 £
Bt AR MR B HE AL s A — 8 B R A 2,
W&l RE Al N B 1E F B R ) HA AL S 1%
FOR RIS N B RN T B 5 DR R
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P NS F RNA 6 A B A A 5 A H
TargeTron 5| 2 (1) 52 (K] 2k & AT DL 43 R 2% A0 1 A0 A 2%
PEPESRE T, BT DAAE SR AR TR IS LR, B
I ThRE AT RE AN 2> 58 B B, HEE W RIS 7,
A RE G RS E RS, BV AT RE B e N AL R T R
BRI )k T

2.4 RIREA

() 5 B2, R sk B0 et A AT S A A
PRIAZ e, & — P LB AL B AF TR . 1E 1994 4
MOSH A RE . B nr LSz BRI R S IR 1)
RRAR . E RUEANEOR M bR S E. HR2HT
¥ i DNA B R e 1855 . kb #8808 Ak, FE
I) Yt E 2 AR ARAIG, SR AS PH 1 558 4 R AR MR B R
PEXUZ e AR IR FEFHAL T, FEELZ K
HE ALK ERIRAE .

20124F, Heap %5 ™ #57 TiE A H T fiE 0 8
XA e 5 AR AR AR &, RISE A7 5 [R5 Bk A e
(allele-coupled exchange, ACE), W] PLSZELTEAfE
FH J0RE 20 R 11 S5 36 8 PR IR 100 1 R RUAE S TEAR A gk
TR BOEFE . AR FLIT B W IR A% 0 2 1% 7%
B R pyrE AE 8 — P 0 1k -, I DLIR s g
(uraciD Fl 5- % FL 7% B (5-fluoroorotic acid, 5-
FOA) T Fft Jil 7 A R i 326 T 77, 38 ek 9 IR XA 46
SEPL T AMUE R R E AN FEMCERAE B, DA
BRIV ermB, @I P T L bR QB 55
A, SEHL T 4SRRI AE H bR S8 AR SR N,
B Kok BT AR TR A ) £ 46 kb (13 [K 2 DNA %
&3 C. acetobutylicum G o4k o % LA W&
T AR E A R AR, HIE T pyrE BRI T
RN 73 B RUE He Ye  ARBR AL 1B B RK

4, AT DU Gk AR AR 1 51N SN D)
[-Sce | #4t, KiEmFEIEEHLFE. [-Scel &
W I BE (Saccharomyces cerevisiae) 2Rk F (1]
I RN E b i — PR G N DI BG, & REiR
IV E R E B A, IR AR — A XUEE B 1
(double-stranded break, DSB), 7&H [FF 7 HI(FE1E
P&, SR E S 3 DNABE LS, A
PR FEVEELAE. 20154, Zhang %5 Y R 1 -
Sce T VA5 A VTG A 5 (1) 55 A7 ik DR 5 48 150 R B oy i

DL RE T SRR R ZARGHAEE
FHE B B A, A 22 P e A 9 B R g T
iR, X ERE IR E R T H % RS
AL IR A, AN STEMIBREFE AL E R T
JEIR (scar). (HERZARFMFEWIT R BAEM
B W, AR SCERIRIE, ETASTW
TargeTron 3 A B LLE  J& PN 3R 43 AR B Ak B, 1
[ -Sce I HENVIENFHREN B TEIANH
(YIS T o

BRI R 50N R ) 0 3 A g B3 UE L ) B
[ -Sce I W7 3201 LA BRI t DU #9848 Ak, 4
e ()Y B 2H Ak o AELATY S THI e 25 50 K P 4 1 L
FEE 1R AT 3 R0 AR S L, 12 A R 23 1) 58
% 25 A B T ) S R g T L O 7

2.5 CRISPR/Cas &%

CRISPR/Cas (clustered regularly interspaced short
palindromic repeats/CRISPR-associated proteins
system), & JE A% AR W A I — i 1 R R 4L,
JEAZ A WA F 2 2R G AR 0 25 45 A1 U 108 4% 40 o £
NAR T H 2002 4 B 1E 5 A 44 29 CRISPR/Cas 2
G, G % EAT IR E 2 ERIIRE, CRISPR/
Cas RGN . DIRESEHRF il H#TIEMWT, ZRGT
2013 4F 4 Mail 25 ™ il Cong &5 ™) Z 4 K T N2
FFITRET 7L 304 /0 BRIV JiE T 200 L ) 2 R g A v, AU
CRISPR/Cas 7 Gt 11— i 1) 5k DX 9 B8 T Ao
Z R . T H AT CRISPR/Cas % %t ' f i H 1%
B2 A VMG /e Cas9 B2 1, Lz RS kA
CRISPR/Cas9 % %t. #|HHTHNIE, CRISPR/Cas9 %
goeaMiTWEREKEMESRE, 1C
acetobutylicum~ C. beijerinckii~ 7= . BER BH (C.
autoethanogenum) « C. difficile~ C. cellulolyticum-
C. pasteurianum~ C. ljungdahlii F1HE 218 %2 T EEIR

(C. saccharoperbutylacetonicum) """,

B W) EAR B # 5] N CRISPR/Cas9 R4 &N T
P v 0 % A B PR I R, RUORTE S RNA [ 5]
SN, Cas9 & [ 1] LUK A a2 7 76 42 51 2k IR 40 11
MNEFRFES L, BT DNAXEE [E 2], i
1882 B AN 13 A 5 DNA 18 5 £ 4 DL 58 B IR U5 &
M, T A BB 5T BRI 1R 2E 1 TR R K IR, XK
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RKIPR T 3RAT 5 1 IR 528 e BH P 5% 38 Mk 1
o JRIM A e, EMREIAN, Cas9HH
PRIk E—E R, FERET. BN
#i Cas9 % (1 BY W7 ) DNA & %238 i 7 J5 & 41
(homologous recombination, HR) %3 JE [F] 5 A b
% # (non-homologous end joining, NHEJ) >k ik
S0, AR, KR4 B AR B & A NHED AL,
HH B 5 [FUREH BRI, xS 8E
B W 2 ¥ DNA R AESE B R, Bl Cas9 H XS
R IR R R, AR LT

N TR L, G R ST R A Cas9n
(Cas9 nickase, Cas9 ZIJREF) &K Cas9 it 173
G’ . Cas9n 2 Cas9 HIRAMK, HAEY)HIDNA K1
ZaE L2 ], Bl 4 s /N . DNA
BE W 2L AR BLFE AR Cas9 B H O AR B 1) B0 1%,
mAWEA G FFEEARIMEE . KRR
A 2 HE T+ T CRISPR/Cas9 7 Gt 7E 42 B H 1) 2 ]
AR, B XusE B IRTE C. cellulolyticum H
{fiF CasOn R4, SLIL T pyrF (FLIEH-5- IR
it ¥, orotidine-5'-monophosphate decarboxylase)
BEDARROBR kDR 4 A R RS 100%

dCas9 (deficient Cas9) & Cas9 £ 11 55 —Fh

1 [58, 83-84]
s

(a) Cas9

RARNK, €A LGS & 2% E ) DNA 41 b, {72
= N V) BV A BE VT RIDNA R4 [ 2(e) ],
B DU AT LR SR AN R R ik o B T Uk R B, JF
& T CRISPR + 4 & 4t (CRISPR interfere,
CRISPRD , % R 4 © & W U M H T C
acetobutylicum M C. beijerinckii s BENT
TR KRBT 5 —Fig . 20164, FEE
i A B B IR T dCas9 A I B R R % &
4, WD T spo0A 1E C. acetobutylicum ATCC
824 M C. beijerinckii NCIMB 8052 1 ffj ik, 14
KR AT N 45% F184%

3 — AT PAFEAIR Cas9 8 16 48 i 55 14 1 77 72
AR T, 1% VAT M AR K R S
7 Cas9 EH KL, 7] LA P NBUL R MR =
AR EJLE, AW NER B R & s
SR TRKIL Cas9 EH, W 20164, Wang
& W AE C. beijerinckii H 5% AL spollE Ji3 21 Al
FUBE B 3 3Rk Cas9 T, HHAL R & H] 1.05%
10> cfu/ug DNA; [A 4, Nagaraju 4] P\ 7 7E C.
autoethanogenum " VU R % F B )5 8) 7 R &
Cas9 FE [, fii {5 CRISPR/Cas9 /1~ F 11 % [A] fil Bk 2%
HPEmEF] 50% LA

[53, 55, 58, 84]

X
PAM
dCas9
(c) dCas9
B2 CRISPR/Cas R4 R RE

Fig. 2 Review of CRISPR/Cas genetic modification systems



%£3% www.synbioj.com 1209

CRISPR/Cas 7 &t th A7 B2 55 HoAth 2 [K] 2 48 T
e, B, Xe %™ W IE2017TEFRKT
Cas9n 4f B (') RNA #1] & 4, H1¥ CRISPR/Cas &
SR SCRNA S5 GH,  SIRB 7 x5 DT v A
. HAh, 20194, Strecker 5 ™ 1F Science K
R OCE, QG CRISPR/Cas R4t 51
gt ¥ BT B0 R M 45 45, JE i CRISPR RNA
(crRNA) ¥ 5] 5, Tn7 B 8745 @ - 2 H
PR, FEKEZ) 60 bp [ DNA F By dei A 21 Ji 1] [ [X
MR, 9% R IS 80%. AT R T
CRISPR/Cas & 4t (1 D g 2 #1%k, JF424 1 AW
Tn7 P a1 AT B R A B 098 s M EOR
AHTEMERVEEHE AR, WA TR AT IE W i
i, AT DL S AR JE DR A A 32 G AR B e R
L, HEHRESECEAF K ZRG, £
A TCHE, W CRISPRAHKECFERE, ZRSH
B 5 N B DL R B B R R AR AR R
FAI T

EREH, B 7T A LR R A T 83Kk E
(Streptococcus pyogenes) []4M i CRISPR/Cas % 4t
BEAT AL B AF . IE AT PLEE T N R 2 CRISPR/Cas
RG AT R 4. BT R B 74% HIRR B h A7 AE
fi CRISPR/Cas f wi™ , H i, B & % C
pasteurianum ™", & T TR (C. tyrobutyricum) "
C. saccharoperbutylacetonicum " C. butyricum .
C. botulinum ™', =R (C. sporogenes) " Fl
C. thermocellum ™ i, JF R H T % 8 W IE %
CRISPR/Cas % 4t (1 2 X 4 #  F . fl4n . 2016
T, PyneZf " 7E C. pasteurianum P 5y ) I K& 3T
AP R JE 4 ) CRISPR/Cas &2 45, T 98 K IR
1B A Cas9 & 1 5T K AR ME 75 N C. pasteurianum
i, i 4k 98 CRISPR/Cas % 4t 1) 4 B 20 R A A
25%; AHLLZ T, P9UETE CRISPR/Cas & 4t I 2%
FIE 100%. fEULZ J5, 2018 4, kA% PV fE C.
tyrobutyricum IR T 5T A IE 1 -B A CRISPR/
Cas RAMIEFAgwIE TH. Bk, FIHZRSAK
Dymsibr 1 07T A R R spo0A, Y 0% & ik
100%; FHUk, @ FH AR 2 AR 31 DK Bl 1) 5
RNA 5%, SOl 7 2 HAEK A 448 (IRl

spo0A 1 pyrF PRANFEERD) - 248 2023 [RI R 15114 100%
W, PR ZRGEG &I C. yrobutyricum, it
N adhE2 TR carl, A F = R 72 T, 3RS
{10 A TR R 7 AL R B R T I P R R IA 26.2 g/L,
O 7 s %7 & . 2021 4, Zhou %™ E JF K C.
butyricum W) X [ 4% % T H W K3, 57 C
butyricum " FF K ) 55 11 &4 CRISPR/Cas9 & 4i Afl
tt, PYRTE CRISPR/Cas R A B KM . B
J&, WIETE CRISPR/Cas & 4t A 77 B K 1A Cas9 &
F, AT LIRS AR R K/, A 12 22 40 0 40 i 1Y)
BlE. ZLIKY], #5741 kb 1) Cas9 1) K5
RSB A BCRREIL T 29100 5. Hk, WENE
CRISPR/Cas R 4; [t 1] 5 RNA 5 i 'K, XKk
JFRLA AR, U R TE AL 2 E Y R S R .
5, WM CRISPR/Cas £ 4 v F - 3 [R5 1) 1)
6] % 7 %1 (34~37 nt) b 53 Y5 CRISPR/Cas9 & 4t
Wl IR R 5 51 (20 nt) KfG %, X a] PLFRAK
i O AE 2, {H SIZIG 3R B R T 36k R 4 A 1 [R) B X1
K] e B A WA 0 Y R 7T 45 RONTE
¥2 B B R A 5 P CRISPR/Cas £ 4t 2 47 3 [K] 4 4
St 7 B S G A 1R S

P H AT ik, %F CRISPR/Cas % 4t ()% K 4w
T E N B R 0 s SO i T R TTER, R
NI A e ) s AR s TR . X R R
HARWKFEE TRE M B AL N0E THE, FFHE
TREARE TR, HREREY, FH
Cas9 & V)% DNA XUEE 5, A0 75 A3 AR 1 B & ik
ATIRIVR B ZH, RV TR K AR 1 RV 8 40 e 71 98 A2
ZHAMEI . NRBIX —HARES, ILE,
AW FE 5 3 SRR R P 5] N A1 B 20 i )
SRt — 0 4R MR TR P 2k IR G R R R

2.6 ETEEFZEHBIHERRERA

R 2R AU EAE T e AT R s 42 2 Fh
AL AT E DR, T A O LA R AR Py Y
PR XMt R AT A AR BUE A
AE % fE AR 1A A F i e AT g AE . BT H AT N
Ak, W T AT AR 3 R A R T UKL
FELRIE. RUCRNAFAR, AN ETHR,
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Ft T [F] 5 = 2L 1 CRISPR/Cas % 4t 1) %t [K 4w 48 F2
Ao BB IT IR REAE — B R B B0 AR T 3k AT 1A%
s, 2T 5 ANSME R B B DNA LAk 55 i) A i
WA, AN R T B PR Y R R 3R A R T [
V5 E 2H B R e R e R LU . H, XTI
Ui 5 OO ) AN R ™ R 1) T S B AR AE Tk
FRRA s MEE R E S, ARG, PR
71, WAR—/AHAAMERmE TR, i, &
I JUAE AE B B R 3 T & A% AT K] CRISPR/Cas 5 4t
TER PR 8 RUR AR BL K S 1m) i 328 45 77 THI A5 IE
WA A0, 12018 4F, Hong %5 ™' F| A CRISPR
ARG IKAE C. difficile 928 T 2 8 Xk K 4 9 45
(R R B cwp66 Al ted A PN FERD FIHKIE 49.2 kb
FR i K R B o B2 B ATH D Z R Gk K B
DNA B & 3| Je ok FanREM 2], KON E H &
1) R YR B R Bz, WNREmS, HAET
Ty sk /b ] DL s 2R e Hb B A K B DNA 1 7 .
N RIX —HARIHIN, 0L b S IR K v B 7 U8
DNA 8GR wm g tikd, FRANRZ A EA
M S ANBIRE A, WEERE PR —ESNEE
HERg, DL WM B AR A R 1 B AR
HAH.

2019 45, o E R B b g b A AR B AR S AT
Fit 22 LA BA B R R T — e B A 22 S 2 o 2L I
AL R R A TR . X —FRH
10 2 5/ 4 (attachment/integration, Att/Int)
ARG, Wk 2 E R E AR (bacteriophage
serine integrases) 7 T, I i M B K B E 47 S
(attP) MR G AR &AL A0 (attB) FERL LR -
HATFERI DNA S HE ™, H5EVEEHLHAR, HET+
22 TR B 5 Wl 1) 7 e e A AN T A 1 [
V. NIRRT E P B R, T HE AR
€ H o T#AE, JGHEH T K DNA J B PRk
A 8E E gt gk b B

%A BN & S 78 C. ljungdahlii R 8T — & I
HIBE (AInD RS AT RIEXAD RS, i)
¥k B T C. acetobutylicum W] T TR & W & 12
(butyric acid production pathway, BAPP) % & i
C. ljungdahlii G (AR, FEAE R PP vb s DA il
BT TR ZRAGFE T AT C. ljungdahlii ({15

K 2wiE TR, f£—ERE Lk T C. ljungdahlii #£
KF Bt DNA Bt R 85 7 H A 2 o (R HAFTE
— ) B, B AS SOEE 4L 4 AN T SRE G H K AT
R R A g Bk R AN, BIH BTN IE,
RE A FH 2R R AR TR I A2 A B, R0 20 1A AR 1A A
VA 4 5 T (W A A B A m attP R L E AR A AL
MattB. FT UL Att/Int RS A8 75 AT LATE B 2 4% B 1 Ak
R A s A s T B R IR R

SRFFUR I, — g T A m] DA B A S IR
R A, o R P R e R
PRI EAEG ™, EATHEKE T E. coli MWk B 4 1)
Redo/B 25 H, 8% Rac Hij Wi B 44 1) # 2H 25 ] RecE/T
. e, RecE Fl Reda B A 5—3'3 (4% & 4b
DIEgiETE, RecT fllRedp 2 ¥ 8EIR KEEH . HFEH
JE PR /E ARG BT, U8 DNA AT LR & %)
F AR DNA H, TR R A 5 N R . K
Bod Ry (B3 X TAMEXEE DNA, H e
RecE 5 # Reda M 5'%i B V) XUEE DNA 731, 724
1 373y H B S ity I 37 %1 5 B IR KR [ RecT 8§
F Redp 256, By FREEHE B AR, I 7E RecT 8L
Redp I # Bh FHR BT 5], SERFIREL . 2
AR HUEE DNA > FAE N EAR YT, ) H 7 E g
538 K B 4 RecT B Redp 5t AT ¢ B3 A E 4 1,

AR T HoAth () 38 A% i T H, T Redoy/B
RecE/T JF & () Red/ET H 41 & 4t KA Al 75 [7) Y5 4%
Wi NS PR EE D)L S PR . AR5 5 N RAE
SR . BLN4, Red/ET HAHFAR O 2 B
T &MY A NGE . B ORRAK. A
AE e, FIH Red/ET H 4 R geiE it — 5 E 4wk v]
DK 7 A A Y5 () DNA F Bodi N B 5ok 8 1 = G
ke B AT DL RN T 1 2 18] 1T 51 4 ik
ANJERT H B P51 . 2009 4 Sharan %5 MY | FH A W
KB Red 24 RGN TE E. coli HF SEBL T FE IR il
By BROCHE AR, X H 4B K ZTE 1 R
FAT AR B SE R, FE AR B T 12 B 4 R A T R
i, @B RS Wk, HPhEETHEE
L SR TIZ I R R A, TR R
FEHE LA S A AR In R R LR [FR T B 1)
DNA 84k B, 5 1A 8 D) i Ak 28 5 1 266 (R 40
DNA J B[R Ak itk & A RecE/T M E. colith, 1E
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- RecE/Reda
oo RecT/Redp
—_—

-

o

I it

B3 RecET/Redaf A BN S 1 [R5 & 2 i 72
Fig. 3 RecET/Redaf recombinase-mediated homologous

recombination process

E. coli N5 UERE, WAL R E Bl BA —%E
PUERI KL . B I Tk 15 B A AL T
HT Red/ET HARGREWREHI . (FHE, Pk
Xf DNA BEATAEME, BT ik safiffi iz E A R Gk
Irgfe g DAL, ] DS HoAth 7 7 A S R IR
EAEHT, AT LS BRL B G A O IR AS I . AR
B el AR B . 2015 4F, Reisch 55 "
FIRAEE. coli PSE | Red B4 54 5 CRISPR/Cas
BRMEREM, JFA T IR Cas9 4l Bh AL T /%
(scarless Cas9 assisted recombineering, no-SCAR) .
ZHH TR PLAE A e AR bR 10 A5 100 2 48
E. coli % K41, &M A-Red FALEEH 41 DNA J7
BB &3 m Btk L, JEAI Cas9 8 A1 HI XL
i DNA [FRF RUEAT %6 o SEIRUE B, 1% &R 40T LA
HIN E. coli Bt A b HEAT RURAR . e [RIR SR FIAT 7
P iENEFEE A, JFHASE NIRIL. S5k,
fEE. coli™f, MBLIFAR T 2T RecT IR E H A
R RS R f e R A TR, 49 i MAGE [
(multiplex automated genome engineering)  Fll

TRMR (trackable multiplex recombineering) » 5 E.

coli A, 78 Wt 35 73 B #F (Mycolicibacterium
smegmatis)~ A% B E (M. tuberculosis) « %/
ICFLAFE  (Lactobacillus reuteri) « 3L TR FLEK 1H
(Lactococcus lactis) F1'] F R E  (Pseudomonas
syringae) ARG JE AL T DL E 2 A A% O 1 2
PRI ERAE NI 5 537 NI

K, Red/ET H4H R 40 7E 42 W H 1 B A
B B R . 201448, o E R A B i AR P A A
FIT sk 2E~F- 55 B s DHUEBH T 2k B C. perfringens 1]
5518 ‘K 5 [ RecT AJ LATE C. acetobutylicum " K FEAE
i, ¥ C. acetobutylicum 7] LA} 4MJE #L5E DNA 347
H, XHMAESE T Red/ET EAH RS 724 B 1Y
R T7, % TARR A BT )5 8297 KR v R 4
T, I IRIMIINE RecE B3 Redo 7EAR B 7 1
KIEEDL, PA A H 1% & G 16 AR B S I Xk
DNA 5 41 ) W] B £ & 4 5 55 T3 05 [/ . 2019
5, Walker 25 Y £ C. thermocellum F 43 H) #5127
2T WEYE 1 -B BRI 78 1T & CRISPR/Cas R 4t
BRI, IX P 2R Gt # 52 IR ] 148 52 B R 1
=[R20 2 () ) [R] YR L AH R . i AT R
1N A1 5 2 il ok AR X — PR, AN 3 o EE A I
e, B R CE A E SR B T SR E R BT R
(Acidithiobacillus caldus) ) Reda A1 RedB 7] LA /£
C. thermocellum 1F % & ¥ {E H . 4 &£ C.
thermocellum & N K15 E A FgHT, 1 -B % CRISPR/
Cas 3 Gt H) % 5 302\ 40% 42 & B 71%; 11 2
CRISPR/Cas & 4t M\ 12.5% %] 94%. %M 7¢ it id 4%
CRISPR 24t 5 H AWM S, LI I £ C.
thermocellum W' I = A0, X 7870 R W] 1 = AH Bl
A RAR B B S [5)I5 E2H BRI 0 BRI 7T

3 JRE

REAETAL ., &, L@ RSN AA =
FERIBETT SN R, AR T TR W IR B
ZWRTHAEEBRAS0E THE, HiTRER D
T g TR e 42 00X — R E Z R E D B i
AIEYE . LR, BEERHAZEMD T4
Wy iR K B, B RTAR IR A% T B S AR
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TEK#ERY, FERBT — R T EREKIE.
MIBR . FIEMELH T .

n ESCATIA, R T B R BUE HE R & T
TR FIE, R XRNA, BRET. THHAE T
[ J5 HE 41 LA ) CRISPR/Cas B R FEAF M B, 2.4
SEHL T MBEHLZR AR PR vE RO ) i . MR A B4k
SRR B v K DR G R ) EE R SR, AR A I AR
A Ak BA K AR AL ) 45 5 T A5 DA B . X T C

acetobutylicum~ C. beijerinckii~ C. tyrobutyricum %

W B 1 TR &, B8 T R I 56 35 1 st
fEolos TR HERMIEE . Y& BOE7Tm
HUE R AR AR Ak DL R e A B ) AT i
SR TAZOAER s X T C. perfringens F1 C.
difficile 5599 JR WA PN &, 1115 vy 2% 1) ik K 4
T BAE FLEOR AL B B 7 b i S T
MR T EEEH. BRTFERR RS T Sus s
AROAWE TKEWMED, BJFE— LM,
635 LA W AR AR IT R e itk (e AR B T 42
B T4 555 177 1A

FET UG, NSO B A% T AR AE 1) ) 7 LA
Kottt @ W AEHE— vk . OFF KEB R H
#HEa A RGPS RS, X™HEEMSG 1AM K
FIFRIE o Wfa] KL kE RM 2R 45 DA R AR B 1 % A0 0 P
AR B B R g i T B . A B R A
27, WhE RM RGUAHCHE, FREim Ak, ik
73 2 PR 20 R AEAFAE P R, XF
MR Ak G B2 AL UG AR AR . QB THRE
AR IR 2 2R, S 8E H S et 3 7.
T8 5] gk — e A R AR P R B BB R O
Wb S A BN AR AR R OR, R
ITRGMS R, DUAAKE T E 8 S AR AR 0 [
PRE AR . WATA DU — S5 ¥2 400 FE A0 Ak Wk B A4
HATCM, 785 2R R A @ A7 U v
M Red/ET HH RSG5 . ORI H & KA HHER AT IF
ANEET 2 T A A = BRI EARFE T K
B 1Y DNA 4 275 £ g tafk b DLl AN IS 2 1
FARRIL, BT LA AUK FE T R e AR A
HA. EXCHIRBIM Red/ET AL RS A A LI
KA BAMNFERERM E B IF BFE TR E
H L [R5 B 2 AN 55 B3 n) 4, (H H AT AR R

HiZEMH TEMHARD, TEE-DERESH
o @hn5E CRISPR/Cas i [K 4 48 57 A AEAR B o 1)
i, 40T & LA CRISPR/Cas 3 A Jy#% 02 ) 2 7
R g 2 40 DL i3 CRISPR/Cas 43 A 5 HoAth 4y
T LERMBEGHH. OB E #7275
TET R, vk EABg N 5024 U E SO BE
LB G AR . AL SRR 5 M A R SRR B 1L
M4, ©MEABAEDFERR, RATPZEM
ARAEVFERFEHRINAH, Bt MEBoE T
PR & 2R AW ofE, TERR B P T e RS 1
R s, AT A BAEY) 50t 50 B3 58 B Al

A LLTIHE, BB AR RA A
B R R, WA TRENEE RS THE— e
DASE N =8 A 58 8, AR TR 6 K Be 78 40 R 5 LV A2
WA RS RE J1, T O0E TR M R BER AR, R
AEPREIR . R A S SR AR Y R

EETTHR .

& £ x W
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