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Base editing technology and its application in microbial
synthetic biology

WANG Yannan, SUN Yuhui

(Key Laboratory of Combinatorial Biosynthesis and Drug Discovery (Ministry of Education), School of Pharmaceutical Sciences,
Wuhan University, Wuhan 430071, Hubei, China)

Abstract: The discovery and development of the CRISPR/Cas system have a revolutionary influence on life
sciences. A series of tools derived from the CRISPR/Cas system have brought great convenience to research in the
field of life sciences. The base editors developed based on the CRISPR/Cas system are gene editing tools that can
achieve base conversions and transversion on target. The base editors are constructed by fusing cytosine or
adenosine deaminase, and other functional elements to Cas proteins with abolished double strand DNA cleavage
activity to convert cytidine or adenine into other bases at genome on-target sites guided by sgRNAs. Base editors
have shown great potential in biology, medicine and related fields. Although they have already been continuously

optimized, there are still problems affecting further application of base editors. In this review, we briefly describe
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the development of DNA base editors. Furthermore, we introduce in detail the problems of the limited editing range
of base editors as well as the corresponding optimization strategies by increasing the target sites recognized by the
locator moiety and expanding or narrowing the editing window of the effector moiety. At the same time, we
introduce several off-target editing detection methods specially developed for base editing. Based on usual and
developed detection methods, multiple and frequent off-target editing caused by base editors were found at both
DNA and RNA levels. We also introduced various effective optimization strategies to improve the editing
specificity of the base editors in every respect. Most of these strategies are based on protein modification, but also
on optimization of sgRNA and spatio-temporal regulation of base editing systems. These measures greatly enrich
the application scenarios of the base editors. Then, we discuss the progress on applying base editors to the field of
microbial synthetic biology, including revealing the metabolic pathway and synthesis mechanism of natural
products as well as improving the production of target compounds in multiple species. Finally, we envisage the

promising development of base editing in synthetic biology in the future.

Base editor

. nCas9 ( UGI
( Cytidine deaminase
( Adenosine deaminase
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H DNA XU e 45 #4) 5 BRI 41 DNA BeAR K W
PASK,  AATTXT T 2 e vy 250t i 30 5k AT AR 4 4
ANE 8] B80S IR Rt AN 18 45 1k 3 . & T CRISPR/
Cas RGUIT K I — RV E g T H, P RIE.
AR W IE R AR R TR TZ R, 20204
B UL IR Ak 25 2282 7 X CRISPR/Cas & 4t i R ILAL K
J& it B E 57 Bk 1) Emmanuelle Charpentier 1
Jennifer Doudna, # {#f CRISPR/Cas & 4t M H 4 %
FRZ 2 7 AT e H R B

J5 A% 2 4 () CRISPR/Cas & 4t A& — 2 ml i 4% 1)
TRV R G, 6] DL R A% AR R Ak R g

M5 R, MR ERGR, wFH RNA 5| S
TR I 8 AN W AR B A P B, DT R % 75 0 B e 2
Dhfig e AATKEZ R G0 b s g HAae H) b 1) R el S = 5
J¥ 5 i 4 4 CRISPR  (clustered regularly interspaced
short palindromic repeats) ¥ %1, i K — L& 4% i
CRISPR J7 41| H E A R 1 (%) AH 5 3% [K] 4y 44 N Cas
(CRISPR-associated gene) '. CRISPR/Cas % 4t #%
FIAE 2 8 9 48 T R, @ % i O8R5 3 RNA
(single guide RNA, sgRNA) 5|F Cas & HE G 1E
H A5 AL s 7= 28 XUE BT 22 (double strand break,

DSB) , B J5 & 4 fe 1 [ i & & (homology-
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HDR) 43 k% #E 2 48 2 3 [F) I K
Ui % #2122 (nonhomologous end-joining, NHEJ)
5] N4 ALK (insertions and deletions, Indels)
SEORAE, TSR H AR FF A R A e 2 R
‘& CRISPR/Cas RGAHLL T LIE R M g e R, &
LRI BRI B R D, H AR I CRISPR/
Cas RGUESE A AELEA A Im] B, 51 Gn #2506k N 2R
B4 P R L B B AR R R —— R AR M AT
G A2 5 B2 M R AL PO B AL, 4K 5E HDR i
ATAE 1) S I8 2 8 R IR, JF BLAE N H IS I AF
TE— RAIMI RS 2k HLAh, Cas®EH AT RE S TEM
BEAL R PR AE RV T R, & H AR 5 DNA & 5 i
A5 TR 3 A A0S 0T B X 4 B P AR R R sz e B R,
— Pl G 7 51N XU W 2 B AT S e i e g 1) i TR

directed repair,

Y T H TRFL 45 2% (base editor, BE) Wiz
A e 1% T B E ks i sl iR i e DL A A

DhRE T 5 2R 25 SUE ) #3514 14 Cas B8 A AHRL G
1 sgRNA 5|5, SEPUNFERIZH b H bRy B ) fms e
SRS (TR A . R R — & e,
TEAYS . RS R I BRI S 7).

B B I AR R e H A T IS X
BE,EK TR RN 6 A Ay &R G T AR B
i, LI AE AT AT B . mAR AT . A
BAEWEAE I B, R4 T BRUR. MR
Aol BB AR 24 55 Ak O s B ORI AE AT T
BE & G AP R R, R 2 A& 4 Rl A
I MOE B R AR, AT AE AN B SR
KRS HE Hh S TAE PR RE /7 . T CRISPR/Cas R 4t
(9N T 1) o] T 1 S A 552 B T A AR P A
BT R I E bR, 3&T CRISPR/Cas & 4t HF & 1) B
B AR E R iR CRISPR/Cas & 4L s 1 A
i), 388G T X H ARG A DNA i s U Y, A
B DR g AR R AR R . BRI, AR SO BT
CLIF & B 126 32 21 DNA B 3 2 48 25 1 % A T
PEIRE AT 7 MR, 53 ST IR g e
Ir1] ¥ [l 52 BROFD ¥ R i e, DA B3 R D it A 2 % 11
KA AL 95 5 T N 2. AR, ASCiE N TR
] 350 73 BRI AR & 75 1R Y 6 AR ) 2 A a8
B AL g ORI — LR, IR EE T IR g
R R e FoAE TR W) & R AR ) 2 A3 1) 1

RIS

1 BRI HE AL

1.1 WEREROLRE

111 JRYEYE AR IR U 47 35 Fo B v vb i K 20 81 35 19
V- ¥3

DNA B ik g 48 4% B V] 72 | 35 [ G i K %
David R. Liu #ff 72 B\ F 2016 45 FF & [ — Fft 32 K] g
TR, I A s e R 4R 4B 25 (cytosine
base editor, CBE) W] PLSZIL i E X C-G 2 T-A 1)
B, ARATTRE K B VR I i i &% APOBEC i
it — Bt XTEN linker % # /£ dCas9 (% D10A Fl
H840A JRAZ) I N ¥, 493 2 5 — A 5L 2 45 4
BEL#id sgRNA 5| 45678 Hbnfz s, H dCas9 4T
JF X% DNA . DNA: RNA R-loop 4544 . £ fii
U 7R B BE DNA b R 35 1 Pt s e it =
T R PR Mg o UG B i Xif B Ji5 48 3k 4 9 DNA 12 5/
BB HIAR OB B UsAL T-A B x%F, B 7E DNA JF
HAREE L 4~8 AL E N CK NGG PAM T /£
FrEw XoN21~23, FED SEHL T CHIT 4.
AR T a6 850 %6 1T R | T4 P 119 PR WE DNA
F: AL B Curacil DNA glycosylase, UDG) VI T
it & ¥ B U, {15 DNA #1485 [7] C-G Bl £ %
T2 Z I PR H i UDG 75 14 1) JR 1% g DNA B 310
A #0771 Curacil DNA glycosylase inhibitor, UGI)
4% T BEL 1 dCas9 1 C 3, 15 355 —ACH L 4w
A BE2 g iEEA TR AR . 1A = AN
F %5 25 BE3 ) 22 % BE2 7 1) dCas9 % #t )y nCas9
(D10A), i# i 7E DNA $¥E AR 85 L= AT 2], Al
DNA LL%& A4 I 205 (9 DNA JE 885 85 AR 1T 18
5, DT T g 0 R, T BT A
T 1.1% M Indels REE (K 1D,

B J5, David R. Liufff 5T B1BA ' Ji ik 58 #: BE3
&I BE TR 2 18] 1Y linker, FEAE UGL Y C S 1 3% 32
—/ANUGH, 15311 28 VU AR ik g 5 25 BE4 F— D4
B G i R . E BE4 1) N S 7 B2 K E
B AR Mu ] Gam 8 1, FH Gam 8 [ 45 & WOUEE B
Z4 1 DNA K ¥, 18 DNA % T F#fi#, BE4-Gam i
Lt BE4 B#{% T Indels 2848 1) £ 42, Jf H BE4 Ml
BE4-Gam )& & T C A T~ W4 g . thsk,
AT 3L 8 i £E BE4 P 3 N b A% E AR 5, IF R
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Table 1 Comparison of representative base editors
Tl 3 . PAM Z%
P2 ik Ak (5-3) His Sk
CBE BE3 rAPOBEC1-SpnCas9-UGI NGG  HIACIRIE e 4%, TC Ik 7 i I 1 [7]
Target-AID SpnCas9-CDA1-UGI NGG IR IE e 2% (8]
hA3A-BE3 hAPOBEC3A-SpnCas9-UGI NGG Wl 4afE 3401 C L GCE: P C [9]
BE4-Max rAPOBEC1-SpnCas9-UGI-UGI NGG  HWFiufb, mid i [10]
dCpf1-BE rAPOBEC1-dLbCpf1-UGI TTTV s & T K PAM [11]
Target-AID-NG SpnCas9 (NG)-CDA1-UGI NG HAING PAM [12]
A3A-PBE hAPOBEC3A-SpnCas9-UGI NGG 1~ 175 wmii e 1, JLFIoHE e b 1 [13]
BE-PLUS SunTag-SpnCas9-scFv-rAPOBEC1-UGI NGG 4~ 16 54w M, Mk E [14]
A3G-BEs hAPOBEC3G-SpnCas9-UGI-UGI NGG Wi CCEFFME —AC [15]
BE-PAPAPAP rAPOBEC1-SpnCas9-UGI NGG  5~65 4w % 11, PAPAPAP % #: XTEN  [16]
linker
HF-BE3 rAPOBEC1-HFnCas9-UGI NGG ks> sgRNA {55 14 Jit 8 2 [17]
YE1-BE4 rAPOBEC1 (W90Y, R126E)-SpnCas9-UGI-UGI  NGG  Zi/NwiE e 11, /b 3E sgRNA KR EHE 18]
i
SECURE BE3 rAPOBECI (R33A, K34A)-SpnCas9-UGI NGG ¥/ RNA BT MBSk, 45 /M s 11 [19]
DACBEs TALE-split DddAtox-UGI None  [FlI % DNA BUHE, W] g R4k (4 [20]
PRI PR 4
ZFDs ZFP-split DddAtox-UGI None  [AlI} 4% i DNA XUHE , o] g R0 AR & [21]
P BE R 21
ABE ABET7.10 ecTadA-ecTadA*-SpnCas9 NGG  WIARHEE Y 4 2% [22]
ABEmax ecTadA-ecTadA*-SpnCas9 NGG  #iTuL, midtk [10]
ABESe ecTadA-ecTadA*-SpnCas9 NGG G M, TadA-8e [23]
TaC9-ABE ecTadA-ecTadA*-TALE,SpnCas9 NGG TH B3 sgRNA M 51 P i 4 2 e [24]
ABE-nSpCas9-DS ecTadA*-ecTadA*-SpnCas9 (DS) NGG  hvdniEed O, RNA 2B [25]
ACBE  A&C-BEmax rAPOBEC1/hAID-ecTadA-ecTadA*-SpnCas9- NGG  #] [d] I} i A 5L C [26]
UGI-UGI
sgBE SpnCas9, MCP-cytosine/adenosine deaminase ~ NGG Al A i A Bk C [27]
GBE CGBE1 e¢UNG-rAPOBECI (R33A)-SpnCas9-UGI-UGI  NGG A SZH C A% G il 5 i 45 [28]
CGBE rAPOBEC1-SpnCas9-rXRCC1 NGG  FIFBAVIBR1E Sl es S0 C & G ImA:  [29]

EIC

BE4 347 % 05 46 M #1467 %1 8 (ancestral
i1 it 3k 75 /) BE4max 1 AncBE4

reconstruction) ,

4% % 2% (adenine base editor,
El, HRILA KDL DNA MY IR T i 2= 5

ABE) . 5 CBE A&

max A H AT g8 R = CBE 2 — M. I &
A&, [FfE20164F, HAH K% Akihiko Kondo
W 58 BB i 3E T A AT B K Y Target-AID
(activation-induced cytidine deaminase) J}fd 1 g fif S
Yn % 7%, tnCas9 (DI10A) [ C i i 45 L 6l 68
KR M B = B (Petromyzon marinus cytidine
deaminase 1, PmCDA1) I UGI4 i, F49miH o
PR G F BE3 B 520 PAM iz 3 (1) 2~4 547

2017 4%, David R. Liu #f 5t B BA ) 3 — 5 4
T8 1 0] DLSEIAE IS X A-T 21| G-C s i 110 JJ P ve sk 2=

T 1z 7 A D38 B e 1 kA R B R AR A K
i AF B (RNA i 7 0t & B (Escherichia coli tRNA
adenosine deaminase, ecTadA) TiR T iX — PR &,
FIFH — 58 1) TadA 5 nCas9 (D10A) AHiER:, il
o —RAAL, SR T IRIE S B g 45 245 ABE7.10
(wtTadA-TadA*-nCas9, *F/NEMAEA), ABET.10
£ sgRNA 5| 3 R &5 & 75 H brfi7 55, HH nCas9 4T
WEE DNA, - H A TadA X} % 72 Y ¥ 5% DNA L)
EOE BRI S i 2, T RGO RIS T, S AR Y
e A& 5 A2 Hl I B2, 1o Bl 3 o 4R TR B el 1
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G-C R FEXF, SZHLIE DNA ARSEAREE | 4~7 540 %
B|E DN AZGI R, waiENE, Hizxdf
1 Indels %48 (1) & AE A L P 0] DLZBE AT 2
J&, David R. Liu #ff 70 B B\ " — B /£ W% 18 &
ABE Q4w 2%, T8It 75 ABE7.10 % 3 s I % &
PAE S M Z 71, K48 7 3 P 5E W
ABEmax. 3 — 518 T X} TadA-7.10 15 P W T4 425 4
Btk de 5 ik AT Ak, 3R15 (1 ABES8e fi {b 33 2 4
Lt ABE7.10 42 5 1 590 1%, SR i gn s DL e 5
& Cas B AL [R] R A1 B KIRSEF, B
1M S B 22 1) I 4 G 6 1, T LG 7E Tad A-8e 5
A V106W Z745 K bk & .
112 HAesm A s ey 2k

bt 75 CBE 1 ABE AH 4k ] tH, 8k R 22 1) il 2k
Gt TR T TR g AR RSB, (H 2
CBE 1 ABE X B2 S ILLE H brfiz i C-G B T-A BLA-T
FI| G-C Bk o) 46, o v S 90 G A A 2 22 1] 1)
AR T AATTE SRR 3 38 G A e R
H M ZUE — L Al 7E nCas9 [ R sl # 0], R4S
ACBE (fusion adenine and cytocine base editor) HAJ
LTRSS 8 H BRAL 4 C-G 2 T-A AT A-T 3| G-C il it
XF 4 B 2 NATPRERA T M e 2 B R R
it 0B 1) R A ACBE 72 1 .30 1 41 B AR 47 4 i
BEAT TR, X RGP AR R, Bl
2 [E] 1] linker % sgRNA K E#AT T RS M H 5L,
RIIX e ACBE # B A BAR I BLAEEME . B 78
ANSTF B i U 5 nCas9 filEr 1 SRS, 5 1 5[4
A1) FH 34 3 Ji A< ) CBE 5%, ABE Ji# it 7F sgRNA
5] A MS2 RNA i e 44 48 55 53 — i i 220 g 1) SR s
0] DLSEHL ACBE A A D) g 270 IX 2 ACBE #
B AR AL R R M R PR RS, AR B AL R
YR IT « A TS R 06 R DL B 5 TR B AL 98 A8 453k 40
HA B KRR A s e o

TERE IS Y B 28 (O WF SO RIS S RE R, AT R
I CBE Al ABE AMUAX A5 C B T 5 A 2 G 1l 5
By, ARSI CE G C P A R w5
e e I T, R IR A RE T C A
J& T2 B U %% UDG V) B T Ji& AP £ £ (apurinic/
apyrimidinic site) J&, £ P40 A MBI TIRRE S
RS . T2 ATF A UDG &4 CBE H1 11
UGI, fEdtgufatike C I Emmu, & T Cik

R 1) A E . T K B GBE  (glycosylase
base editors) F1 CGBE (C-to-G base editors) 1] LA
SEHUE AL SN C 2 G P, BRI AT
CEA MR . A, A ARASS
RV BB R ER T XRCCLEH, PLIASGE 720
CHGRHA TR HAME R, R T A FRRA R
CGBE ™ ", HSRAH KA 1X — ST 5 g 5 25 1O T
RYERIE, (H2MM A C 2 GRS R H R s
TEMT, X {8 A5 2 B 2 o B e LE BT T RS O AR
rhad B 1) — e a) gL AE DL, 40 GBE 7E W 7L 3))
W2 B RN K T R 1 R AR TR [ e A R
ANk B8 A 1% 0 R AL R R A I B, B 2 B
) CGBE Wt A B IT K K .

AL, ANATEIT K 1 AT LAJE] I 2 48 DNA BUEE
FIT8E Gm 4 75 . David R. Liu i 52 21 BA 38 i K 5 %
DNA XU P i i g 36 4T It 22 (%) 48 9 5] 5 2% DAdA
WA ER S, FE 50 5 B R E A A )
B e WOE R FERUS Y (transcription activator-like
effector, TALE) =& A[A] [ Cas 85 H P L& UG it
Gy BTRASEILU AN A B H /E DNA B4 G40 B
AR BRI B, 5 A 1 DAAA R DL B 2 TR Y
DNA WBE L (7 C [A I 2B AT Bt 2. i AR LT,
PR 53 (1 DAdA TIRER N R A, KRR T 1%
e T HMANMREE = o, IR0 DAdA 5
P> TALE il 5 75 21 1 5 2 5 %5 DACBEs  (RNA-
free DddA-derived cytosine base editors) , T
RNA 5 A & AR R, A8 H AT BLX ok i ok
CRISPR/Cas % Gt AT 4 45 X 2R /& DNA 123 (4
DNA SEHUA &gt M (H2, ATl AL R4
I PP 77 1A 31 DACBE 22 75 40 A% A 36 Jli oK &1
DNA it #8548 s TR 70 1K) DAAA 5 PN AN A )
Cas 2 [1 [41dSpCas9 fil SaKKH-Cas9 (D10A) ] fil
GERMwEL, HTRGESTEE, kil
545 N A2 15 A PR o 56 [ B /K 18 32K 2% Jin-Soo
Kim W 7 A A 20 R 32 7 B AR, AT &
MeEFE i & H§ (zinc finger deaminase, ZFD) 473
24 ) DAdA 5 4F §§ DNA 45 & 5 [ (zinc-finger
DNA binding protein) A&, M EEIERZ DNA FIZ
RLR DNA L SEB SRR 4. 2 )5, Jin-Soo Kim
it 7t H BA Y 7E DACBE [ 5 ik I 45 & IR 17 It 20
TadA, 47— RHIMAE0E, FFRH 7T DLEZR
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LA 3 DX 20 ST A B G AL R B 4 58 2% TALED
(TALE-linked deaminase) -
1.1.3 RNA B % 4% 3209 Z

F* T DNA AL aR 4%, AMTHITR T — R
RNA B3 4 45 2% 5K 38F % DNA 4 48 BT 7 Rk (1038 4% 15
AT AR DA R 2 4 AR BRI A . RNA Bl 2 4
WA A B2 B8 K £ >k 3 ADAR  (adenosine
deaminases that act on RNA) 5% 1 Bf 1 it 2= 5
ADAR B & R B RNA &5 & 3L P, TR 58 AL XU
RNA ) # 43 [X 38, ADAR Jii & B§ 3 (ADAR
deaminase domain, ADAR,,) ¥ JIig 7 i & & %,
S A B T EAR o NATTRI 91N K S 45 ) B
BB U RNA 5 HAR RNA B AN, fERis
T HAh B 45 G EUR 2 1 ADAR,,, &5 & 1, I
W 5 G B 10 B X 0 ) B CRNA Bt A B A
M, 2 B TR 75 AeC 45 L A4 i &0 (1) ADAR
FE bR BT AL g R R0 B, X — SRR AR S T
K2 HURNA Bl A g 48 25 (0 BTt rb . AL 50K 30
SCHERE FE ] BLBY dE i i ADAR 47 5 RNA
(ADAR-recruiting RNA, arRNA) K4 5= 41 g )N
KARI ADART B{ ADAR2 2 1, <8 H k5 RNA M
VNS QO 2 N S S RS U N = 2 ) I i N
ADAR2,, 5 dPspCas13b i, @I RNA 5| F2H
WRAL AL, FFR T B RNA Bl 2 4 45 T 2 REPAIR
(RNA Editing for Programmable A-to-I Replacement) o
REPAIR X 4} 75 3 P8 % 55 7 1 1) 2 08 00 v 1 2l
IS U RNA SEHLI RNA B 3k g i, 10 76 40 g Y
VAR AR AR T, HBERWE TR
OB 4 iR T O 7 4R TF REPAIR H 2 #5455 7 1
K BT 7T ] BAE ADAR2,, 51 A\ T E488Q 1 T375G
PN RAE, FFERH T REPAIRV2, KiEED> T4
e S ALK TR E bR I B U LT S 1 I g
B — e R B B RRAR T B b A7 A 0 2 8 R0 0
A1 G Bt X ADARR,, #EAT & Mk fk, R H
7 RESCUE (RNA Editing for Specific C to U
Exchange) #4t, n] LASZHLH FRAL AL RNA B 5 M
CEIUMH e, FINRE T A B TR HAEE, X
il I E H AR AZ BRI ) gRNA 5 AN [ (1 4
e A IR B AT S R 2 S AL IR 4 6 . BR T ADAR
FORII M W, L R BOK 7 R T 5T ] A AT o
B R} 2 o AL 4 A 3 AR 25 B 9T T 28 4 F 9 I Ak T

APOBEC3A (1) RNA (A& 1, A4 % tH T si 3l C
B U B RNA B 2 g #5245, L AR Al i 7 T A ade
TR Ik 7T R AH RNA 6 Ih6e 1)
APOBEC3A (A3A) Apfk U7,

1.2 WERERFETCENGRE

ol 256 g 2 T L FEAS 51 N DNA XUBE W 24 (1) 1 Bt
T, ST AR e (BRI, HAR
FRIPEREAE AT A E R R T LEH TE 2
AL R G o Rl 5 e 6 2% T G B (0 A7 A2 IR T Cas
B E AL LA JL Cas 85 4T DNA MU 2 J5 B B
i) R-loop 5 it Z B AH H.AEF o AATTAIX P 77 T\
Fo PR T — RHVEA A E EE 5] A7 508 2 5 % 1
{10 S G 8 25
1.2.1  #JIk g4 35 Yem o b 0 36

David R. Liu ¢ HI B\ © i@ i ¥ rAPOBEC1 &5
Cas9 ¥ L2 MR fL &, AT 7 o] LLEE A JE NGG
PAM [ % g 4 2% SaBE3. Sa(KKH)-BE3. VQR-
BE3. VRER-BE3 Al EQR-BE3. 2018 4F, i%Hf %
B BN I & 7 AT iR 5 NG GAA F1 GAT PAM (1]
xCas9, FFHE T &5 M I 2 g A I 2 i
G JE M a2, R I xCas9 5 BE3. ABE7.10
(F8BR T Cas9 EEEH I H R ) AR HHAENE,
A]LLRE 18] & AT 2 A TG VK g 4R A2 s, HL xCas9
(3.7)-ABE [ 4 i3 8 % H 2 % T ABE7.10 . 2
Ja, ARATTE I ) kA 3R A T AT BLIR I NRRH,
NRTH fTNRCH PAM [f] Cas9 25 1A, 454 i & 8 )m
1 i FiE 2 55 2% 7] LK PAM A NR 67 55 3E 47 4
g, SpCas9-NG £l SpRY t # /T %F 9k NGG
PAM (P47 sEAT B S %, B 72 R I nSpCas9-NG-
AID (Target-AID-NG) [ g 5 2 2 B4R T xCas9-
BE4 "™; i filiA SpRY [ g 48 45 L °F- 7T DAk AL
T PAM #E i) H bRz B “. BbAh, AATEH K T3
T ScCas9 Fl SmacCas9 ¥ 15, 3 g 45 2%, 73 1 iR 5
NNG FINAAA 75 [ PAM ), BT FI| Fi] Cas9 &
AR A4 JE B A A7 5, Casl2a 28 (IR H T I
(LRI DrR DA o sy K SN Y & 7 W i | N i PO R 2
rAPOBEC1 5 dLbCpfl (dLbCasl2a) fhé, K75
TR AU E R R e NE A% R PAML (TTTV) 1)
dCpf1-BE. 3 [® Jik % & < Bt J. Keith Joung fff 5
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BA H) JE e g5 R o 3R A T AT LR AIEE TTTV PAM
i) AsCas12a &5 H A 1K endsCas12a, FHal L5 S
N (endsBE) {EIETTTV PAM [ #E s b 4T
B . SR, HIXEEEhA Cas9 AR f¥) CBE A
7], {81 Cas9 & H 2R #1f ABE 54 JL (1) ABE
FRA (ABE7.10) b, KR BB S g 45 2850 % 45
i, "R RN TadA B A i W) 24t T 5 SpCas9 il
HJa L FE K . thAk, 22 1E Beam Therapeutics
» 7] Giuseppe Ciaramella fiff 77 [ BA 7 138 i 3 F
ABE7.10 ) #E L3k 18 T TadA*8, Il #& SpCas9-
NG Fl SaCas9 I 1 %5 15 1 2 e 14 o
122 BABBEBEET 20hIER

i I B e — L R S B AR (1) Cas R, AT LA
P 5 Bol B g B A O W 4B B o 401 SaABEmax Al
SaKKH-ABEmax % 2%, % ABEmax (SpCas9)
om0y KA 4~14547 ), David R. Liu i
Ft A N JE I ¥ 0 2 5 A 1R 2E S HE A 8
SpCas9 (Cas9 circular permutants, Cas9-CPs) #H
Rl Ak e B B 2 ) e fuh B FBE DNA R
fil & 3845 1 P > CP-CBEmax {#4F 7 5 CBEmax —
B gm S v, TR A DR R 4~11 S AE,
B FER g T CRIT R MAE . X — 45 R ek
TG HES 1 SpCas9 I8 A ity 44 Rl & 19 Mot 22 g A
UGI ¥ 7% 5) £ foh B B8 DNA JEY, T8 K g 4
& 1 IF B 1 UDG VI BR U (4 . i fk & )5 1) CP-
ABEmax ¥ 48 & LY K2 [ 4~12 5461, &FH—
Bl B AR Kgmf o 0, (2R Bon w4 & 1 -F
#%, It HiX % CP-CBEmax f1 CP-ABEmax i& & 9
Indels 575 LU A5 #5945 BT 1 B ¥

B T AT DL i 5 e Cas 2% A HE 1A) 5E 2 047 4,
] DL o 5 46 Mot 2 I R T o R 2 1 O 4
C1, I S5O B 2 s 55 (1) B 2 o v [ ) 27 Bt
AL 5 R E A S TR R BT A AR T sd
Fl APOBEC3A # #: APOBECI, KBl 3 4 45 28 1)
EE DY KB 1~17 56, JFBARHER T
APOBEC R 1F 4% T FiEHI C (5'-TC-3'%: 7 i if
PE), TG RIFHIC (GCHEFF) ZwdE RERAR A )
8, A3A-PBE B 5 4 5 25 00 C B R F 51 LT %
Bk, BE APOBEC3A Al 2 2 4 2% th 55 b
T APOBEC 1 Jit & Bl JC v 0F F 364k 1) C JE4T G B 11
HBE . David R. Liu B 70 AIBA 7 il id FH CDAL #

#t APOBEC1, 4t %7 ¥ & T CDAI-
BE4max, ¥4mfE O3 KB 1~9 56 #Hift—
5 5 1 34k 515 1) evoCDA 1-BE4max ¥ 4 45 & 11
P KRB 1~13 560, H5HEL T LMK F
7 A I AS B 5 Y 5 2% evoAPOBEC1-BE4max #ll
evoFERNY-BE4max ) %} GC 3 /5 1 () C JE Bl B 4
(1 g i 0 e o 55 L SR oK 2 = TR LT A Pl i
FI A AR B C i 45 #4351 APOBEC3G (A3G) #
#t APOBEC1, Jfid & A T SE, #G 7
A3G-BE4.4. A3G-BE5.13 Al A3G-BE5.14 = /M A
(026 g 4 8, B gmBE T 9 KB L 4~15 541,
H HAE G YN CC R T E I~ R — A
C, RUEWATHHE—ANCHIgE. LilghH K
FATVFOFFEBIBN 7 JEd et N A3G B H, FFR I
11 0A3G-BE3 Xf CC fll CCC 3t ¢ R I 2k Fr fEfir B
(1 C i 4miEAH L BE3 B8 B £tk SRS 4 HE
W7 A BA 7 3@ ik 7E AID B B 51N RAE, A
£ nCas9 (DI10A) [N ¥fi, 3R 15 [ 5 2k 4 5 2%
eAID-BE4max ¥ gw i i L N 1~11 547, HH
B B R 2= 5 8 fe BOR 5L T ARG LT e
FLEIBA 7 B A nCas9 (D10A) Jr— R H1|-L i
i ff 5 Wt S BT K T — R AR E DAL T PAMZ
Uty I i DA K 78 75 &A™ Protospacer [X 35 ) i 5 4
iR

A NI o Bt 28 5 DNA R AH BLAE >k
¥R gm B M YE . SEAT VRIS B JT R T BE-
PLUS &5, FH 7 & £ 4 GCN4 Z )k 1)
SunTaq {5 S HCK R4 7, Wi SunTaq br % il &
7EnCas9 (D10A) [N ¥jii, 755 IR IA M scFV-
APOBEC-UGI-GB1 (scFV $i #4557 14 i J] GCN4
Z Ik, GBIl ARERZE, HEREARESE, "L
BB E On %R 4~16 5460 ", BEIFE K
25 K 10 58 B A 3B i /£ BE4max. A3A-BE4max &
eA3A-BE4max " = Nl I g 4 2% 10 I & B 5 Cas
H 2 A {4 Rad51 2 H B 5 E DNA 45 & 35
(single-stranded DNA-binding domain, ssDBD) ,
3% 18 1) hyBE4max. hyA3A-BE4max fil heyA3A-
BE4max =™l 5 g 5 25 AH LU 2 1T 10 RROAS KR 41 5
TR U DY) K b S 5T TR T A
H i & B ik A 7E Cas9 & [ (1) PAM AH B 1 I 15
(PAM-interacting domain, PI domain) W, K73
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0B E AR B N 4~ 14 5 47 (1) B 3E S 45 2% BE-
PIGS. & H KSFE R AT 78 1 BA 7 38 i 4 iR Bt
RABGHR A T Cas9 IR EN 2, RIG T 2R
AT ABE-nSpCas9-DS Tl 2w 45 2%, X — R 51 (15,
S gm iR 8K ABE i i 0 %8 N 2~16 547, If
HBEAR T RNA JBEHE g 85 (0 AU o 3l 1 55 B2 HHEIE IR
T T. 2% Gerald Schwank #F 72 F1 B\ U i@ 1 H TadA
B f Cas9 [ HNH S5 9350, 4/ T BN g B 25 (1K
NIRRT YniE 1 SR PAM B G B S

I 4h . Jin-Soo Kim W 5t 4 BA 7 i@ T £F
sgRNA 5'¥i Z2E K 2~3 nt, # ABE7.10 1) 4w % & 1
] PAM 3G 3 4E {4 2~3 nt. 5L 2 % 7 11 4E )
I % 7F dCas-CDA-UL. nCas9 (D10A) -AID I
CRISPR-CDA-nCas9-UGI % fi 5 4 5 2% 45 & 53 4iE
K1) sgRNA I 7 & B 0,

BT EmEE L, 2R R T
TS g 4 A A B /N (0 R R T 1T 7 A R R
TR 9 % . David R. Liu B 78 ] L@ i 5] N 542 [
ik rAPOBEC1 W) 9w 48 & 1 KRV &5 & de 71, 3715
7 VU & (YE1-BE3. EE-BE3. YE2-BE3 Al YEE-
BE3) #H LT BE3 W& T B A T 4 4 v M H A2 K
T 0 BB 40 /N B 1~2 nt (R0 g 6 2%, JE el fa
FH AR (1) sgRNA K BEAR I Hh SR L ix — i ™0 2 )5
25 5 ZEHF I BL ) #E YET (Rl B T YFE-
BE4max, [FIFER 948 5 146 /N 3 3 nt FR7E R T
SRR R R . AR S TR
A= Bt Ralph Bock fff ¢ A M * j@ i I 5~7 A&
WG () W linker (PAPAP/PAPAPAP) # 4t BE3
J& A 1) XTEN linker, ¥4 4m%8 % D46/ 8] 7 5~7%5
i, 1M 7E nSpCas9 1) N ¥ i & A fH C i 1) CDAT 5%
A3A, 53 SIS 15 B g 4 L ROk AETE 3 5 A Bk
5~6"5hi. J. Keith Joung #f 70 B1BA "y 7 2 ik
B 5l R I RNABENLRAS, R T HASTER
U 5] N TR I I Ik g 4R A A2 A ——BE3-R33A
FIBE3-R33A/K34A, H7E KIEFEAE RNA BEHLZ A
BRI E R, kg 45 NE T 5~T7 547
Hh ] R 2 R T AR P R I A BT K 2 AL BIE A
P A 7 3@ 3ok 15 113 58 4 VR AL 1) sgRNA 38 0 17 g &
GRiE AT B bR T BB 1 g L, OF B AR
w1 BRI g 1 RO

1.3 RERERRESRENRL

1.3.1 Ak 4 45 25 I ¥e 4 45 0 Al

FETF R AN A BBl 5 2 B8 2 1 AR b, AT
R I P s G B 9 0] DAAE H A A 5 R B BE A
A MATEER B E Y. B, BT A
PEH I R T — R A 5 A R S I R
WA, DADGRIX L .

T8 B G R P DRI 7 v B AR H AL R, DA
J S0 T8 ik A RN B SRR R R B B AT R AT R
¥ Wl ¥ (Sanger sequencing) B¢ VA& FE Wl & (deep
sequencing), MIMHEAT & SHLE Y, ol 45t
[R 209 ¢ (whole-genome sequencing, WGS) T
F T 4 5 DR A () T SR A O B, IR ey B %
H 1) R PR

Jin-Soo Kim #F 7% HIBA & . 7£ CBE it 48 4 45
() 4= ik DR 2H A 7 Thn BXOAS R M, Al AT AE A
BE3AUGI 7E AR 4150} 9 48437 15 5t 21 7 DNA SEFr %
ErEEYIZ, 2 fa R PR s i R R 1t U0 R
B — Foft PR 13 e DNA W JE AL il % DNA Bl S AL fifg -5
fige il N VIBEVITE) VR 54, 4 C Bl = B U BT e AL
B DNABEVIMT, TN . 2 /5, DNAKE
AR EEMER BT 2EFANT, 52
2 FE DR A1 7 51 B 8 G Ak BHL P Xof 1L R T 4H 0
Fe 4 e X, S 4k 5 K 41 E BE3AUGI 1) 9 %5 47
R, ZJTIEBFR N Digenome-seq  (digested-genome
sequencing) . B J5, AL KRS BH I B (4] DA A
Jin-Soo Kim ff 7€ BN "% 735l F¥ & T %1%+ ABE Jit
B O % A A DR 2R R I ) 7 v, e SR AL SR R
5 Fl ABE7.10 7£ 44 41 o 2 5] 41 DNA 9 5 5F 7 4= 1)
Z, 2 JEHWNDIEEV X DNA BT 408, Pl
it 28 T B B LR 3 R Ui B 38 AN MR, AT
PR, 40t DNA Kimfg & 5 it 42 5 A
M Fr TR AL AL H X P il ABE i ¥ A7
UM 7222380 ABE 3BT C 21 H AR L (1) 348
I HL LA b JURR 77 32 0 2 A D Ak A0 o 6 1) P2 4,
ARER A R R N S R A s, T e
BB 5 AT B A e R 25 e i 22 B 2 19t 70 P A 0 AT
e B BA 43 501l %5k 7K g A /IS B P 1) 58 O A B AT T
EREA N mEE AR 55 A = A
[F) P 6k ot e 2% e KRG, FF I B R A S
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R AR AL AL sgRNA B0 IR, 2 5 0 9 B8 A8 AR 2
B Az YRR bR JE K 4 DNA #0470 /7, FH BT A R PR
BRI Py 5 R BT R AR, RO B e g
TGl R B TAL s A RERE FUHT A 2 75 /)N B S2 A B
53 2P A A0 I B, g e — A 48 Y S
B O 48 PR AH OC T A DA SR O R B R, A R iR
KIEMH 145K, P IaEEAT 40, 8 i 2 4
FRLASORT J5 T 22 O i 1 3R IA 43 ade HY R AR o B AT OR K
A gwmARAEIL, ER A BE AT A E AW . XS
ECN 25 S, ok U B AR g B A B P 1 SRR AR,
6 AT A5 20 AR o B 20 B ) SRR O, X B 7 2
T % N GOTI (genome-wide off-target analysis by
two-cell embryo injection) . David R. Liu fiff 5T [4] BA
F 3€ [ Beam Therapeutics 23 #] Nicole M. Gaudelli
5T FTBA 1 2 S R AR S & e B T HAth Cas9
B 1145 & DNA JE i R-loop 45 #4) % 5% HH %55 DNA,
g3 e T T A 2 TR RN L3 P a0 i b AN 7R 2 s
A 5 DR 2H 0 e BTk 0 5 2 4 2% I S 2 4 1)
o ZJa AU RUR AR LA I 5T B 2 R R T X
JYf W i 2 UK T B R R I B2 R Deetect-seq
(dU-detection enabled by C-to-T transition during
sequencing) , i i F H b % bR il M A Y R
Pulldown £{ R, 3B E% CBE 14 P 4 % J5 1) 4 K 41
Wy ) v Ta) AR B 4R BR HF R 48 7x CBE 1) 9 4 41
(editome) o
132 WARBEERREE T LG HEE S0
B ARA R 9E-

ML R AT B, AATT R I o S 0
B HRT AE T3 g R AL R BRE e L 55 U g R
(bystander editing) DL & Indels 5848 . 7= A5 i 2 Al
B R RERT S A NA, B CIE S TR U B
UDG VIFR, T AP AL s 5 48 17 20 B P9 A i D B
B4 C B A BG S 1 ABE %48 A
() Ik R A el R A4 U R L AR, T R T AR
N M\ DNA H 1 BR JLE () B )% PR B R RIS, =
A WY 5 2 DI BREE VIR A5 S0 AT Re Al /s B
Y E ONAAFAEZ AN CBHE AR, BT H bR
K, T LA B A g B, XA AR PR O 55
. BRAE L BT 55 W g 4 1 R AN
K, Bl 358 5 L, 55 M T RE R
2 SHPTRRAL, 8H T8RRI F IR 1) %A,

HRHAE T, 550 9 nl Rk 2= 4 JE B
(7= 5 AL o Indels FEAZ 77 A ) 3 2 ey i 21k o 45
25 nCas9 77 A2 (1) V) 2 B2 B T 28 2 5 46 g il it
DIBRE R AT 8. R4 R B, Bk 4 i 5
S /b B Indels RAZ KA, FF H CBE /A By A&
— M Z s T ABE ™, (HRFE 4% 48 T 2 Indels EAF
72 AR LR IR A e A s B

B BRAE G, AATRELT — & 51 1) ok 4
Jiti o DT T G AR R R A, AT B g R A
W5l N 2 1) UGH R P AR Bl 56 B0 46 11 A 2 0 20
Tk 55 M i, NAT— T s b2
(4 /N gm0 IR 73, ek /b Tl S Bl T 4 fik YD JER
VIR . 5 — 7 TR I e o 8 T 4 1) A
i 13 = X gm i e B C, Bl e i A3G
JUTP Rt CC RPN C ™. ks, i
A K % Sangsu Bae B 7% ] B\ 4 3 i #£ TadA7.10
Bl NRAS,  BRAR T L5 55 0 3 M s v B 2 1) v
P ¢ RNA 9 585 10 75 1%« 55 1B 5 57 K %% Anatoly B.
Kolomeisky S5 AJF 7t A “*7 i o £ 2% g 455 43 B ToL
L s i S A0 5% U3 R ) G B AR, R AR R T R
T HR T H bRiEE S 55 U B g L A3A R .
BT Xt Indels 2848, @ RE{# H dCas9 7 5 4sCas12a
515 B B, B0CE R B 7R Mu ) Gam & (1 P
0] LABRAR Indels 2878 ) & A 4% .
1.3.3 #2525 3% R 09 sgRNA 4R 1 = 3E sgRNA

1R AR & DNA BL¥e. 45 8 R ARAL F ek

Bk 7 AE B bR AL A AR AR T I g 4 Ah B
Y 4 25 IO R0 2 L A DNA A7 At 25 7= A=l 1 ) 4
WP, LTS sgRNA MK ) DNA i #8 4 45 LA K 3
sgRNA i ] DN A Jit 58 2 5 o

o 35 2 e 2 T 34 K P sgRINA 61 1) DN it %2
G R 1) R AR AT 5 IR AN 58 45 5 sgRNA 5] 5 Cas 5 [
FIT 3 RSP 0t 40 2 R R A S AR RD G AR d 52 3 o
WIOWEBAERARY . KY bR R
Tt 24 A e i %2 I 6 75 22 fish 1] R-1oop 45 #4) 1 DNA 4
SRR . AR IR — #0448 16 R 2B M
Eb AR sgRINA AR5 1 1t 40 g 5 ME 2 25 /N B, ELAT 4%
ol 258 g 5 4 000 R FH A SR 7T AE B AU, Rt AT
P 0] AT T — RAE AL . 8 A S R
Cas & [ % # 87 4= 7Y Cas 55 (1 7] LA 244K CBE
ABE X — 8 it ¥ 9 45 & A2 2, 9] 41 HF-Cas9,
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xCas9 (3.7). Sniper-Cas9. HypaCas9 &5 [ © 7 & %],
oo [ R R N A R 2 S g R AR R e S
T K5 AR ER 81 i 7 1 BA A 15 4 i 5 i 2 1 5
H 2 B S e S OE R PR RN, R, R IR
A 1) B I ) dCas9 #T 7 DNA W%, FF & T TaC9-
ABE 1 TaC9-CBE Hi 5 % 5 25 . 1% & 48 v] LAVH B
sgRNA 4 #6 (¥ it 38 g 8, 110 S 5% M) 2 1) g %8 %
e e G 5T R R A AR (1) sgRNA 7T LAFEAS
KM BEAR E AR A a5 G B0 PE I 0, 9 Bl
25 2% sgRNA R DNA i ¥E g4 ), (H 2t
HIF 9 2 A FH A0 06 1) sgRINA £ 5 3500 356 4 6 2% 7
A A7 st 0B SE AL A5 1 2 4B VS ME X BT RRAR, JOF
H *4 sgRNA 5 DNA [ %5 I th B 7E PAM 32 i I
187 F A A0 1) sgRNA J 17 42 Jé Bt 5 v 110 it 0 i
PE B, SR TR TS g i A R A AU sgRNA R4
FHEE T B 5 VE FEARUNAE Cas9 HRiE T i 4
5% N N 1~2 > G 1] sgRNA N 7] PLYE A BRI H b5
A 55 G B PR 17 5L T ek sgRNA K #6: 1¥) DNA JIid
B g 4R N, A A B AT o B BE Y > AR
sgRNA 5'3i i il 24~ G I L N I ™ Bk 5
FNFRERF 7 A © 38 1 7F sgRNA ) 5755 5] NS
RIeLER, R DL R B T Bl 5 g A S 1) e
SR

06l 255 20 4 4 T 3¢ 1Y E sgRINA 5 1Y) DN it
#U Y $508 %t CBE 51 &, RIETEBA sgRNA (1)1
LR, CBE A5 & — & & 13 sgRNA & i 1)
DNA it $E 4w . 1M1 7E ABE (gm0 b L 3%6H
I 2 S S g, R AR AR A BRI R R
XD IR CH TR HRES, #ilhe
FH A i =B AN UGT 78 AN 2 IR 41 rp K BE HL A
SBETT P2 A o T DNA BT i 2B AS B i RNA R 1
Jii Ul HE A T ok, 55 DNA 45 & R i Ess, Arbl
ABE JLF & 3] %& 4F sgRNA & #i () DNA Jiit 4 %
g o 0 BT IX — i) /1, David R. Liu #f 5% 4
BACS g ik , & Bl YEI-BE4. YE2-BE4.
R33A+K34A-BE4 55 7 Ml 5k 9 5 25 35 92> T DNA
JETH )& Fh B BRI, Hoh YE 5 HoAth Cas A2 44 i
BT AR RS, AT DA R g B 2 (A .
Nicole M. Gaudelli iff 7 41 EA *" M 153 4™ it 2 1
i e HY 4 A Bt = B A8 A ——PpABOBEC1. RrA3F.
AmAPOBEC1 fll SSAPOBEC3b, H1'& AT #4) 2 1) sl

B G B 2% B AIK T AR sgRNA K 6 1) Bt 8 4 4595 1
S T8 K e S AT TR U, P R
R X 6 it T P B G B 2% DNA R RNA 1 i
B gm 4R AT % . W REIE ST AT A 10 A 23 AN 3 1 T
(1] CBE 7% A o i i HE 7E H FRAL s AR B T i G 2
B, A 5] R AR DNA FIRNA f ¥ 4 45 A1 55 0 &
%4511 YE1-BE3-FNLS 2814 .
1.3.4 A % 5 % 2% % 09 RNA BL 32 % 3 & 4R 1L

F LS

A, AR RNA W, 5 305 35 g 4R
AR T & B DNA JZ T I e, e 5l K=
(17 E sgRNA i 17 RNA B 4t 45 0 12, B 40
4 JE R W\ 9 & CBE A1 ABE Jiit 2 il 15 B A % RNA
Jit S B TE T o 1T RNA JB S8 g B TR Tz
1M BE L b & A2 76 9 U5 RNA B, o] g i al st
sgRNA FIH I 4 5 2% mRNA [ 4 55, 3 M0 mT BE 155
R DNA JZ THI It #0248 1 2 28 0 St 3 6 ) 8
MBS TE LR R 5l NRAR, W T 2 Mt g
WA, DT RNA BERgRER I R, Hh—u
AR T DNA B HE Gt 45 (1) g A 9 2 on o oo
FiAk, A BT E K R B R A T Cas9 N
B E A, PR TR B v, s
T RNA Jit §8 g 11 A 2E
1.3.5 AR 4 5 33 4 7 MEAR AL 0 JE A SR o

BT EAZEN CRESGE, W] DUl R A
Fas o /> Tk S 2 2 8 1D 7 R B FH ST ) Sk B2 T
B Gy B 2% TRV KT SR o OO o 8 T DL I A% B A%
FR (00 RINA (T T 0 ol i S 7
kL s ek B A P o @ X LR 2
1% 1) Rl 5 g A 2 TE A P9 # R R O M B AR, kb T
B S e e N B ol 1 I VN 1 5 A
HRAMINLS . F)HH anti-CRISPR & E Acr I A5 7]
DL RO 48] Cas9 HNEME 1), F| ] anti-deaminase
(Ade) & W LA RicHb 401 i 2B APOBEC3A [1)
T PR DT D D Bk e A A 0 R . JE I AR
sgRNA H11% 11 RNA i& /4§ (aptamer) 48 55 i 2
Tty & 6 T DABE T G R T R S Yt AhaE i 2R A
FHr5) Cas EE A 770 " i W &=l T, AT LA
K T 2 1) o 8 T N DR, 9/ A A g ) R 2E
BRAEERF 7C BN U IR e R IR . B PRt
S 1) 4 P A B e D R Y A e 4
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TR B, JFR T R A 5 g 45 2% tBEs

(transformer base editors) o

2 BRI G B AR AERY Rl
S B

B T B0 2 4 R 85 0T DATE AN 5] N XUEE DNA I 24
(4% OL T SEELBREE 1) A 4, T2 AATT AT BL 7 (58 3
Yo 2 o R 2 9L ) T R A 4 R B S T 1 B N RS
2. W CBE A LL¥ CAA. CAG. CGA B, TGG %
7 4 g 2% %50 F TAA. TAG H TGA F 1T
SR B ERIL e, DL GE I ABE 2 46 % B
T ATG #728 il ACG HL LI R FH B (W 4f, 45 mT LA
FEC B UL R R iE AR A M, T B S B R ) T
RE BlE ) Os AR EHE E . MR, ABE R ATLL
IR R AT B &R AR A E B (CAA.
CAG) B EIR (CGA) WM F, fFfLnrskik
16 56 DR B B 2 I . E LIRS = 4 ol =E AT
FH PR, NATTXE T B BT 4 R ) R T
W E R A - T LSRRI N B bR
WEFL. DR, BT o 6 45 R A S g R B s FH T
WA G AR s s, R E R AR # AR
VF 2 B BRUEY R R P2 I A ) 6 s A i 9T
UG — R 5T, 05 R g R I kR A
TR W REN 7). B

Hh ERL 2B 43 TR LR o i AL AT A T
I A4 42 (1) 38 T AR 18 Clostridium beijerinckii
i v g A 2% 4 45 #% pCBEclos-opt, {E C. beijerinckii
NCIMB 8052 115 45 Gt fith AHE AL 1) 4 s 115 DL 1
VIR C-G B T-A R, BRI RAZ R AN
T FE R LU B AR Y B AR 10%

A6 5 K 2 T g b B 7t A1 BL i CBE  (dCas9-
CDAI1-UL) fEZEPH A 5] NI AT £ B % DT, &
AN bR T 4191 Rhodobacter sphaeroides 2.4.1 h %
AT Q  LEM & I R VIR, BT
XL B R AE B B Qi R i B i@ i
i o NS 4L 3= A WL K] creB, DA [R) B B
crtB F1 % 5 6 & A AL IR IR 15 5 0 5 I & 1K ppsR,
W B A M b i Q, I 7 & 4 AR m T 6% Al
39% U, A AATTEILH T %43 AR R SR B S

PV R 5T T BA T R T OE T B R
CBE #il ABE, i i CBE fE Streptomyces avermitilis
MA-4680 H olm~ rpp~ pksl- pks4 Fl pks8 L2
Z KU PKS 2 % N R 5] AR BT 48 1R %651
15 S. avermitilis MA-4680 T BT 4E T H I 7= . 2
Je s AW FE ] BORE T AR & T B B A B
G A D N T s W B R B AR & BG& AR
i A11#] FH CBE TE Streptomyces hygroscopicus subsp.
hygroscopicus DSM 40578 2 5 | & % B ‘LW & &
1) T i e R DAL P 51 N I AR 24 1 R - BRR AR
i 1 [X A B DR ST Bl i P A A R R AR R . S AR A
AN S8 IE PR 38 7~ T & HygJ. HygL Ml HygD fit
DURZH W TR PV % 2k I S A AN e
&, HygY & —FAFE W AEH T EEmRK E b
B S-JiRE AR S BR A AW 22 17) S A, T HygM /2
—ANE L P AT A I 45 b R AR T £ D BE A
HeRly . XEETAE, FufE 2 T L
JEBLHY T B A g 4 4 A 0l 1A% G2 U7 iR RIS AE R
SR BB ) BF 00 0 e e A

Hh [ AR K 2 i DU W T B Y AR A B IR
Shewanella oneidensis MR-1 H1 I & | P i H 58
K H B G 48 2 pCBEso, I A 1% T B AR 4 e
th S. oneidensis MR-1 W 2= 5 N- £ Wi 21 5= i %) Kk
(GleNAc) B & BEACH I S B R ] . tbAh, A AT
& F) ] pCBEso #4 & 1 H A 7 J& i J5 A1) F 3% 19 S.
oneidensis MR-1 TR R Pk, 4% %) bE 5 GIcNAc i
ME— BRI, o 2 A NG G B e R
AN S YD) B T B A R R A

AT DR 1 BBORE A AT A T o B
JeR R TR O i A 2 6 T R T — Ak T ABE IR
153 Th fi b= 5 $ 0 77 7% DABE-CSP  (dysfunction
via ABE through CRISPOR-SIFT prediction), #
7, AR T R EEE (muconic acid) X
BT HE R catB 15 5% catB F catC [F] I 236 2
SHARRME, JFHGFLL100% 177 R R
R BEER . DABE-CSP Jy v [t 4 37 7] U AR 3 R 5
JL SR R T 9

g T R A P AR AR S AT BN T R R
) L 35 1 i 5 2 %6 2% dCas9-CDA-UL,, £ 5% i
Streptomyces rapamycinicus 2001 N 1| 5 A5 & &
B3 ] rapS I AR BT LB Y 1, (ER NS
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AR SER T 63.3%.

WL R 2 52 WS HF S 1A BN 77 ) R S ) 5
FH T M 5 B T iR ) 22 O W Bl O 4 R SR AR
1 Pseudomonas putida KT2440 1 JL AR I 77 & .
ABATTRI 2 R GEAE IR LR TR 3, 4- XN A Blg 1) B 1 &
(PcaH) FINEAER G (PykA) Zmbdh e 5] A48
A%, IR i R G AE 3- i 40-2- B i AA
5 T %% -7 -7 PR BSCIBGE D[R] L8 AroF-2 9 51N 1A
Al ) A58 4 (G136E. G136K A1 G136R), H rft
KT2440: : AroF2 (G136E) -PJ23119ApcaHApykA
R0 00 T 1 L 2% R 7 5 5 AroF-2 oK 2 4 11 ok A1
JEAR TR 3 AN 1 69.01% F1611.17%.

o [ 22 e A MV A P R IT 55 I L SE AT
FOAIBN "2 R T T AR w4 A ) — Fh 2 H 5 3L
A SR W AT TR B2 2 5 77 7% (multiplex automated
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