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implementation of these pathway engineering strategies requires efficient and accurate gene editing tools.
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CRISPR (Clustered Regularly Interspaced Short Palindromic Repeats) systems are a powerful gene editing
strategy that was found in prokaryotic organisms such as archaea and bacteria, which provide adaptive
immunity against foreign elements. When host cells are infected by viruses, a small sequence of the viral
genome is integrated into the CRISPR locus to immunize the host cells, and this small sequence is
transcribed into small RNA guide that directs the cleavage of the viral DNA by the Cas nuclease. Inspired
by the natural talent, many modified CRISPR systems have been developed to modify genes and genomes,
including knock-in, knock-down, large deletions, indels, replacements and chromosomal rearrangements. In
this review, we briefly comment on the technical basis and advances in CRISPR-related genome editing
tools applied for constructing microbial cell factories, with a focus on the CRISPR-based tools for
metabolic engineering of the model organisms E. coli and S. cerevisiae. Furthermore, we highlight major
challenges in developing CRISPR tools for multiplex genome editing and sophisticated expression
regulation. Finally, we propose future perspectives on the application of CRISPR-based technologies for
constructing microbial ecosystems toward high production of desired chemicals. We intend to provide
insights and ideas for developing CRISPR-related genome editing tools to better serve the construction of

efficient microbial cell factories.
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BENGB L LR, BEE R S EORKED K
J&, WL TIRZ SR A R T
RS R, FEWIER TR, /414
Ve s EE RS HENURE A TR
AR . WUEY A BEY AR A A
—ANEEDS, RUMAY B, Bl i eA
TAEYD A0 R B T I G0 B A A o, A
A SRR RE B A A T RE o AE B0 B A i) X L
AR I R, 7 B R A AR A DR 2 R AT R
[T AN A SR A PR OWEB € - R DB ES Tk 5% NE
i PRI L ) LA T B N REY) & REE )
B R RS T 5 JIHI SR .

EYSE LSS N (SR PSS
WIS U AR, — B DR R T T A
Moo ABGE L N g 4R T VA I FVR B2, AR AE AT T
RORAR S AT I TR AR AR WU 55 ) . 8 1 A
Rix s @, FESEHILT PLE S EOR L BRI
fif $7 R (zinc-finger nucleases, ZFNs) !, RNA T
PHR (RNAD R s 0 K1 208 8 AL IR
Mg+ AR (transcription activator-like effector nucleases,
TALENs) ' 55, JE4FER, BIFEEAIAM T CRISPR
(clustered regularly interspaced short palindromic
repeats) £ AR D, M BT bk 5 g AR HOR
CRISPR i R B A #RAEHELE /Ny S B BAAR . 4T 5
MR RGN AL EMAEY & RED Y
QU Az N AT AT, OF T R R R T
REHIEEF g ot THAHE R 2 .

BTk, B WA KEFFC A X CRISPR
R gm i AR MR s 28 7 FEFALEE ™ K&
FE Tl 2 0 i DR 50 40T R R B o 1 SR TG T
BEAT 7450k . R JUAESR, BEAE & RO A AR
TR B K, I CRISPR 4 K] 4 48 H0 R 6] 4
R A A A R R A A e OB AN
2y AW T R . A SCLRIAR T CRISPR 2 A
B BAREAFRMEY & RAEY AP RN, =
RAT TSR AS R BORAEAS [F) 3 A2 0 o A 7 o
77 I RORTE R, )38 T /£ CRISPR/Cas9 & 4t 4
fifi - % J& ) CRISPR/Cas12a. CRISPR/Cas13 %
REBEFTIR, 8T Z BRI & KA
PR E AN, RE IR RE T IZ R
B A AR A TT 17

1 CRISPR AR Ji& B i3 2%

CRISPR B AW i K, 1T 6 & b &I
(¥ —Fh AR J0 7 BL. 1987 4%, Ishino 55 " 7E K iz #F
HHRI T —BER 75K, KERN29bp KT,
& BUE BT FI 4K N 32 bp 19 4% &L T 51 B T .
2000 4E, VUL A B 7T H Mojica 25 1 il i Yl £ A ]
A IX PR R E ST A, K IR F 5 1
WA Z A7 . HF]20024F, Jansen %5 ™ W
KT REBMWMEMFHERNAS, & THS
CRISPR R R Z AT B M E R P 5l . Z )5,
Barrangou % "' j[F 52 T CRISPR 5 51 4% Fl T 2E 4
X B AR S L R SE A8, #8781 CRISPR T HIAETAE
YIh R EEINRE . 2008 4F, Brouns %5 Al Marraffini
4 Do) X%} CRISPR/Cas % 4t (1 F 5T 46 7~ T CRISPR
B 5% 9F N 119 2] () crRNA  (CRISPR-RNA) X
DNA B A ¥ mAER, BN CRISPR &4 B A
1B RN FE R 2 T HL W78 7. 20114, Charpentier U
RAZH % I RNA BEIIZ 55 crRNA BT 194510 77
KX AE 5 Doudna U8 /1 H & 1F 5€ B 8 #k & RNA
(single chimeric RNA) IR 5T ", 2013 45, K%
F A 52 B 7 CRISPR/Cas9 5 4t 15 i 7L 511 47 4t g
AT Z HE R AR 1 Th e U, K CRISPR AR (1 5
KAk, HAT AL, CRISPRHEAE A YR & I
T AR A S N A 2, [ % CRISPR & 4L
FATERBIRN, AR ENTLI 7% RFREND
BRPYL BRI P Ze i PO RmggT P A Y
FNGH B 7 45 22 i A2 ) ik B8] o i o ) S

CRISPR/Cas % 4t 1 12 5l 4 £+ CRISPR Al 7] |
2H £ Cas (CRISPR-associated proteins) #1i% . F
. RIALF CRISPR Fr 41| 40 7 5 1l crRNA HIP
& (pre-crRNA), [ifi i pre-crRNA 283 i T 7% Bl ik
AR ELA B R IR0 D) RE ) erRNA ;- V) FI 41 Cas /2
— MR N VIEE, T 5 A crRNA JE % RNA-
H R4S Ak, B crRNA 5455 € Y1 DNA [T 51 47 57
PR ZE G, Cas UIWTHE A ) DNA B, ff 2% K 7
£ 1 (double-strand breaks, DSBs), SZIL “T
7 g 5 il A JE E 4 (homology-directed
HDR) * 5 4F [F] ¥ K ¥ 3& #%  (non-
homologous end joining, NHEJ) " 2577 23k 47 5t
B, LR g4I H 1.

repair,



%2% www.synbioj.com 109

A Cas R AR S5/ AIEALOC R, CRISPR/Cas
ARG R 3 PR 1A, I RRTI A &
Hop T BRI A R Gi 1 Cas B MR L WHE A
ifi 11 2 RS0 Cas 85 U2 H VAL R it . Bt
TR, 2 2R CRISPR/Cas R 44 & I,
wivVA, VAR VIR, HAVAE L T Cas &
M, VRRVIACNRTEE Cas A ™. HAoh, Mk
Cas & 1 IWAEA[H, T ¥ CRISPR/Cas R4t N
F: — R R R 5 ROE AR e A i
2, BArZRRZAMNAEME PRI H—RKUEZ
3V 5 25 74 1) crRNA- R [ & & K 58 B ecrRNA I T
B ERAEIY) Y, KR ARG IZAEE T A K
Y . {H 2% W H ) CRISPR/Cas RGN A4,
D] AH 7 R R g % b S FH IR AN 22, T B ik 2
Cas9  H P, Casl2a R P &%, T HJE#
B BT EEMRAS, BB 2. B, AR
¥ 5 A28 CRISPR/Cas9 75 AE W & A 2 (1)
I FH S At 9 i g

2 CRISPR/CasO TEf AW 5 il A P o
rp R Y

Cas9 & H & — P B VA IR B, 2 H ATl
G AR S 5T S F I CRISPR & 48 i
ORI, 305 %38 RGiHK 9 CRISPR/Cas9
ARG %R GAE AT B % 5 1, tracrRNA
(trans-activating crRNA) . pre-crRNA I Cas9 £ [
TR ANRIL K $5%, tracrRNA JH 3/ RNA
i I 12 1ffi pre-ctRNA, T Al #4 1 crRNA; 2R )5
crRNA. tracrRNA fl Cas9 & A E &, @it
crRNA (R A F FLH 2 &5 i #L17 H A8 DNA, 5t
[AIF, tracrRNA #3% Cas9 ® H; %, Cas9 K%
% IR A U1 H A5 DNA, A5 H XU W 24 7= 42
DSBs """, 774 DSBs J&, 40 Al @ AN [ E 7
ABEDNAXEE (B D. TEiZRGH, crRNAFI
tracrRNA 7] #% — Fh FL 8% 1 [7] 5 RNA  (single-guide
RNA, sgRNA) HUAR, fafbil a2/ RNA. N T
Wi OR 2 SR H LD IR, 7E sgRNA HIHE 7 51 Ui
WIS PAM T4 (protospacer adjacent motif) ",
PAM & i T~ ¥ 5] DNA ) 3'%i J5 K B4 3 bp 17

b, fitsgRNA Fl Cas9 & HE A MRH, HFsA
A HCPT Cas9 | A FP K, @ N NGGPY .
CRISPR/Cas9 & Guit it b i ik % ] 75 filt A= 4 o s i
BRI R 2R . SN R e S D AR B R, T
AW 5 R TS [F R, SRR AR
VIS IhRe . A G RAEY S P A B EENE
1 43 9] 2 203 LA 1A A A 20 DS 48 4 i B8 ) 38 1
JR ARG, A SEIUR E A D RE. BRI,
THANK O Sk B 4 B BG BC AR ) i
oI P KR R4 R A R R S AN A .
CRISPR R4t K5 K RAE & iAW) 5 11
WISt 7 — AR WE 5 AR ) B A RO
R, A SOF 5 RS 8 45 2 BR TR A&
A2 7 T (I 9 5 8

2.1 CRISPR-Cas9 EAREXMHITHREERIEFTHY
Rz it

Kk #E  (Escherichia coli) HTHZ T 1837,
WEGART [ X PREE R S MR SRR AR 5 6
R, SRR G AR ) S g b B AR
Py, G, 7E KT B A4 2 CRISPR/Cas9 H A
FETEE, 20134, Jiang%F U H e KIGHT
W Al H 7 CRISPR/Cas9 £ 4t, 81t Cas9 V)i H 1
DM, HA-Red 2R EME E 5000 H B 1) 44, 3%
RAF P A5 NTE E, UESE T % R GAE KA E
A ROHAT R N Y, RABRIE R 65%. 20154F,
R K22 X 22 B R B 250i& T CRISPR/Cas9 & 4t ,
AT AT IR AR R G A, T PR AR 22 256 ] 4
(IAEIRIS T8], 12 2R G 7 Bof X 3 A 25 DR 3R 47 4 8 110 28K
BT 100% e [F4E, T EREER AR
FLT R A B 1 — AN K B CRISPR/Cas9
SR YT 6, 8 I 0K 2 G0 T b M R B S
TR, EAAE S AU R R M 1]
BATRT AL 1 g 7k, R B8 ¥ iR 5 # DNA
WU 20 AN B L (N, BRI AT 4 5 AN [ 1) 2 [
MAEFURL 5T N Z A B R N, 45149 1) sgRNA 1]
J7 5 BT 58 A % R e A M. 2016 4F, Zhao
&Ml — AN R S — R R ) e, A
T RRLA R B (8] o dmARSF & R SL A — e R
77 # 1 CRISPR/Cas9 £ AR AE K b B o I B
A B $ i 7 g AR, T TR . {H A ]
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Fig.1 The cleavage and repair mechanism of CRISPR/Cas9 systems

(Blue represents the recognized site of DNA, orange represents PAM sequence, and dark purple represents the recognition sequence by sgRNA. Dur-

ing HDR, light purple represents homologous sequences, green represents substituted sequences, orange represents RecE or Red responsible for donor

DNA single strand cutting, and blue represents RecT or Red responsible for protecting sticky ends and binding to the breaking sites of genes. During

NHE]J, the yellow protein represents Ku responsible for protecting the fracture site, while the orange protein is ligD responsible for connecting to the

fracture site)

PR FE ok, Wt ARR (donor DNA) K EARE
KK —RGEEFRBEARITZ . 20164,
N TR 2 A BRI B Bk DR B i K AT
Chung 5§ " i AL A 52 56 2% 11 9 45 & A-Red E 4
HE MM dsDNA, SCHLHE A DNA Il lacZ FE A 1
R R e, RORIE 99%, (RN SZEL T KR4 )
2.4 kb, 3.9kb. 5.4 kb F17.0 kb DNA F Bt (1) 5
& BRI HIEF 1% 92%. T1% F161%. W5
R, B 5N KT B S R A B B 1

A RIZ LK, NTH - PREEAKFE
3 R i 20, 2018 4F, Li%k ™ RA¥ K B

FEIRZA T BUBEAT, BREA J R
E R B, [FIE 1k T gRNA (guide RNA) Al

Cas9 HEH, IR N 15 kb R B sl A K
FRo BRI . 72 K AT o B R g 4R i A2, 3
i 77 25 5] AN HDR R 4t W Red 41 R 4t 58 )0 T 9
# )5 DSB B, 1 NHEJ & 82 IR MEAE R A% £ 4
SEHL . TS K W AT TR 4R BN HDR & 4t 14K
W, REBENE, AU E R EZ A NHE)
BE ARG 5 N KA H . Zheng 25 ™ 8t 5] N
DA (Mycobacterium smegmatis) 1] NHE] %
G, fE R EFRE T lacZ A, FEmibr T
gInALG #5901 AP B FE 43 5l 5 67 kb A1 123 kb )
KB BtDNA. N 1t — 2 fif o R o i 18 5 A0 35
HDR & 4i 8 NHEJ & 4t K #i, Huang % " il it
ML K I AT T R AR B R s i (ENED) R4,
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LT 83 kb LA N DNA Fr Bt B R BRI o 1% LT 7T
A R B T ORI AT B R R R, BN
CRISPR/Cas9 %% F G (£ K Wit o b i B 2 4t 1
HI1RRE

WA A AR — A B H bR S
A AT R R g A, RCE RCE AR Y. [
I, 4 KM CRISPR/Cas9 7 4t 4 v ] T 42 &
B P2 W) AR PR R BT 9 o K 22 7T 1 A
CRISPR/Cas9 i [ 4 5 °F- & 58 A4, EMP & 12 F1 B- 4
BN FA AR, M T I 100 PR R R AR
M RARSCRE, %, & 15 MBI I K i
BAERBREP AT 20gLa-HE NKD, 5%
2 USRI A % [ BA ) 2 () CRISPR/Cas9 2 [K] 4 5
- 6 38 R R TR R R AL B L R (ppe) R bk 4 il
A G BRI (fadD) Z53EIR, A HE IR 7~ &3 0
T 3.7%. Li% " j#i it CRISPR/Cas9 4% A ¥4 pyr #
I\T ppc FIRZFEBEIR LS TR IMBGSE IR (prs) %5
FIRATHE Gk, TR PR T 5.6 gL R
1. Abdelaal & "7 i B AWE 7 20 B B8 Bk 1 N YR
LEEATRRER G, SINATAIE T B ARG A,
ERAFE AR T 432 ¢/L IE T E. Jung 5 B
76 K B AF 3 B Ff CRISPR/Cas9 2 A il B 1 74 il
TR H IR MG (pflb) . RMEAN (dhd) . L1
Wil CadhE) TSR F (fnr) 144 %6
THER, FRARE= R AR, il Rk A m N
prtAB i 5 F2 LG DT BR W AE R i rh = Bk B 32 g/Le
Zhao %5 Y {E J5U A5 WF 7t SE At B CRISPR/Cas9 £ AR
bR T BRI A A EERG R  GsueD), T
O A AT AR BRI B A AR, H Aw 7
MIC R H P EIA T 68.0 g/L. IXLEEHFFLER, F)
Fil CRISPR/Cas9 % 4t %} K J AT B 147 5 [l 4 48 11
HARC ol H2, KGenEa At
SRR A WL R R AR S R . BRI, $R K
Jo AT B8 X B b 7 4 s e T AR 1D i 52 M T 7 —
A ok a= 10 = N Mt v/ el s A= 2 (A 4 <R N i 5 8
Seo &5 2 i} CRISPR/Cas9 % A 7E K g+ 1 & K] 41
HE N T RIS RNA 2R (dsr4) FIDNA 454
SKBOE IR F ResBEE K (resB), #2151 7 KIGHFF B X
BRI 52, M T & T A~ BRI M T K%
FFEf o OuZs BV @It 5] N N&P R4 {E1E ¥ F R ik
FH T i il 01 NIV % 122 T . S8 A ) A K i #F 1 7T LA

DA FH P fi R P B8 % 1 A ZCUR RN B DR AR G, [R5
A CRISPR/Cas9 % 4t ¥ By K Jo #F 1 39 9 418 41 T7 Wi
BRI I RE 77, R T 52 1 5 K i
W BL21 (DE3) Bk, & T AREEH BARKH
N S 45 BTk, CRISPR/Cas9 $ A7E K7t
WA AR S N AR E Tz BEC s, =
FE X% RGN B P L IS AFTE R R R
BRI . 2 A TR IR g A 2RI LS. TR
M PAM JF 51 (M 56 1) B, DA b 7 B d i gk — b
(B 55 AT R 046 8 PAM T 41 . 1H S HLE B % T
T E AR SV BIBORSE, kMg mix
FEARAE R T B 35k 8] i o o ) AR

2.2 CRISPR-Cas9 # AR B & F w15 P A R
Rt

B0 /2 BF (Saccharomyces cerevisiae) &' H
BHAZB AN, AR DUAE PR B, I AR
NG A A TR S e £, A
ZhE A Y, WEER S E. ONT
i 2 BEHEWE T Tk AL 755K, CRISPR/Cas9 %
G 75 9 BF S BCAE W 7 BRI 5T ORT SE R B Sk
%, WHBENH. 7FsgRNA B, 24
W7 s R T T HE M S, W “ Yeastriction
web tool”, 31X £ T H {1y tH 3B K M J7 {58 1 78 BR 7
P BE op gh 47 5 DH g B0 IR R AE V. RLAE 2013 4R,
HLA B 5T 4 90 bp XU EE DNA 1104 [7 U &
IR, 7E canl A7 m SEB 100% 1) 9 48 R0 B
20154, Horwitz %5 " E W T 2k M6 kL 5 2 A
sgRNA HI it /& DNA ) 3 5 A0 2 i 7 K v By 2
ZHEENES, IR 6 MR N 24 kb I )7 Bok
RSB IER A . (H2, XEft{k DNA
I I B S MR 3R B, DA BF 58 N 2 HDR %
4t 5] N 2 sgRNA £, ¥ % T [ J5 % & CRISPR
(homology-integrated CRISPR, HI-CRISPR) %
. FIHBETT %, mBR TR & R E Ve &
(canl) « W% R 1% WE Mt 20 B 0K M 3R 1k il B A
(ade2) . W & W8 & 1t By 3 K (hpl) = A %
0, Ryan &5 VK S T 98 0 FE 1% BE B 5 sgRNA
HIIE DL E T sgRNA F %, #4 # 2 & CRISPR
(CRISPRm) #4t, XF &L s HEAT Wbk, 4R
RF AL 100% . Mans 55 U7 7R BF B A 22 ] 5
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PO B R BR &, M S A P sgRNA [ iR,
— WAk J5 AT CLRI B 5l N 6 SR, ek T
CRISPR/Cas9 5 4t f£ BE BE i Pidt . bRtk =2
IR . 20164, Shi%s " M@ T —ANHiF&
Di-CRISPR (delta-integration CRISPR-Cas), H+
B bR B 288 DL R I A AL &
RS, RS KESIE 24 kb 3Lt 18 M5
% R A Bt . 2018 4F, Bao %' JF & T —Hh
CRISPR/Cas9 [A] J§ 5& ] & & X K H T %
(CHAnGE) 177 %, WPk o 48 5= N AH %
TR, T 98% 1 H A% 7 41 Bk B D i, 4 B R0
V355 82%, R T E T — A RA R
SCPE . 2019 4F, X 7RG HE LY M T — F
gRNA-tRNA [% %] CRISPR/Cas9 (GTR-CRISPR)
RO TEINEEREN 2 RN mE, ZRFEEL
80% 14 el [ 2% 26 ] B il ok @ AR, A K ML 42 /&
TR TP B 3 R4 1 g RO
XL & R, A BEA A ) AR B R
R, FERLH T2 HARFR R TR R
2014 4E, Ryan % Y Fl| A CRISPRm R Zi7E - fi5 1k
P BE O R AR 4 R iR AR, 1SR4 RE R
P R 105 DL B . 20154, Jakoéitnas 25
ZRTREZERMRIAE, ERATREFER
KR (MVA) M REE ML T, 2370
B 4 BT Bk MVA 77 B4 5 LRR Ak
2016 4=, Shi % " F| f Di-CRISPR V- G # & T —
AR ARREA 72 (R, R)-(=)-2,3-T [ B 1
PR, PEEEIL12.51 g/L. 20174, Lian%s " 42 H
T —Fh =IhAE CRISPR R G4 &AW T AL 5ms, Bl
GG T BRI PO . B TR R R R =
FhIffe, #7454 CRISPRAID, X 50% fE % DL
Pt mm a7 A M, i p-EHE b
R ERT T 365, FFE, Apel %5 M T —
5T CRISPR/Cas9 ) ol bEg THA, Z THA
HLHE T 23 4 Cas9-sgRNA i RL . 37 4~ 3R k5 & Al
FIEW EANFE R B L 10N R AR EAL. %
AN BT AR 2, AR LT R R ik B
RS AL EBEE BT B E A AR
A, R TR TR RS R RIA,
K ZImM = = 5E M 7 25 5. 2018 4F, Xue
&t (o) 3 333 i i} CRISPR/Cas9 3 AR 58 4x hilt b £ 1 i

AWGE K (UDH2), AW LW = 2w
74.7%. 20194, XI|-f#5 4B\ it GTR-CRISPR -
& T4k T I BR AR T A R 2, K i S A IR
PR T 3065 Y. S4h, B Ik CRISPR/Cas9 £ A Xt
EY/a NI =B YN]SR I
PR YA O FE AT R R RSG5, X L) T
(7= S 345 3 TAR KM $E . XSS S A 1 AE
I R} H CRISPR/Cas9 43 A [ ¢ Ji& AL & 48 JF 5 Bl
o BTk, KEFEZ. GIF. 92K CRISPR/Cas9
FARANW I KR, RS T BERES AP 22 1
WS R E.

WA & BAEM S0 57— N EEH bRt e A
T I A& SRR & AEY, oo e iz B
CRISPR/Cas9 Hi R T N T BRI B B 5 5 4
R, W TSR ARIERE R N AN E . R
b, B E ZE R R A2 B R R R R AR
16 sk etk B G0 — 2 B 2 B D) RE I e 4k
SY 14, FEik— D F %3 AR oA 3 S IR G
A 570 31X BB 5T S CRISPR/Cas9 1 1 4E W) & il
A R N RT R R AR TSR A L R AN T e
HUE B T 1% B R 7R B BE A I S A RCR AR T LR A R
R, ARy — R 7 R R R g e TR A
AN WIS TN LR

2.3 CRISPR-Cas9 & ATEERMEMEERIE
FRRI R R R

LB (actinomycetes) A& — KA 7= B- N Ik
fede. UM EREK. FWERK. @ EREER. K
W FIRE R RSP R E A 77 2015 48,
Cobb 25 1 ¥ Vil CRISPR RS E4E B (Strep-
tomyces species) TN, SEHL T XS, lividans 1) 3L
FE DR [R] B 4w 48 A0 31 kb Fr B R RR, R BT A A T
T sgRNA Fl Cas9 #H 5% 2 [ 1) pCRISPomyces-2 i
B B KL, A CRISPR/Cas9 4 A 75 4 5 B+ ) B
28 7 HEAl. N 7 iR S T LA, 1E
Tl ik £k B CRISPR/Cas9 4 A b 4 HF & H ok .
2016 4, Wolf & ™ F| H 1% £ R £ iF o)) il 2k B
SE50/110 (Actinoplanes sp. SE50/110) i [ s &
TREEEE R (melC2), WHEREI=Y) 5 B2 (different
melanin) WA, A BT 492 & H br = 5 BT R 3 0%
M2l B . 2017 45, Jia 25 ™ Xt S. rimosus 7 i %
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-6 B3t R Mt St () gL ) (owy2) R 6-Tole IR i1
WETR N EEBE I R (devB) HEAT RRAZ R BR, M+
BHESEWINT 36.8%. 20184F, Liu%s ™ fE41 ¢4
W2 #4 % (Saccharopolyspora erythraea) i [55
SACE 1765, J1£ SACE 0712 4t 5| \ pErmE J3 5))
T, FaBRmESHAERMER T 803%. 7
A, 3 AT e B R e i DR S R A AR IR A
B, Low %5 " 765 % 1 SD8S Al I % 4% R i
PREEHAL T W & B R (sceND, IESE T iZ3E [ £
DU BT I 2 0 K 9 I

23R A B (filamentous fungi) & — K HA K
HRRNAMEZWEY, 25— 8y HAARH )
MR B ==, WFEAEVR. . 26
FIPUA A, AR Tl A0 S s 4k #5 1 H 2E
PER ™%, 20154E, Liu%s ™R E L gRNA
AN ALK DNA, 5] NH 8 K& Cas9 B H
B K AKE (Trichoderma reesei) ™, SZIL T 18 H
CRISPR/Cas9 $e A X1 5 PR g e, HL v B35k R 23 6 2
HRIATE100%, KA [A] [7] 16 25 B8 1) 2003 O 45%, =4
IR [ I G 31 2R 4.2% 0 2016 4F, Pohl 45 ) 1%
FE % (Penicillium chrysogenum) W SZHL T 4
BT 4k B R A A AN 5 K] amds T pks17 ) 5EAS o
2017 4F, Qin&E"™ HIRE KM EERZ (Gano-
derma) "1 CRISPR/Cas9 #AK, 1A 8#Em T RZ
TPURIR R ZRR &R . Bk b, CRISPR/Cas9
FORAE HA FCB B N W AR T, WK it &
(Aspergillus oryzae) "™, K& Bk B (Neurospo-
ra crassa) ¥, FEIE W (Pyricularia oryzae) "V, H
& (Candida albicans) " . R Hh % (A4s-

pergillus aculeatus) ",

I & f& (bacteriophages) & HbER I ¥ & % £
I, T ZAFAE T HOER B AT A ks B0 i
BRI A — A P AR SR, SRR R A
Fire BAE T — AN BN dsDNA LR A . BTk
ELLAL, KER o W AR R R 1, A e ke A
D AH A 218 A, DA B85 0 H i Y
Tt R R R TR AR, R N R B A AT 3k
B DLRT SR8 A % 3K . BT CRISPR &
5 R 7 G S/ I N 3 I N 1O 71 P 2 o 5
CRISPR £ A& A T~ W i 4 5= (R 4H 4 48 H 1T A7 — 8
WM. 2017 4, Tao 55 ™' 1 X F| H] CRISPR/Cas9

RN T4 W AR 47 7 W i, M ATH
CRIPSR/Cas9 Jii ¥ Al {1 & DNA Jii b 3% 6] & A\ 15 &
KGFHE, RIMEM T T4V AR IE R4, N
PR ) B R R AR T R R A T . 2019 4R,
Hoshiga & ™! % T2 Wi 1 44 1 B L 4R 4E k47 T 12
M, A T2 Wk B A G R i A B 0157 - HT 1) WK FH R
715 PPO1AHY, X TR B %M 28 K AT B 51
MIEE BAER R E X B B 55,
CRISPR/Cas9 Hf RIEM AN &AM Fh BRA
MR R A, AR 35 A= ) 1 st B R O
AR Hm 2, N & A F IR B E T
HAG AN A . KUk, AT FiZEARE TE
Z W ESRABE T, E SRR b e T £ S
Al 2 A A

3 CRISPR/CasOfir LR L&
JIR AW U B

3.1 CRISPR/Cas12a (Cpf1) &R

CRISPR/Cas12a #4iJ& T VI R4, Casl2aly
BEEER Y, 5Cas9mEAMLI, ZEAAA LU
TR @5 Y1 E DNA AN 7 2 tracrRNA;;
@PAM J7 51| ‘& & M figmsng , % 9 TTTN; G®PAM
FE BT T 4% 1R 5 i) DNA [ 5735 s @R 51 5 ) 1
MUPE B PAM B s @Y1 # S5 e AR R i B
©EA?TEE N OF ZM crRNA 751 3 5
ZARGHEAEERGNE?2 (@ fix. B,
CRISPR/Cas12a £ AR 7E & WL I TV B ok i £ =
FEER T U I ETL, JEAER TR R g 4R
f (R D. WLin% " T Casl2a it 7 —Fi A
A7 J DA 4 6 R0 % S5 40 ) X0 I B 1Y) CRISPR & 4t
(RE-CRISPR), A2 R B RIT B (Corynebacte-
rium glutamicum) 1) 2R A 2 2088 7 & 43 il 72
3T 2.5 .

WP (Cyanobacteria) »&— ] LT G
TEF IR A A=, B8 40 B8 1 4 [ BOR A= 9
FS A 25 i R B A ) A AT R A P H AT
F2 R [R5 2 v dm e A R, T
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Tab.1 Applications of CRISPR-based technologies for the construction of microbial cell factories

P RY 7 i i S IS BOR Z% R

E. coli Cas9 B N E 2.0 g/L [39]
ilsigindis 32 ¢g/L [50]
SR 5.6 g/L [43]
IETEE 432 ¢/L [49]
[ 68 g/L [51]
B2 4 om PR i 52 P [52]
S. cerevisiae Cas9 AR HRLE = 1065 [61]
R PLAF AR R v 41 [65]
(RR)-(-)-23-T — 12,51 g/L [62]
EGEN P T 3 [66]
Y PE T 25165 [67]

L w7 74.7% [68-70]
JIg 07 R P T 306 [64]
3R IR 11.4 g/L [71]
[ZES AR B AR [72]
TR 740 mg/L [73]
Actinoplanes sp. Cas9 Ri - U h e T Al [79]
Streptomyces rimosus Cas9 +TER HMT 36.8% [80]
Saccharopolyspora erythraea Cas9 AER L7 A2 71 51 80.3% [81]
Corynebacterium glutamicum Casl2a PR 2 H R PP R TR 3.7 %, 2 AR 2.5 fF [101]

FOR NP MBS, SEERNmENERIK. A
FRBETER I, Cas9 & A X W 20 B R WAEDH —
SE B, R L f# H CRISPR/Cas9 & 4t 4 H il 4T
BE PR 48 BE N IR M N 2016 4, Ungerer 55 1
25 SEHL T R A CRISPR/Cas12a X i 41 B 1 % 4] 4
B, SEEL T AE MO [R] B IR IR 4 B bk AT R A
R NN RAR I G 4B 4R /E . 2019 4F, Niu
& NS 2E Anabaena PCC 7120 H | F AS Bl BT M b id
ZABEL A, [E] A RE R SO UKL, A
FEMAER G AR, LI T gL R v Bt DNA
B, B RS U O BT 2R 100%. BRI R
CRISPR/Cas12a Z %t A] LA 52 3L i 4 &7 1) o B R 1A
IXLEAJF 75 A CRISPR 4% A 7E W5 4H B KBS Y FH 25
SE T HE AR SR . IR B AT R W CRISPR/
Cas12a i B 40 M AR B m . FF S mr . i e
SRR FLAT DAY 5358 43 Cas9 B B A, JRATTHAT
DA W0 JFG ] DA AR DA DK i 7 1 4 AR SR 1 4 1 v
FI ) CRISPR/Cas9 & 4t , i e 4 I Hh & [A] 4t 46 1
e ILS S

3.2 CRISPR/Cas13#1Cas14

Kk T Cas9 fl Cpfl & [ LA, Cas13 R4 1)
F B AL (R 2). 2016 4F, K5 ] BAFE 4
B ORI — Fh BE T BT RNA R 25 1 1% IR i C2c2
(Casl3a), iZMAE S5 RNA A 45 & I 2L i RNA,
ScHaE EEE (K2 b 1. HERES
RNAKF EE R adR, 77 52 ILE DNA AN 45147 1
20 X RNA BT T4 1. [, Casl13 &40
ff) C2c6 (Casl3b) Al Cas13d t E 4 1 [ ) 4
B Cas14 Sk R T — Pl 48 B 1) CRISPR/Cas
RE, 5Cas9HmAMLL, HAREAN, HAHER
BLPAM 741 ()15 B0 T #E 1) B4 DNA FFxT HOT#],
HAZNHmE "™, Bt ~ik, Cas13 Al
Casl4 TETUED & A U T /0, HiRIE
ASEHE R . {HiE, 7E RNA K L 9 2 m]
W)L A, R, w7 SRR BT R Bh A
oo, AT Cas13 8 Casl4 FE A FRIA=MFIA
R[] 42 o) 368 2% %) R 0 R P AN R YT N ), 2 — R
WHMWRORA TR T RS, X
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Casl2a . :
PAM
! 7TTTN/ e 3 ‘ Casl3a
A [ , ., DNA
N ‘ o PFS RNA
" 5 Kz S &
5_'_) crRNA o )
~— CIRNA
(a) Casl2a
(b) Casl3a

B2 Casl2afilCasl3a RGAEHHLHI
[Cas12a & 758 TTTN [ PAM [7 5], Casl3a i 1751 8 PFS (Protospacer flanking site) /341 ]
Fig.2 Working mechanism of Cas12a and Cas13a systems

[Orange in Cas12a represents the PAM sequence of TTTN, and blue in Cas13a represents PFS (protospacer flanking site) sequence]

%2 CRISPR/Cas9. Casl2a. Casl3aX]lLbiigh
Tab.2 The comparison and summary of CRISPR/Cas9, Cas12a and Cas13a

R
HA 7 . i3 418
Bt PAM  [X[a]  D)EIZEHE
tractrRNA
KJE
CRISPR/Cas9 II  dsDNA & NGG-3' 20 HNHMRuvC  JRAME: FTRERCR & BE PAMNGG) IR ;
wY Nz IRIRAEAE B RE AL s 7]
Ptk 2 s S R 4
WA MIRYE RGN
TP s x40 BT 1
CRISPR/Cas12a(Cpfl) V  dsDNA 7 5-TTTN 23 RuvC DIRI = A J v R i AR EE WFIEA
P B BN AE R )
b g B8R T Cas9 &R
45 AN # tracrRNA
CRISPR/Cas13a(C2c2) VI  ssRNA Fo PFS — HEPN X RNA TP s JB#e #5084

FALT Cas9 RYLEAD T/ HETEE

KRR RAE TR & AL W) 2 S SoHs A 40 K AR 2
AR g 25 1]

3.3 ZITHCasEANMHAZR

HAl, LLE—E3EM Cas 2 A N O HIWT R E
T2 N T 5 R AL G e SR A 4 S OR [R (R 45U
{H K % % CRISPR/Cas & 4i H ] Cas &5 [ /& £ T %
[ e PR, XTI I 2 W Cas B R GUIE N
MAmEEAE LT E L. RESE, ZHEM
CRISPR/Cas R4t AL45 T A4, MALAIIVAL B, ixub
410 Cas Bx ATE RIEAE RS, FFAE1S Cas9 S5 — &
F—FE, BN RS A R E
1M A2 B 2 AN A 1) Cas WA SL [ R #E/EH ™. 2019

4, Dolan 5§ "™ 7E N\ AV BG40 F AV HPA L 48 fild v
I N sgRNA, SEHl [ imFE ik R m b . s id T
Susca ZBRFN Cas3 1 RNP AL 1B 3515 T 13%~60% [1]
ARRCR, F W 1 A CRISPR/Cas RG{E B LW
e DR 40 o A4 AT W B 7 T R AW EE R ik . R AR
Hidalgo-Cantabrana 5" F| | i & ¥ 1 1 &Y
CRISPR/Cas % ¢, & i FLAT1H (Lactobacillus
crispatus) HAT | IEEEHR AR RAL, XN EF
FIFH AR PE CRISPR 22 48 R I L [m) A1 48 1L [R it 1
—AMHESE, 1y MALATIV AL 1) CRISPR/Cas & 4t I
LB TR L C A T RB PR E e 1, (B R
RFEATZ, FERAEYD G A 2 08N AR /D
BRIk, W12 Wi CasEmEA RGN 2, HAEGHK
A U R B A e R A
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CRISPR # A M H BB K (2 3dE 7 A B A= 4 2%
MR E, BTHAME. RE. mak. AR,
JE /NS 55, D G Sl L R A A R TR 4 B
Bty eRA M T A, {2, CRISPREAR H ATk fF
1E— € [ JR BR 1% -

(1> PAM J7 %1 () A8t 1% o 4% 4t 1) CRISPR/
Cas9 FE AN T NGG JF 41, K b Jo ik SEI AT =
R . BAR Cas12a $24L 1 37 59 PAM 1K #515
Hl (T) TTN, fE—EREE &M T NGG i 4%
1 1) B (LA e AR R I B R R . [
I, 4 1R CRISPR 43 A (1435 33 4 44 6t T BF 9t — Fol
AT EPAM PN 71k, B B BT A
T ) AL v R < X B2 T 41 i TATA 85 NTG 1 77
. HETHE L O A KL T Casl4 B ATEH A H br
DNA I AT Z PAM 751 1, [A Il Cas14 H AT fif vk
CRISPR 3 AR XK 6 PAM 31 17 77 -

(2) YmiE BidtZe. WEFLEATN T UL )
RS M sgRNA Fl Cas B A N FR#EATHF 5T sk
FAEEST T gRNA-Cas9n #4¢, Cas9n 25 HY)FI H 7~
=AY, 8 E gRNA-Cas9n & 4¢ [7) i) Xt H
PREEIDIE], ATHE R sgRNA FIRFFIE Y, BRI
o MK TR Y E & 5 IR IR B = R IR S
sgRNA B f2 €, H IR 7 X sgRNA & 4% /) i
F s I R RS W A AT sgRNA [
P, Guo AL | —AN A1 1) sgRNA V&P E 3, AT
TEASE AR AT AT 07 A5 8 1 v V6 12 1) sgRNA P 51
A BT 42 & sgRNA HRF 5 11 7 BRI 4% 7 [
FE, Xf Cas B2 AR 58452, @i FH FnCpfl ™
L, IXUBHT AT AT HE AR CRISPR H A B SR (1 il

(3) ZARGM NS, 2017 4,
Shin %8 & L 7 T CRISPR % [ Acr 11 A4 X} CRISPR/
Cas9 R GL I 1E T ), Ak #E 42 il CRISPR &
Gredse T, HoANEHIZRGHOR T A,

(4) NMH ZM. BIRCRISPREACE 2
R T Z M R1 G, AR AEY KR
M LA o Cas9 85 (% W 40 B 26 B d0, [Rk
CRISPR H RARMEAE 4B R N, BLAR Cas12a A
DAN T 54058, (H 2 Cas9 85 A X 40 i 7= A 55
PRI Cas12a 8 [ 1 75 PR B 1 B R K SR WA

() R o T 3 A ) LRI PR X R AN R R 2 AR A
CRISPR 2 [K] 4 %8 152 AR AE AR W) A ) 25 4 L
AEMZ R, AT PR . m Rk kA
Hh 638 H B 22 08 A A v BRI P i R A AR
Tl T AE DDA AR ) 238 = CRISPR Hi AR # 2 il
ok KRR FRAER, MEHAIRS
i) R A5 A5 T 9 R g R, B S R R G A RS R e
RIBFIRNWEIL, ERK—E =535 2 15T
FSCR RN B 47 e AR N
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