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Research on the Application of CRISPR/Cas9 Technology in Arthropods

HUANG Jin-wei, HU Le-zhen, QI Jia-chen et al ( College of Life Sciences, Tianjin Normal University, Tianjin 300387)

Abstract The CRISPR/Cas9 system is an RNA-based adaptive immune system which exists in bacteria and archaea. lIts characteristic is that
following the compound of a single protein Cas9 with two short RNA, it can act as a site-specific endonuclease in vivo/in vitro. Unlike tradi-
tional nuclease-mediated DNA editing technology, the recognition of DNA by CRISPR-Cas9 is not specified by the protein, but by the 20-nt
guide RNA (guide RNA) sequence. The CRISPR-Cas9 system is widely used due to its simplicity in design, use and high efficiency. Summa-
rizes the mechanism of CRSPR/Cas9 system, the introduction method and the application progress of different groups and different genes in ar-
thropods, in order to provide a valuable reference for the research of functional genes and genetic breeding of important agricultural and eco-

nomic arthropods.
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F-Bt, 7 CRISPR/Cas9 F Ge 9l & B Z Hif , BF 16 4% IR i ( zinc
finger nucleases ,ZFNs ) FI5E 55 18015 N 1 FE %% A% B2 Bl ( tran-
scription activator—like effector nucleases, TALENs ) £ AR # H+
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I AR A AQ S 31 . CRISPR/Cas £ 45 i )2 X
CRISPR RNA 3% [ (tracrRNA) | Cas #:4\F Fl CRISPR DNA
X3 3 FAA Ak, Fod CRISPR y — 4 F & (0] F 751 & 24
EEZMIETIA R, IEEE RFRT IR RSB =AU E AT
R IR A BE A AW LT By o tractRNA 1E Ry —Fh
MRFYIESR S RNA, 5 CRISPR (8] g 751 H AT R J5 1, Cas
BT HETE KA ZF, {1 Cas9 Casl Cas2 il Csn2, [ 4
MR N Cas 35 (BXREG) o Y12 Y ad s 15 PR A
{2400, CRISPR DNA [X 3% 574 A« CRISPR RNA (pre—
crRNA) ,tracrRNA 5 pre—crRNA i i Bl 35 & &b i %F &2 RNA
FF 1 TR B A crRNASY S erRNA 5 tracrRNA 4
B0 RNA (sgRNA ) |, I FH 240 3 i) 4 1 1l it — A0 A8 1
crRNA [ 5" , 4 A B 5 2408070 51 20 nt, >4 erRNA "N jf
FELEREE AT E] DX 7 543 27 (PAM) B, Cas 2R PRI 45 1
G5 A EA DNA 5 crRNA B RN 5 kb g A7 %), 52
BRPE R . T R AR AR AT AFEAR SN B
seRNA AR crRNA Fl tracrRNA (254, 715 Cas9 454
JEH%, CRISPR/Cas9 2 %t, Jinek 25> W3¢ I FH sgRNA X
FEE DNA $E17 59 D) /) 4% 2 1§ 3= 45, & K UERH T CRISPR/
Cas9 7] LA 7 I T B T, Mali 257 @] gt CRISPR/
Cas9 RGN H TR gl o o T HA T FACH 7 5 5
F L, CRISPR/ Cas REAGE| T ALY FmAEER 128
T, JET 2 N T B R i e SR 8l WL A% 1 R ER IR
AR A K HE 5™ . MRS H AT CRISPR/ Cas 37 5, (9 43
251" |CRISPR RZEHi4r N 6 PR 928 (1~ VI) |, 452505
HBE FFRAE B Cas BN crRNA, A LA R G0k i, 1T Y
RGN EER I fa] e, B CRISPR/ Cas9 255,
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1.2 CRISPR/Cas9 EEMH  Cas9 HMLFE 2 145
fa, Horp HNH 2544 38n] 5517 5 sgRNA HAMHE DNA 55 ( H
b ), RuvC S5F9380 00 B D) 75 Ah— A% s , 1 i H A% DNA
PR R4 24 ( double—strand DNA break ,DSB) . X434 J5 40
ML 22 a3 SMEE ML, ML AE AN R 53 24 235 s ANl i
BRI o BEA20 M 2R T R LA R A A ] 18 S ML
(nonhomologous end joining, NHE]) , 33 Ff A1 il] A 7 B2 [i] Y5 A5
BRAFTE . DNA BUHEMT AL 16 52 Tl 23 Xof Wiy 280K o R 4 7 il D) 4
M, AT DNA 422 R e 2400 W i DNA 5007 14 4 78— 2
MBS 7 2 PEW 20 o B BB A B | 2
PR AR SRS T S B 1 BT BRI S AT 2 Ik, B s W

Target
DNA

e R R, T — M A AE AL K RE kAR TR A
LA, Bt ) PG S AR, Bk R [ P48 2 AL (homology
—directed repair, HDR) , #8i4jz i Ll 2 ssDNA 8§ dsDNA, 7§ A
CRISPR/ Cas9 fiy[F] i , 75 22 $ A1 [] Y58 9 1L DNA 1y
BESAINR, FL AT LAHEAT SM IR DNA J7 81 BT 51 AT 1 BE A
CRISPR/ Cas9 FG¢ L2 4 1ij I HH fe 22 1) 2 ¢ v LA HH A [
VB AL A HE R s R e 19 2 F1 2k £ D Rg, oF
TS5 B0 A DAL e 3%, 70 0 L 30 0 v ) i ) 38 A0, Cas9 R 11
HNH S5 3 0] AR 21> sgRNA i e [R5 52 L] 52 20
— RIS AL (788 ) R T i 5|
A 24 sgRNA R BRI 20 B o
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Fig.1 Repair mechanism of CRISPR/Cas9
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1.3.1 CRISPR/Cas9 &G MEr4E )7, Hii S A CRISPR/
Cas9 ()7 XATRZ , 435 ] LA mRNA [DNA (25 F - #% R 1P
KB A, 7E RNA KF |,2015 4F Hruscha 25" % sgRNA Fil
Cas9 mRNA 3 i 8 S0 56 5 A B BE L) 0 PRI v, Xof 50 2 B
[RIZH A7 G 6 5 78 DNA ZKSF |, 32 258 0o JB0RE 3l 3540 5
DNA AR - R KF- L 30 5 AE RS R GE Cas9 25
1,35 sgRNA BEH S5 B IE ML Cas9 1 —sgRNA &S 5K
H ARG O sl A A T S R i

1.3.2 Wik, WA R MR R R ARG
e WL H fe ELEEI T30 461 IRl s = A v o, 3k
]2 5T CRISPR/Cas9 AW EEEA , (A BRI S
FEARATAE I 5 T A — SRR« f81) A58 41 s s 00 g B
S AEHER e AR RS I S SO7E R S I R AR 2, Fh T B i R
HNB T AR ST N A A A . B RTEFFE
FEXF R R I 0 L i 1 T MR R R i e i, kT B A 1]
T, SRRV T 1 5 35 Y HSF T, 6 7 B S g 7. RS R
ity oK BT T R e (A U SRR ) PP B Tk
e B Ak B AR A 5 TG O AN S 0B R 2 S [l B B

FE SR A IR DR T3 T S 1) B sl R G AT LA Vi K
R AE IR AR, A0 Hiruta 251 3 H K 8 0 S
IR IE RS IR T 2% 5508 .60 mmol/L MR 70 LA F T
WS . BAR BAESTROR BT AR A2 BT
T RGBT S A R M R BOR R AL
% AR E A TR AOR AR A B AR T 5

L3.3 KAk, 1971 FERIGE TR et =i
A 3 Z Ko7 1989 4F Lavitrano 25 ™ 415 DNA
E/NERE ARSI PR 15 min, 765 A8 iRl B S5
FERPl ASZAE BN, UE DR -4 Mo 2 A IS SR DNA J-4
A5 20 50 240 B W B 7o AR, B ORGS0 R 1 A B A
M, TCIEAE 5> BLZ BRI # 5 /IR DNA (20, BERS
Tk A GRS AE SRS IR B — A b R e A SRR A
AR DAY R SR S AR, IR 2B G 3l 1E AL A
it 2008 4F Wu 25784 10° K511 50~ 300 mg DNA 7E
WA 1T CHEE , J5 G N TBERE K B A7 5 47 18 % FE A
P, 70~90 d #& A7 AR KIS SR DNA e WIRE 115
B DNA AR 45358 25 5 A, DRS8N AR I i 1 5 10 4
Loy 5452 il L B BOOME DNA £8, S THRAE T %
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H#ERE  CRISPR/Cas9 B ALY L34 7 ¢4 2 A B 3

W BT T 2R, il FH kA Fop ™ i
BRI AL DNA 68512 3 H % BUKS 7458 DNA 2R 5
KT os st s R . HATK T SRNEREARD
ZARNRL P AR g g e s AR F|
—sE Bk LI A, 2014 4F Xin 257 % BRIV 0 2085 1 T
Ka3 PAEAE DNA iy, SR ECSM R DNA BE 3455 , vl i 1 [ 25
I R R AR fU%E DNA 17 EE S BURE T S N #5 .
FEF A 0 A T AR A B ) A B S T
CRISPR/ Cas9 2| 5 i 3l ¥ 1 32 45 U1 550 G W 4 2y 51 A
CRISPR/ Cas9 [T {7 7152 BB GT 5 19 Qv (R 1T R 3h
Yyrb i A AGE o

1.3.4  4eKBikir S, YKk % CRISPR/Cas9 %
Geilk AAUAETT A KA Y 4l Xt CRISPR/ Cas9 R G2 1) N AL
2,y M B A DR G (R B, A PN 25 400 431 B AL ot e LA B
1k RS, 38T T A BT OK UKL 1) 45 R4 3, R G SR
A4FAE 4141, CRISPR/Cas9 #E A4 3 Fhoy 7= 1
ST FORR T L)l 4 K A 2 A A X
AT G4 oK UKL 42 3¢ CRISPR/Cas9 5 48 30F A 41 i Sk 156, LA
Cas9 mRNA 1 sgRNA B &9 /0 7 W17 2 0L T Cas9-
sgRNA ki fué , Ji R 7E T 50k, DNA fRA 5 7 K it 4 i
A, KBRS . eAh ,mRNA A L B4
FEANAR T A T B, N RS 3018 R P AR A
TS 1 DXURG: | JOEA 3R AT, JoAer U 7 2 1 A 40 A v 5 4
ATHG SEREIEI I RS o Y25 Fh 4R URL 1 B FH A AR 22, 46
P T2 LG i (zwitterionic amino lipids, ZALs ) 242K i
B NIRRT A K R B R K ks
BH 520G B g A s A RS2 B T i 2% CRISPR/ Cas9
PEAAIMIFSC B H g . H PR T 4 K BB S35 1 301 i
RS WA R E— e R BRI T HoAe =
SRR IRVE R T2 N

1.3.5 JREEN- Tk, IR EE MRS A CRISPR/Cas9 F: %2
FHEN R 21257 (lentivirus) A5 (adenovirus ) F1IRAH S
7 (adeno—associated virus, AAV) . 1895 2% 0] LB AR E DNA
A BE FY AT P B B AN R A EEEROR,
TR A2 o IR B R SR, (H G S vy i
T, T R B 2 B A DGR B, B I S JE AL, OF
AT 2035 T LS () AR [R) 9 2 B 41 40, {H 2 AAV 1Y
AR A S B ERGERIA AT A, BRI
L TR B BR 1 Cas9(spCas9, ~4.2 kb) , il Ran %
Rk B & A ER A Y Cas9 25 1 (saCas9, ~3.2 kb) {0
spCas9, T H sgRNA Fil Cas9 4 gt F— A # e sp ™ 1)
I 3 Rl 5 CRISPR/ Cas9 A 41 sl fifs (4 452 R 55k
B SEENT R AR U FLah ), Tok 1 B s, IR i
TCER AT R sh s 3 R TR, BRG) 2Z 5 T 15 sl
WL IR T AR e 5 A2 AT 75 ( baculovirus ) ™ Zhu
A S S RGN AORE T — KT AR 75 2R MR (MNP -BVs) |, 76
YrEF A5 CRISPR/ Cas9 ZRGEHEA T4 P 11 1) 5 PR 4 i
Dong 25 > Hy AT IR G 7515 S CRISPR/Cas9 R 45 1k A B 1

M ZEAR R AR b AR T M A%% o Naik 451 BF 93 & BR
TN E & 228 2 1A 7 (AcMNPV) AT LU RO A S48
DR AT A, 8 53 S B S R AR A S
T ELXT 4 B4 0 A A 7 VA B S T i e, e T R R4
R ARSI, TCRE A E B AR S M R SRR
BlF, AR Se b it RS 35/ A M R ) B AR IA R
1.3.6 BPBEEIEN T, REE0 A S W e U0 5%
T RS R 2 o] B 200 J i 06 B, R v e o R B
B A TE R ORI Al Y B s Wy b, B9 8 AR T A
(yolk protein precursors, YPPs) 1E g i 1A A & 1%, 43 10 3] 1.
WL, - o B2 AR I AR T BN 8, O Bk AR
R GRS A 22K, IS YPP ARSS G, X
SETE (AR N A AN R D438 R B B RORL , Sy K
IR 2 5™ . Chaverra—Rodriguez 25 % $05
JHc By 10 4 B 1 TR Y AR FT LY Cas9 3% G i i 41 2K
H, A Cas9-sgRNA # ABRN . 7 L6 5 CRISPR
ROV I OW AR SR AR 5 3 T 52 3 P ) ik e
[F] I 5 | AR B A A /N RGN ( 25 h (4 V2 R) L Bi 1k
HEN B S5 Ry BT /N T AN A T8 i 5 5 DR e e ) %
WA , s T30k Aoy v 4 47 6 DR s 8 1) 4 4 8038 R 30% ., 1%
Ty AR ERAR, H AT T BTN T I i 4R 4/ i [
NG R
1.3.7 WgfLi ik, mgp AL ik 2 i 52 sh 4
e, Ao 200 R BB s BRFLOE VA S PR i, AT fefe s F ) 1 L LA
SCHUERS . DNA sl A L 433 3 55 Fh A 40
SR 2L A, AT DA X e /NfL . E— IR
ZEALIRIS ] LU 2 A WG R S 06 A4k, A He o
S SR AR o (ELX A Y B TR G 4R 3, H AL 2 X 2
Jf3E AR , 21T B T RSN R R A o A
Wb el i AT A 2 AL EOR A CRISPR R GEFF LTI 58 B
SRR RS AR R R B RS H TR
(] (44 328 5 v A ] DA ]IS 7 P 2 o S A\ 05 12 R 48 o PR
BRI
2 CRISPR/Cas RSt 7E 13 B30 ¥+ 09 5L A

TS aSE R AR Z, SR Mol ol AT
A S UIAR DG, RIHKE CRISPR/ Cas9 R 40 1 T 15 i
e AN S RIERR M
2.1 HEzsh¥hmNA
2.1.1 K&, JKE(Daphnia) 05805 2 A e, 7EK A4
YR A A, TR K AR R R PR ) 38 P
S (LA R RS AR R DR 2 2 0 5 T
AL, K2 IS IE AL T 2011 AT S8 I, A
SR DIRE AT CRISPR/ Cas R 48 I HIHR AL T RLfili
2.1. 1.1 gy SR EAE R 2014 4F Nakanishi 257 5Kk
#iE CRISPR/ Cas9 TE KA ( Daphnia magna) F il 54 TG
RAEDH (eyeless ) o i ik i fF 55K Cas9 mRNA Fll sgRNA 7
ANZHREINR | JEARAT 18% ~ 4T %0 MRS H S, TG MR G 7
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JEARRGIE 8. 2% Kumagai %" il B LK Casd/gRNA
LI EE I (RNPs) 1 AJK E3Z2K5 R b, &K D. magna
L5 AR Cas9 FEIFI gRNA [ Cas9 RNP (U1 HIE M, J5
14 Cas9 H 5 TCMREEH gRNA —E IR & I 11442 D. magna
B, A5 8 R ) JE HR 98 78 R 6 Y. Hiruta 45 41 )
Distal-less KR (DIL) ) sgRNA | 2 K& PR G it JCHAE Bl ) Fl
HHES YRR & E Wb AN ] A [RI IR S DR B9
#4 Cas9 RNP G R IRKA A 7K 8 ( Daphnia pulex) K
ks SIE o870 e ) N s T AZ R R o S E s P A WP e bl A=
ZEAL, 7E DI PR A AR B4 A BRAG 5278 . HeAh, DapmaSt
TR (D. magna) WEEFG R AR TUE LR, PRI
W A g K B AR PN, Tsmail 257 i M
5) Cas9 mRNA FIFE ] DapmaSt 1Y) seRNA, 757 T HR & F 4k
) DapmaSt ZZ75kEk .

2.1. 1.2 S-REANGEINE S, SR EA R
IR B K BT RIAT R I G HE DA . Campos %5 1E
JK % ( Daphnia magna) W i@ 15 CRISPR/Cas9 % 4t 43 51 ¥ &t
T 5= (Tryptophan hydroxylase , TRH ) 5554 5 DX I XX
SR BE DRI (1 58 AR 1A, 55 B A TR (AR L B 55 o R R 5
AR A TN BB G, LA o R R 5 AR A AR R R I
Bl SR AT RESE R 48T B s TRH S8 78 (R A A 4 I8 2
et A 38 B SR R T R, D 5— 20 e (19 0L 5
PLEEPR S AR A S B 5 — 8 €0 JHg R 5 fish AR A A D 44 R 1 X
RPN, R R IR AR A A b i BE R B
P IR NTRW] T 5-R2 IR 5 46 A4 DM R i A& AR
ZIFEAEAE I G R MRS R A K EF A 20 fE 5

B IRAR /N

2.1.1.3  BEEEMEE MR P E RGN, FE SR KT Doublesex
( Dsx ) V1380 4% 1) 25 53 2 Sl P ol e s ML 2 Ak P iy, 0L
EEER TR A g D MIREAMZE D, # D.
magna W1, RV RIIHRE il iT Dsx HLR FVRIERE Dsxl (15
PR AL R A IZHLY . Mohamad 45! fii i} CRISPR/Cas9
17K 3% ( Daphnia magna) HiEVEFE R 4119 BARS S BIA KRR,
IR D. magna HEPEIERZH I Dsxl 34958 F 530 Dsxl Rk K
KA. @33 CRISPR/Cas9 SE[MIFES , M€ Vri fy Dsxl AO%E 3
P PR T, 2% BH 6 PR R 25 T 4% A 1k Sl e s v B S ]
2.1.1.4  WFGRNE R R A K B R IR AE P AOVE .
5 [ B B R K VB ARG & AR E SR,
L 7 A [ WA 7K B A B 9 SR A 00 e MR, L
JE IR G P E S B R B, Adhitama 45 i CRISPR/
Cas9 A= B W58 B W28 W B B 4 ( EcRE) Fife s B R (mCher-
ry) W L RIK 38, 5448 EcRE-mCh, EcRE-mCh ZR%¢ 1)
ST AR 2 b BB R S AR TR MR RE T, D e B Sh P A
PR R £S5 IV E AR IRt . I Ah EcRE-mCh i 1] F F
W BRI A Fg 7 24 B R I

2.1.2 HRAY, BREAY( Exopalaemon carinicauda) J& 1
2T, BB A 60 d, AE LI E AR AT L
AR EIERE T, PR e LA A 57 P H H A R R B A A
B, BMENEERCZEMN, RRHREE T T 95% L 114
X o AR CRISPR/ Cas9 A6 2 F1UF HH 14 157 S 45 L
x1,

%1 CRISPR/Cas9 7EHE B UFH IR B 45
Table 1 Summary of the application of CRISPR/Cas9 in Exopalaemon carinicauda

HbRAER Ji ik B A

Target gene Method and application Year

JUT il 4(gebied) g ST Cas9 mRNA Fil sgRNA 45 ) ] 4 0 JE DR it A~ 2 CRISPR 76 1AL HO Uiz 2016

WERAMTIHER (MIH) il BAUES Cas9 mRNA Fl sgRNA )7 SR R FIF, B ZGAEN T 4. 8%, Sl E R HIFRH 2018
SRS T A5 SR ) 45 AT At B 1 A0 B BT R ) o ZEA K Rl oA R A B 5

gClgR W AT CasOmRNA Fl sgRNA JR I Az gClgR FEFIZE H R 1 HF , gClgR J&—Fh il FaA A 1, 2018

LS B R ER Sk BRI, 72 W 52 sy sl DLR i 25 MR A B0l . FRTE T gCloR BFFEIE L&
i BT RAE RS2 R 30 eClqR [RIIRSEIR A SR, 2 5 BTS00t T
TR N 2R 0 AU e e BRI S A AT Cas9 mRNA 1 sgRNA Az =25l 85 | 2 5940 ol 42l 3 (8] 28 45 9% 2 I 4R (EcNinaB~ 2019
(carotenoid isomerooxyge- X1) , 5% 6. 5% WIS, ZRALMH E IR 52 209 M IR sl /K MR B I, HAE TR B 3R
nase) PP SEIEHT 8 I 38 A S DR 7 R Sy B e
B,B-# MF 9',10"~ i Kt Casd mRNA Fil sgRNA Ft RO BIHE FUFAY LA BORIG o= 2 RAZR A RABIF S EFAR FRG R 2020

4 (BCO2)

Eyeless \Twin of eyeless

RILBUR I BCO2 B 578 38U IR A B AR 1 5 X5 2 1R 32 38035 1 I DA 8 g 7 A= B P A T s ), 2 AR MR A A7
TR TR, 255K, BCO2 F N Al VA R MR 2 ThRiC il B 7 i f e s i )

B Cas9 mRNA Fl sgRNA @ AHIES A= 1% Eveless \Twin of eyeless 2575 i & YT ( EcEy \EcToy ) , X} E I 1Ay F Y
AT TR I, EcEy MERGFNG) HR I ™ 8 55 W RIS T2, R D] Eyeless SZXUF R ML & B b 1, M 7E EcToy
TR K IRAR RN , IR I T Pax6 SEFRITEG IRIE ST PR SFVE ], 31 HL Eyeless , Twin of eyeless 22 [A] ()T
A2 REH 7R T Pax6 X1 RS R IR 5 BBrR T L] o X SRR S A B 5 3l ) 2 R 8 A IRl s BL il

2020

AT A

2.1.3 EiFERPHNEF, B G YR ( Parhyale hawaiensis)
I AR TG K AR B R T 10 4R B RUR B AL Ty
TFAML APy b s 0 R S A s AR T 2014 4
IR AT CRISPR/Cas9 2%, 2018 4F: Jarvis 27 FI 14
A% sgRNA FI CRISPR/ Cas9 i [k 5 Jal 53 W 44 I ) Hox FE[H
F5% Hox FHEPRI7E B4 w2 Hr i AH HAE o

2.2 TREshYy s E MR R A

2.2.1 g Ji (Drosophila) J& T 5 i 3h#¥ 1] ( Arthropo-
da) B A4 (Insecta) X# H ( Diptera) , /&= BRI B A= 7,
JZAAE T AT HIRA Z 8], 2 S i g S R A AR
FEERE AL E R A A Y, K E R T BY %)
0 B 4 BB, SRR AR RS T AR A kA
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H#ERE  CRISPR/Cas9 B ALY L34 7 ¢4 2 A B

S IIRERE A 22 R A W) PR 2 SR . LR, B0 SR 8 41 i
FIT & T H T CRISPR/Cas9 Y I fig 4 N 417, CRISPR/

ARG BRI

%2 CRISPR/Cas9 FERiBh RN iy
Table 2 Summary of the application of CRISPR/ Cas9 in Drosophila

Cas9 FRYEAESBR HIHISCE A0 102, 46 2 TP T3 3

bR Ik i Ay

Target gene Method and application Year

ovoD1 1 CRISPR/ Cas9 i AN R & HU 1 5 A3 3 A {1 114 3k PR 1A 7 3k DR Gt 0 I ARG I 0 2 B it 9% i 72, W % 2018
R T — IR NS W RGNS ovoD1 (R BUMEMEA T REE) HEAT Hd, IR ] LA 3 g [] 95 K s 2 2 A
JEFI A S A SNBSS . BORh bR ms T LUK BRI S 22280 , kb CRISPR e 7 25 (1 T LY

GFP Wit CRISPR-Cas9 /55 AU XMAE KT L K VR M E 65, 477 T — 25 GFP s AR R, XA 2019
R TS 1 5 AR A T U ) 200 285 R P S5 R 15 B0, 0L T st A TR e A SRy 1)

SNARE #2147 CRISPR 4 S 4 214E 5 PE7575 ( CRISPR-TRIM ) J73% , fifi il CRISPR-TRiM #877% SNARE JLHLEMZ IR 2019
R VR R, ZE P2 01 B R RIS A] 323K 1Y Cas9 BL L PRHR 7 T 41 8URE M 32 R 98 28 J5 L 1R 7 ) 78 4 iy
AL AU TRBE , CRISPR-TRIM AJ FH 430 A 2 P e R 2 U5 S e R g™

RUA486 RUAS6 FNTR IR 2175 1 Cas9 BRI 7ER P AR IRANA R T2 MEH . 55 RNAI J5 ik AH EL, CRISPR/ Cas9 A% 2020
A AR AT S, I B R e B2 Y o DU S BB A RHR ZAT K T (8 B T B2 75 S 300 4 % (par-
kin) B[R T REHL

etk B AHE(CBS)  FIFHEC R CRISPR / Cas9 RGuid Kk kailk B A CBS) ,CBS JE& 54 H K= ) S PRk g . X945 2020

T T A S ARSI RE L AR RIAZ ZR ML) , AT LA B vh B R Y CRISPR/ Cas9 R GEB i H AL 2R JE A

el g

2.2.2 WeRk, BN (Insecta) XUH H (Diptera) WY R}
(Culicidae) J2&: Z2 TP 1) A% 5 B A L B o 1% 7% 1) BIF 52
XFG2, R M A% g v RSO A RIS 590 2 A7 8 AF DG R 1A
AT DR iR H R B A I RS

TEIEPR BRI, T %I (Anopheles ) fL R IE9 2
Az SR E A 1 WL X BEL T s 1 R A i Ry b
JW L9k LR i ) S5 D B IR R O, B
HORHEL AR FH 8 5C S 40y Jo i BEL AT 12 406 PO B Ao o it o Jk
YL — IR OL R AT LGE A 2 R0 T BoE AT 4, i sl )
LRI, RNAT A5 9 J5E PR, 8l o fo i sl o+ 1
oo BRI, o T = X M0 i A A0 3 TR 4 L TR AR
R E SR R R Oy AN Y& 5 T HAW T ¥ . Bk IF R )
BT CRISPR/ Cas9 FRLISCHE N 21 25 46 07 12 e I L A S
T RORTFEHRAE 1B R H S 0 T e R TR R
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%, Liu 2" fii i} CRISPR/Cas9 X} K & TCTP #1755
I R BT R0, BT R A K0 T i
W, I H g b e 2 3G R A Az 252 e, S A TCTP
A i 2 e Rk K AL S AR IR B ANTE AL R 4, R W]
BmTCTP TE 4 2Ly A KR A 7 o GBI
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