HIY8 AL 9 AR 2024, 25 (6):919-930
Journal of Plant Genetic Resources DOI: 10.13430/j.cnki.jpgr.20231113003

SN gniaBORAR SR D Re S e P ist el B B

X fE5n, K 4R, B EUR, TR, TR RO, F X AR, AR
CIRALA KA A AR 5 TR 4 TR A S0 5 KT B P IS T S0 I 150030)

FEE : X A TR Foib Y EAR A F A F PR A+ o TR A e, B5FRBNKEBRLEL IMRAERL
5 BENKETHLE L FLETRRLATR—TEE AREFTRRAZD TOX LR TYTENR ZFFOTER
Ao BAT, K& —dd ] T ik o) 4R R S 24U AT, ) TR T 30T A AR T 22023k 3%, HAFAASK AL
TR, AR R A A AP T #0938 55 T T Uik HAPEAZ, A CRISPR/Cas9 B R AKX F 49 A 83 R &2 ik
BB AR BR RN B AR EMRBE R R EL TR AXNET AR RAHARGEE 45 &2 ALY 0 B AL,
R T RAEKEFF S IR IE TR A B R AR SR ORI 0 AT R, A TR R A R % A APt
T — Rt B, RIGERIRT T AR RAEH AR E K SR BOP B A, St LR R aT R AT TR 2.

KEIE: K2 AR BB R REREF A

The Application of Gene Editing Technology to Soybean in Gene
Function Identification and Genetic Improvement
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Soybean Biology in Chinese Education Ministry, Harbin 150030)

Abstract: Soybean serves as an essential food and oil crop, and plays a crucial role in people's livelihoods.
However, in recent years, domestic soybean supply has been insufficient, and there is a high dependency on
imports. This situation has seriously impacted the domestic soybean market and brought some hidden dangers to
the national food security. Hence, enhancing yield and improving seed quality are major goals in current soybean
breeding programs in China. At present, a number of key genes controlling important traits in soybean have been
cloned and analyzed, which provides important theoretical support for molecular design breeding. The traditional
breeding is time-consuming and low efficiency. Gene editing technology provides a new way and tool for
biological breeding, which can accelerate the breeding process. Gene editing technologies, represented by
CRISPR/Cas9, have rapidly developed into important tools for studying soybean gene functions, genetic
modifications, and improving agronomic traits. This article provides an overview of gene editing technology
types, features, and their utilization in plants. It also reviews the latest research progress of gene editing
technology in enhancing agronomic traits related to soybean yield, quality, stress resistance, disease resistance,
flowering time, symbiotic nitrogen fixation, fertility and other traits, providing a theoretical basis and reference
for soybean gene editing breeding. Furthermore, this paper also discusses the challenges of gene editing
technology in soybean genetic improvement and presents its promising future applications.
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K& (Glycine max ) #2 i F H [F , FH- 7 FE I TR MR E" . Tk, ZEE

WAL, R B2 AR R AR EY . AR TR
HRIEYZ —, KT NIRRTl 1
BFEORE, HEAR S EEALMELTY SN
2.5~8 i e — ML MY EABY . KEE
M2 20%, & = RKIMEHEY Z —. KREHhiEs
A URBERE B | R LA S R A BRI TR R,
N 75 R A R R B RS R
2022 4F )R K (https - //data.stats.gov.cn/) T~ , F& [
AT R 15 AL WK 36 R m B, 5 4R 0] A
1500 J3 ~2000 J7 Wi /) K & F F & L (B4 i 0
9000 J7 ~1 A2 Wi J& PR R 5 F K T AN 2 1 i
T i o A AP R T R 11 AR AR 4 80% LA I 1)
L 3o BE AR 112 ek R P K T i B e
PSR P G AR, 25 B N Al & A G128 4y
B ] ¥ S P50 ) IV N B i S I i L57 N
AT PSR [Py 30 i A S NS A [ PP
IR

WA AR SRR R 3R R B AR B Y
)it R FH ok g A5 AR S5, AT 1B B H Al A Al
AT HIEIR . AR R R s e s
TVURE R N A G E Rl RASE
5 75 FlOR S R g 4B 75 Rl o AR50 B R BUAR AT LA 45
T ) B8 v R 1 7 R SR 1 ) R 3 PR R A 3
FAS TR 2 I A CRAG, TR AR
SRR T A8 B Al AN T2 1Y )y ik
BRATAE R Al SR 7k AT R R R AR
SePRAR I H AR S T AR ISR 0 Oy R AT R,
HARMAE A KR AL BRR RN . I & Fha]
DA 52 U4 A W S AT 2 A2 R PR ity 368 £ 2
REFEME Bl S E A L, B T
By B SR i VR X M R R L B R
17— 5 ARV [ A R A 252 A S e s A
AR AR Y B S SR A A Tl | o ) Hh
&4 DNA T4, 5T (A5 A5 4 H ARtk & A ks
AR B, FLOU S AE T AR R P ARG
T O R ACR R .

RGAER IR DU A, HL2Y 75% i SE R A7 A
JETUARME  AR2EAR B T4 A SEAL G 28 AR I T
VB ICIAT XHRE e BAR , 5 R Y i 1 , 9%
I 2% T, 78 AR R AL i 58 TP R AR, X —
e e T QW NS - SPS B i 5 R (e -1 I NS
()35t % el I AR o 5K DR R AR S R 1 AR ]
T %) 35 R 72 S 5 | A, LA SR AS BRAR AR PR e A

K 32 DR 2 e 71 b L P T ARAE R A R AR A 7= 2
NS i JF s PRI I AE . FRTTE RS
Hh LA DR AR I R 5 B AR AR AT B R R, 1
SEAIFFEUESE T R DR G AR B B T KL ) i
AR RENE o AN SCAN 4 1k DR G 4 B R 19 2 A i
B2 D0 pURE S VB IS KT E S SO NITR (SN ER N L)
RN FHEEAT 1283 FRIRTT T 2 AR [N i 4
TR AR R TR MR R Y JE B2, LS O R S I
S AR AR R 35 A ol R AR LA 4

1 EESEFARNERINFS

L PR e ) PR St N AR T (SSNs,
sequence specific nucleases ) % 3 K 2 #E 15 3 41 267 7
DI, W 51 DNA XU W7 24 (DSB, double-strand
break) , i 1o A& i 44 1) A [ PR ¥ 1% 4% (NHEJ,
nonhomologous end-joining) 5 [F] i F £H & & (HDR,
homologydirected repair) iX P Fi & &2 i 1% 15 31| i
bR R R 0 H . NHEMBE R s R ALE
S5 LA A W) )R 200 M ST e 3 A AT AR Y
T 0L N X DSB #ATIE AL, S BT R — 2L 5 51 Y
BB, R L R ) D BE 2k . HDR &
S Ae U RE A A AE A LAY G2 RS 31, % DSB 4y
A6 it AT [R5 S AR AR R A7 A L IX R ik ) DA™
A B o) e DR e A\ BSHCAL R 278 , HDR A 28
NHEJ 5 (FEE AT, SSNs AUl (1 S ] 71
VIR FZIRNG , = SRR AR (ZFNs, zine finger
nucleases) % s TR0V Py A% B2 B (TALEN,
transcription activator-like effector nucleases) FIREE:
T 4 8 1] 3C )y 41 #% (CRISPR, clustered regularly
interspaced short palindromic repeats) Cas 1% I [if
(Cas associated endonuclease ) »

ZFN FI TALEN J2 fiz 56 2 JE e O 1) ik DR 44 8 45
A, W LSRR, A2 th AT RLBUR I L5 DNA 25
B SIS S Fok TR N VI DI H 2540 I84H i
I X P DX g R R A Z M b )
Jop L AB ER T A AR AR b 2 2 5o A SR A5 [R) A, B i)
B K 4w 5 5 R 40 CRISPR/Cas i 3% #f 8 ¥ % .
CRISPR/Cas R4t L2 MR, 6 FhTU [ Z 7l
WEBY 5 —RAFE A H 24> Cas AL B PIHISb
TRZRR I 17 T RLRNTV B, 55 — I A4 Cas
HE VIR MNEAZ R IR |V BUA VIR H AT
W RRGMFR IR Z 5 R RS T AR
7Y Cas9 .V Y Cas12  VIF ) Casl3.
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Ak, 3T CRISPR/Cas I8 L 45 i 22 4t bl 4 b
TR SR A FG L4 2% (BE, base editor) ™"
5| 3 4m 48 4% (PE, prime editor)''*’ | CRISPR #4157
(CRISPRa, CRISPR activation) A1 CRISPR #J
(CRISPRi, CRISPR interference)***" /45, H: v fjf 3t
i B iy 32 LB A L E B i 48 7 (CBE, cytosine
base editors)"™* | it I A Bk 3L 4 48 7% (ABE, adenine
base editors)'"* | Bl K {1k M 6 Sk g %% (GBE,
glycosylase base editors ) > FINUf A Zi 45 75 (DBE,
dual base editors) 5522 A 2 i 5L K g A R
TEAEY S T H R (H AR e [FAE )
Y Z [ W g BOR AR R E R/ REAE R —
Pl R E AR, BE55L D g R B AR AE R G L N )
AE % st el R B L A3 B AR BB s 2k
HFFHIZ AR R G T o R o

2 ERHEFRAEXREHRPRINH

2.1 EFEFEFAREXSEFEMHRYE PRI
KGR — PP AR B A FORVE , PR ATTICA
IRV B v AN B P B AR AL, v R R K LR
P 28 T R AR T IR L, 2 R E = i e A
MTHY H 5 2R 2 AT 5 Ml ik 35 i e i )
BRR ) 5 ERMRORL R A ROTEER B R BRI R
T AR PERAR 52 B S A O . SRRk BRI R
IR E LM =N, W5 A L iE 2 CRISPR/Cas9
B Gmga3ox ] 5378 (K B kL F ek /b, (L3 2 3 i
PARRRLECHE B T R T i, Gmga3ox] ZEAER R
L AVEFAMCEEN BRIk, M RE RN LY
B AR I T R R R G s A v 1 G SR R
2 3B-BRAL B RE N GmGA3ox ] TE R S ik p K5
BRI A IERLE L IR 5 R G 1) 56
[N 2 2 — , i@ 1 CRISPR/Cas9 4 A X 55 7 18 4 1
KG A ER 6 51 GmJAGGEDI Je FIRIJ5 3L H 1k
177 s G, WE 9T e BB AE AR 55 0T BRAH LU 78—k
SER VUL IER B IERLEOR B 7 i b ¥ I S AR
T o L PR AE X 2400 245 K EL H AR T
PRI I3 BB TR S5 R N BRI SRl
KT (GWAS, genome-wide association study )47
P B K & B BRI LR D2 AL 43 ir k&
B, De2 $ 45 R 5243 B8, A CRISPR/Cas9 4R
BRI R A B ik 2R 1 RS B S G 22 /NI ™ i B
P, Cheng XM T 1 4~ & 154
sgRNA F Bt 1) pYLCRISPR-Cas9 #5143 F T % 4
154 A5 5 % i A2 A O 3L Bl EIN2  EIN3 il

EIL. 71¢ 9 8 54K 5 AC b 0 3k K13 EIL3 | EIL4 .
EIL2L =R GEARA i 58 78 (R Ak A A B I 2
TIER , R R TR SIS SR 14, BB B30 o, a2k i i 2
P T JERF AR KRG YL F Rl i &
BEPER, R K E 7 & . Zhang 5 R
CRISPR/Cas9 ¢ AKX JE I R BL [N PDHI i1 7
R i, 45 5 R pdhl S8R BURESEN: B 2 2
X 5 BN EEE A SRR R A K. 4
AR A I P g R K, O X
FoARAEHE 7R K G = MR R s L 2o A v 1)
SR
22 EEFEFAEXERRERME PN

RS H B B A ) T R
KRG ESR ST E A EEER, R e R
A R 40% M8 A TN 20% FIRA, e AR H
AL B 15 R 0 v ) R R, ATP2 S —
E3-RING {Z R iEHz il , FLHE ) f 7R St A S R 7
ABI3, Shen %5 *'jfii 2 CRISPR/Cas9 28748 24~ 4IP2 3
(AIP2a F1 AIP2b) , J& B8 AIP2 () Sl 2% v LA VA 15
ABI3 ¥ 5% [ 78 U6 14, I HLABI3 REMS MR K
GEREA EREEREA 2S HE A MIMIAE A%
PRI Rk, s inFh A i /. 7S 5 11S Bk
EEAT RS REIN TR %V, B E 7S E N
CRIFLARPE ) B 1S 2 1 (R ) I il 2R 87 it il
BRI R 0 TREME . RS N BRI 22 5 T 4
AR pGES401 , % 5585 34 QI T 7S WAL 4 B i &
FE DR G AR ( 7s-null) F 11S 37 HL Bk 2k 4 736 (K] 58725
R (1ls-null) o PSR BAT 50 77 1 i 43
A BRI (R B T LA R
XA B FE X K E M T R E R, KRGS
S EATR A 1A R S B IR Y 22
BT A5 BN B3R SRR R R R B AN At
{5 58 1% 3| MOTHER-OF-FT-AND-TFL1 (GmMFT) .
i £ CRISPR/Cas9 . A w Bk GmMFT 3 A, 58 A8 K
L O L Sl R 1 E A R WA s = D= 18
WA B 5E N 513 R IAUL R I mft 58 728 PR 3R IR
KA FRY X B ZEESE T GmMFT V81 K = Fh
TR RS AR E

BEAR R K21 B A R A PR B 8 e e 7 5
BT I B, QiR DR A ) B8 1 I U R B 2 R R
KRG ) B2 BRI , H A AN R B 1D R o5
Fb A, 1 G T R o O AR X A, S50 D s s i
FH B, 38 12 5 A ST I I 158 %ok A AR i B oA
b QuEFER AIEE T R EIMERA IR Gm15G117700
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Tb 3% 1K A MR RN 5L T CRISPR/Cas9 4% A 1 58 A48 (A A
PR, & B FR AR R & PRI T 3.94% , RAB(R
TR S BN T 3.49% , SEIAIERH Gm15G11770
0 LRI AT g2 — A 0 1) 845 R IR G A G A A
B . Ma 559938 14 CRISPR/Cas9 7 R k45 T
GmFATB1a F1 GmFATB1b ¥ R RN R i b 5 748
A, BF5E 2R BH FATB 1) 5 AR V800 T A el 1R e i
PR PRI AR D 2 A 1 i, A R T 43k o i R 2
HET B0 7 ) . FAD2 S Ak R A B T R 11 56
S, Xiao 21 1+ CRISPR/Cas9 4% AR 73 Wil B & 1
Gmfad2-1B F Gmfad2-2C (1) FHE PR FIDBUE PR i o 58
AR G5 5 % B FAD2 JE IR () 9 3% 1T L3 Jin K 53
T R SIV R 11 5 6, S UL DA i ok 28 A8 1R e e
TR O 1 o 2 e T R AR 28 A8 A, Jiao 550741
# GmFAD3C-1 2 3 18 K F [F @ b Al bk, & B
GmFAD3C-1 J [R50 i 105 1R 1t S B 1k , B DR
AR R 7 26 W GmEAD3C-1 K4 5014 W R R
TR UM, Zhou % i 1 CRISPR/Cas9 X K
T FAD2 BRI R 5 5 A I3 (GmFAD2-14
GmFAD2-1B. GmFAD2-24. GmFAD2-2B il
GmFAD2-2C)iH T EEK 4 , I 5 58 (Akk Zad i)
SRR AR P TIMIR o . BAENEMEIRG -7
i JIH B % iR §% #% T (PDCT, phosphatidylcholine
diglyceride choline phosphotransferas) +2 i i i /H 7
(PC, phosphatidylcholin) 1 — Bt H i (DAG,
diacylglycerol) M B AL , Li %70 7E K 5 3%
P Y TP SR IT AtPDCT AH I 1 [R] 5 5
GmPDCTI 1 GmPDCT2, i 3 CRISPR/Cas9 £ A&
Tl 53 K TR A R DR A 3028 78 A i 1% 2 T A T 1Y)
2.49 %, I PR 15 o R A RURRAR T 24 38% , B W i
¥Rk GmPDCTs 23 KA A8 1R IOk JIE B0AT A= 10 1t Tt
A T 00 ) Al it P AEL B i S 1 22 AN TR RN I 7 R
A HIMA A R RE . BN W Sl i 4 St
LRI TS E B T 1A IR SR T IR R Y
TR R, FA9 L F 55 9 5 Yt fA i 158 5L R 45 7
14~ SEIPIN & (1™ 3 o J PR 4 8 B0 o 2% B PR 22
AR e PR fa9 5878 AR b~ (4 S 9l R AT 43 R 2R
F IR N, Rl RE A R A
Hn. BEAh, %3k H 2 AR 2 UK BT RN
[ G
2.3 EFEFEFAREXERHBERKE PRI
g I FE R R BOR GO I FERRZ—.
K F 2 EA K G AL (SMV, soybean mosaic
virus) . K5 [TH% (SPM, soybean powdery mildew) .

K &% 25 AR )8 % (PRR, phytophthora root rot) 4 .
B X ik S o, e DR G R AR A R S e IR 4 ek
KA R TEEMER, WK G R SR & et
TSN . KT AE T R At A R
KA — PR A0 3 o Zhang %54 % F CRISPR/
Cas9 /1 3 1 2 5L [H 4 48 16 R (W] B 48 i) K & rp
GmF3HI .GmF3H2 M GmFNSII-1 3K ; 55 W A= B AH
LU, gl — LR G AR PRI 1) S BT 55 i 24 A o R
) 2485, K AL EE /b e 8 0 & i 7R IR e bk R
SC7 v B FEAR T 1/3, UERA S 3R 2 0 i 1 i
X SMV HEHT 7, MBI R 4 e K S il 5
Pt SMV 4L TR R E R L Ib b, A Wk R TN
TIMING OF CAB EXPRESSION 1b (GmTOCIb)
I K G % SMV I HTHEEH . FIH CRISPR/Cas9
FeARAN ) Gmitoc1b FRAEARFKILH X SMV K )
i 32 P a |, [F BIESE T GmTOCb 38 13 H A i
GmWRKY40 3Rk , IR KGR A T 1 B A AH
KIEH M FRIB , e 8 BT FAED SMV BHTPERE
2 AR K G —Fh B 2R EZ — A
B4 F) F CRISPR/Cas9 R 4175 % K 5. GmMLO R iy
B A ARAE T Gmmlo02 .Gmmlol9 . Gmmlo23 =,
FL [ B 5 22 28 AR F Gmmlo02 . Gmmlo19 . Gmmlo20.,
Gmmlo23 VUKL K BRI AR IR , 25 5 /R T 8 A8 {4
AR AR I X S R L vk i g e MR R
TR (P sojae, Phytophthora Sojae)i‘é%’@%l&¥z
—, PsAvh52 il ¥ 5] GmTAPI i K & 40055 , I
58 K G X P osojae B9 IR P o Liu % 38 o
CRISPR/Cas9 J [H 45 22 G i B K . i ) GmTAP1
FEH, & B GmTAPI VI8 2 X AE P HE i G 92 1) 5%
M4 /0N, I . tap 1 578 PR B[R] (R 4 Z PR T0 8 74
b, (B E R S 4T 3 P sojae Bk (P231,P233 Fil
P234) B Pk 58 . Zhang %5/ F§ CRISPR/Cas9
FIRNAI AR X Glyma05g29080 JE FAEHT 112595 Fl
gy vp VR FHUEAT THFSE , 25 SR 2L IR 2 AR 1A
R B FL I AR R A AR % Py U J 2 4 o, 459
D RS T B R TEBT A B R
24 EEREFAEXERFEMERSEPHINA
W R R R B S — PR
BRI E BB, AR K F I kA WK
O3 A A R K B E T R BRI, IF B
] SR A b PR S R AR R B, BE R e ERAE A K
5 IEE A EAL IR, PUis & ok ok M 2L, bt
PR R R A BRI A AR R
PMb Az ;= AT RS R A L . Wang 55l 1
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CRISPR/Cas9 £ RGN #E:{Y LHYla LHY1b LHY2a FlI
LHY2b PUSEPR 58 AR (RSB 5 25 B i S, WEBA T
GmLHYs T K G % ; Horh LHY1a #1 LHY1b
TE R 5 1 Hh e 2 E B A AR T, O HLX e
AN DLIIRETUAR o DL AN o B S 4 0 e BRI S
AT Lhid i ABA {5 53l BN S R 2 T80, %
5T Ry 380 o) B R Gt 6 42 1 R S i HT SR AR AL 1O
TEHE S . Wang 25147 3 CRISPR/Cas9 [ #E i) 6 >
GmAITR ¥ DL, ' T Gmaitr3 . Gmaitr6 IR 2878
R F Gmaitr2 . Gmaitr3 . Gmaitrd . Gmaitr . Gmaitr6
FHE R AN GEAR A, 33 R ol 5 AR ACHTS 2 30 4 T 6
BT ZFSY F2 0 GmAITR 3L Bk BiE Ko
it ER PE B RGR AR . A, WIRSY GmHdz4 LR X
R FERLRLT S i by, WF 5T N BRI T
GmHdz4 33 3k Mikk (GmHdz4-OE ) f1 3T CRISPR/
Cas9 5 AR [ B Mk ( Gmhdz4) 353047 T 538 52
55, G5 HUE B Gmhdz4 HAG H GmHdz4-OF 8 15 1 i
AR RS E2 B IRIT GIGANTEA (GDHY
[ PR 3L R, W7 7% A 51 5T CRISPR/Cas9 R 4612 e2
RAA 25 LRI E2 DIREMIE R NG 1 T K G
TEACHT ] AR, T HL G 58 T K G i it SR
O3 TG Ay BT3B, E2 38 R fiE (K G A% O IR
il K E1 e 55 4l 2 5 ROS T BRI R R X
i R 2 25 5 52 S\ AR I8 52 0[] Bt 2B 3R T A
FIR ', Wang 2550 ff 57 F W] 3 1 CRISPR/Cas9
Fe AR B8R GmERF1 3 PR 25 5 BUH X il 1) W 0850
S E N, 0 GmERF1 i3 323k W 255200 6 4 I i
JopiE AR SCIE R i R ik . E— PR R GmERFI
5 GmWRKY6 H #: HAE , M il GmPTS . GmPT7 il
GmPT8 1% 53 , WA T 52 Ml AECBAE PR 26 T A 4 %o Bk 11 1R
WO A AR . DL B AR5 A i o 5 R g i 4 v K
PR R SRR T TR
25 EEREHAEXEFEHBXRERDH

Nz F3

TEAE 2 R G B 5 AR K ) A g A K R I 1 ¢
BBz — o KRB (s H REVEY), X
Jei) A AR L ARURE A B 25 52 K 7 R T T
FIFPARE DX, VR P Rl Ay 45 B A PR it/ DX 3
T8 R 2 S 04 IR o o R HORS T AE  |)  2
PEo XTR GBIk R X s R e i &
KELE, WERTEFMWELSERZ — LR
FAEIR gt 224127 st il Z R AR AR 2 B Uk 5K
T ABARHE (IR N GmCDPK38 AE A1 K & T
A6 B[] R0 AT AP Oy TR A N M, A RR

GmCDPK38 PSR R Y2 S 380K I AE , IF
B R X RSO i BT M . Lin 882 5 42 5
PRI 2 IR A3 A 76 K w2 P S o 1AM i R AR 5 3
588 6 4% K X Y (RS Tof8, FFIE I Tor8 fis
PESE R R AR IF FKFT 9 [R)JE LR . F1) ] CRISPR/
Cas9 4 A W3R8 FKF1a 7 FKF1b () LR 2878
PRFNBIE PR 28 A8 A, 7E 4 H RS 0 H BT, X
RAFRI A A VE T A, & FKF1a 1 FKF1b 2.
(A FEAE S BE TUAY . FKF1b 2 Tof8 HE [H JAE () 56 4 Ak
K. AP3 T 9 8 52 ) 22 FiE 1) 46 2% 1 10 45 1) A2
b, % K 2 MADS %% 58 [ 1 R W5 8 5t GmAP3 47
WF5T , &I GmAP3 13235 516 K& 5 HH 5 14 2 75 i
FER A FRIB VI, I H GmAP3 N 3R ik
FE AR TFAE B [ 3R AT, AL 2 BB A &k 4
AF1) i  CRISPR/Cas9 i K] 4 48 H7 A A1) 2 1 K
i GEAR R AR T AL B[] 22 3R |, R I GmAP3 7] g
$2 85 18] 42 52 W K 9 A6 & B HE W oK =R AR
N1 R
26 ERGREFAREXASLEEBRRBXMERPH

K F

A TR =z B A AR SC R AT DU E PR
FeaE D RE R X AT R R R B G
B, REAE AR A7 32, FOAH SCSER nT DL s 3
A A R AR IR TR 1) MR R 5 P B
YR A FRAE B E . NINJEGREIE PR
F, NSPI A] DA% NIN (#3355 Chen % fifi Ff]
CRISPR/Cas9 i AR UEHH T NSP1 %t 45 88 $ike 1F 17 4%
YE L, I 0 & NSP1 B [ [ 5 356 D5 A B F 3 I
GmRR11d., F|FI RNAiFI CRISPR/Cas9 % GmRR11d
PEAT T INREIRST , 45 R B GmRR11d Y E gl sk 58
AP E T AR AR B E N, UESS T GmRRI11d
K GG ) B R R, 9 H & B GmRR11d 7]
VIS GmNINIa (335 , NIl K G g . gk
(o] R A s [e] BRI 1, R A AR 1 3 7 EE 52 ) R
GIAERER . HFRAREE T AT =0
F P N T GmNAC039 1 GmNACO018, %P1
GmNAC039 F1 GmNACO18 EHEBLTE GmCYP KM )
FEIR VMR HELE 1 328 AR — SR i ek E &
VPR ORI HIG I An M i S8 T, 1T e B A
PR AE 3R T MRS 5 S IF B T GG TR
Wang %058 Bl — 2K B R T NAC K s I8+
SNAPs 52K 57 AR AR I 28 2 1) 1y A 2R 36 X 248 1 A%
UMK 4L, 3 38 CRISPR/Cas9 4% A A i T SNAPI .
SNAP2 ,SNAP3 .SNAP4 VUK R AR A, K LR AR A
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HIRE & B 1EH , o AL B XoF 20 BHL 18 AH X AN UK
A A FE R R 114 ] G M I AE R MR R . RAE
HOJR B e A R b R T o BRI VE AT, Wu 46
i CRISPR/Cas9 RStk GmYSL7 W% Ik FIpk 7
FRORR R e 07 i 7 5 S - GmbHLH300 B3Rk
LR, T 263k GmbHLH300 W23 B AR SR 5
(] ZRU Tt % AR kS i UEBA T GmYSL7 245
il 4 DA I AR IR (14) 328 4 R 7E K SRR IR Hh 4 A1 118 56
SRR DR, 7 T kR e AR A R R
1) o3 F AL
2.7 BEFEFEHAREXEFERXERHPHINA
AL SAA R S EY T BN A RGERZ
—, HAARE R A5 R K G SR ik &
KA R B OCE S MMEN . H RS MR
KNE RN msl . ms2 .ms3.ms4 Fl ms6 O ¥ W55 -
Horp, MSIFEF G 1 M ME SRR EA
NACK2, 7€ 16 25 30 50 o 24 K A = 55 40 i Al 19 T2
AR 3E 4t CRISPR/Cas9 5E [H Bl 4 MST IS , ms1 58
IR UNIOFIyp TN Y G I R R T TN
R P MS2 4 bHLH % s [H 7, il i Bk
A AR 1 A 9 BORD B AR A DG B R e P A
FH, 3 HA ] CRISPR/Cas9 4% RIFSE T 55 ms2 %€
AR B KA I E Glyma. 10G281800, 7E
AR AL TS 5 F 5 Al M AR B R AR 5738 R
AR, ms2 FEAR R SF A0 e, SR 48 KD
TH PR FEAE T B Hou %™ M EF 1 MEA
PHD-finger %4 #4 1 1) J& [ MALE STERILITY 3
(MS3) , MS3 1) B & 578 3 EURIFAE AT 28 11 F1 PHD-
finger Z5 PSR A3 B 2 | SE I s 3 A8 (4™ HE f
ANEIMFER, @t CRISPR/Cas9 £ AR HE ms3 2875
T, B — 250U T e AN B RSt ms3 JE[H 58

®1 ERRERAREXEFHINA
Table 1 Application of gene editing technology in soybean

A, AMIFSE & B ms3 RAFRA & ] LUITE
KHBBAMTIE ., Hitk, ms3 278 R AT T4 2
B ERGE RDOCEA T R, TR 245,
XL B EA T EENE X, Yu g TE
Koo iR I s R v T 14t R2R3-MYB
B S D () A B A P E R B L D MS6. i — 25 A
HI CRISPR/Cas9 5L K 448 AR , BoriiE 1 MS6 JE [H
ViR GACKTE M EVE B YR DI RE , IR A A5 5
EBERI K G AT ms6 AT HAR S, T
PSR LA O O N =i VS ey
CRISPR/Cas9 FEH 4 ARG B R 55 =%
LB AR RGO SR G AR H I
2.8 EEREFAEXEZHMMERSRPHNA

P YRl s B R | NS i 21 W A (18 =)
I E R PR B R R S ik ]
HERABOTEZ —. Wei 251 1 BE3 RS 1E
GmAHAS4 T 51 ABER 0, 3K15 T GmAHAS4
alif H Al A% 19 P180S 2845 , M I 445 B T 470 Bk
FIK G, GmAHAS4 P180S 58 A8 1A X SR e | p itk
I R A it 2 Je FL A B S R B . AR T LR
FEP GG TR, T 52 0 G A R 2 DR ik 2
X 77 5 T8 B A ook RS B BB . Kong
GO R E T IR R BN KRG RA K
(T4219) , IF 38 1 A7 v B o A7 2] 1 A i 3k 356 A
GmVPS8a (Glyma. 07g049700) , ¥F — & & W 7¢
T4219 7K H , GmVPS8a 55— i+ F By Wi
P 17 2 % T B0 g 65 2 1 4R AT 4k, I A
CRISPR/Cas9 £ R XF GmVPS8a K -4 72 5 578 ,
WMTARAG T 5 T4219 AR F A — BN RARK . %
WF 5T A K S AR bk Y ) a8t 44 i R AR S TR
AL (£ 1),

PR HUHEA i RYGE E =P
Characters Target gene Editing systems Reference
FoEE GmGA3ox1 CRISPR/Cas9 [25]
Yield
GmJAGGEDI CRISPR/Cas9 [26]
D2 CRISPR/Cas9 [27]
EIL3 EIL4 EIL2L CRISPR/Cas9 [28]
HRITR PDHI CRISPR/Cas9 [29]

Pod shattering




6 # XIESRGRE « SER Gt AR AE R 7 LR Th AR 4 Rt G et B i v 925
F1(48)
PR HUELH G R Sk
Characters Target gene Editing systems Reference
i T AIP2 CRISPR/Cas9 [31]
Quality 7S al a2 a'l .a'2.7S o'3 B1.2 118 Alab2 CRISPR/Cas9 [32]
A2Bla .Alabl A544B3 .A3B4.Gy7
GmMFT CRISPR/Cas9 [33]
Gm15G117700 CRISPR/Cas9 [34]
GmFATBla .GmFATBIb CRISPR/Cas9 [35]
GmFAD2-1B ,GmFAD2-2C CRISPR/Cas9 [36]
GmFAD3C-1 CRISPR/Cas9 [37]
GmFAD2-14 .GmFAD2-1B .GmFAD2-24 .GmFAD2-2B .GmFAD2-2C CRISPR/Cas9 [38]
GmPDCTI .GmPDCT?2 CRISPR/Cas9 [39]
FA9 CRISPR/Cas9 [40]
B GmF3HI .GmF3H2 .GmFNSII-1 CRISPR/Cas9 [41]
Disease resistance GmTOCIb CRISPR/Cas9 [42]
GmMLO CRISPR/Cas9 [43]
GmTAPI CRISPR/Cas9 [44]
Glyma05g29080 CRISPR/Cas9 [45]
Pl GmLHY CRISPR/Cas9 [46]
Stress resistance GmAITR CRISPR/Cas9 (47]
GmHdz4 CRISPR/Cas9 [48]
E2 CRISPR/Cas9 [49]
GmERFI CRISPR/Cas9 [50]
FFAE GmCDPK38 CRISPR/Cas9 [51]
Flowering date FKF1 CRISPR/Cas9 [52]
GmAP3 CRISPR/Cas9 [53]
GmFT2a .GmFT4 CBE [94]
AR [ GmRR11d CRISPR/Cas9 [56]
Root nodule nitrogen fixation GmNAC039.GmNACO18 CRISPR/Cas9 [57]
SNAP CRISPR/Cas9 [58]
GmYSL7 CRISPR/Cas9 [59]
AT MSI CRISPR/Cas9 [61]
Male sterility M2 CRISPR/Cas9 [62]
MS3 CRISPR/Cas9 [63]
MS6 CRISPR/Cas9 [65]
HUBRHREA GmAHAS4 CBE [66]
Herbicide resistance
=il GmVPS8a CRISPR/Cas9 [67]

Plant type
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