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Abstract: Tropical crops, including banana, papaya, sugarcane, cassava, rubber tree, oil palm, etc, are
of importance in Chinese agriculture, which not only provide raw materials for our daily life and industrial and
agricultural production, but also contribute to the main agricultural output and economic growth in tropical and
subtropical zones of China. There are many barriers in tropical crops in use of modern molecular breeding
techniques, such as polyploidy, heterozygous, vegetative propagation, long juvenile phase and large size of

plants, etc. The genetic improvement of tropical crops through conventional breeding is troublesome, time-
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consuming, low efficiency and less progress. The development of genome editing technologies has brought a

new way in tropical crops breeding. CRISPR-Cas9 mediated genome editing has been widely used in plants,

profited from its higher targeting efficiency, versatility and ease of usage. This approach has been applied in

banana, cassava, rubber tree, and sugarcane. Here, we focus on the recent advances based on CRISPR/Cas9

methodologies, and summarize their application in tropical crops breeding, as well as propose future

perspectives and challenges in improving tropical plants.
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CRISPR/Cas #4t (Clustered regularly interspaced
short palindromic repeats/CRISPR-associated protein)
U 28 0 Ay ke [R] 4 9t 0 ) e DA T A B Fe b ) T L 22
—o 19874 W N\ G AE KA F (Escherichia coli)
[ B 8 R 1 [W] T (IAP, alkaline phosphatase
isozyme ) J& [K 1 17 ¥k & I CRISPR J¥ 4] , % 7 5l i
FAR A A2 A W — B TR STl Y 3
PG 1 B R PTE AR SE AR . T8 i CRISPR
J¥ 40 4 5 1) Cas 25 [ A1 5| 5 RNA (sgRNA, single
RNA) ) S 43 Z 5t , CRISPR/Cas 1] LAFE ELAZ A )
Hh AT e AT P RS [ 470 A G0 2R D G S A 1A
H CRISPR/Cas Z2 Gt T & W FH Sy ELAZ 200 L 14 ks K] G
BTHOAWNRHUE B TR

2013 4, CRISPR/Cas9 % 4t i 25 v FI -+ #L e
TE B ORAEAVNE S 2R T CRISPR/Cas9
BORTEAE Y b )2 0 AR 5 . /S, CRISPR/
Cas9 FGE AW , (i 2 AR RAS F s 53 1
KOs AL B T U A5 AR A B R 2 4 A2 75 B
o Nz . BOk 2 R VR A AR YY)
i 228 368 1o B R 4 i 4 04 5 DR 2 e 6 Sk AP IR
MK . KUk, CRISPR/Cas9 $ A A5 1 i i 1 7 ¥
FRY IR 1] A B PR s 2t |\ B bR OR U2 A G
RIS, B H B )&, CRISPR/Cas9 5% 5L H & Fh
BN L, ARSI R 5% 7% 3 FE L R4 v, DA
T A8/ HE ) 2 A Tl AU - 1 I %

TE R L DR G A AR RS HERE R R
IR S PR, 0 FRAT TR H R AR TG AT ARl
Fefit 7T E A AR, SR, XLV LA E R
SR HA W2 R RS A% 52 e i P s BELAS . IR
9K CRISPR/Cas9 £ A U 1E B 7 P AE 9 AT W58
R IE , HAH SIS i Ak TR A B B, SR T LK
Fit /N2 AR AR FL , 58 R HTZK S AT5AR
ZE¥LiE . AN A48 CRISPR/Cas9 R 4t (IR 5E sh 3
ZEIR HAE R VEY b 1) 1 HTBUIR , LU S i 1)
LN g TR TARRR S

1 CRISPR/Cas9 245 E B

CRISPR/Cas9 J2 A 49y i [N 4 i 4 v 25 7 e W]
1y e Sz VG AN 2 I RS % RS A
JCPF N . — PR A Cas9 19 RNA 5| 5 DNA 4
VI, 55— J& sgRNA, Cas9 5 sgRNA 2545 1] LU
B 5 sgRNA B AN LR F 41, 374 L DNA &
BRI EE KT 24 (DSB, double-stranded break) . X J5,
XU W 4 32 258 o 75 Ty A ) AL D5 R v i 4
(NHEJ, non-homologous end-joining ) 14 15 2%, JC 45 1%
i [A] J5 ¥ 2H (HDR, homology-directed repair) 2 1&
5o ARFIEA S i 4 75 o T BRI A AL LR
R, T2 ARSI, EAZ A b W] 5 21
A AR SR AR 17T I [R) 905 AR g i 42 2 A ) JL 3R
o PRI, AT DIGH I BURE W 54 FIRE f5 1Y DNA 852k
SB[ AE O RN 2 TN A 4 e . TEAE W R
CRISPR/Cas9 ZGEC ) 2 FH T s A i R
PSRN, Aok AR S i N O

SR, JET Cas9 Y Hk A i 4 1Y) dc K55 MR TESE
PRI 20 RO B AR B0 A A 0L BT 284, X 1] BB 23 7 AR R
A KPR R, g i IR 5 . RZ2EE0N
AL 2 b B it AL A S AR & SNPs, iy Z A
B A R 2 i T R ACIE P81 . IR, JE T Cas9
FR BB L 2 7% ( BE , base editing) F15| 54w #% (PE,
prime editing) 9% ¥ & 1ok GG R RIS | 5 G
BRI P FP AT LUEAS 75 BE AU W 248 i sl fHE 4 DNA
RN A0 T8 150 7 A7 a5 A T S 4 P A 1 18] 2
BT R G R A TR R T 1Y Cas9 45 ) Sul R
AMGLEF B AG B, 7E sgRNA 5 5 N ) B AR
B A, DT 58 i B AR BRI B BHE
N GUFHERBIE & (R e T H =27 T SE P C: G
F| T: A#4e1Y CBE (Cytosin base editor) ,A: T#/| G:
CH#440L¥) ABE(Glycosylase base editor) ,C:G#|G:C
B0 CGBE(C 3] G base editor) F1A] [w] isf £ i 4 Fif
RRI I (CHI G, CHIT,CHIARAFG)
LA J% InDels ) CGBE 5 ABE Fil 5 11 %t S il -5+
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A8 Bk ik 4 %5 2% (AGBE, a dual deaminase-mediated
base editor by fusing CGBE with ABE ) &1 | i
YA L, 515 2 4R ) PT DAAERE A s B A 7 T A m]
AERY B L5540 /NG InDels M H4H A1, HAn, 3
TR Bk I G 4R RN 5 | 5 g R S 2 AE KRS /D
2 Bk F AR ILRAE Y TR T T I, U T
RAFIIRER 1,

2 CRISPR/Cas9 i ARFEF EHFAEY
Rz

CRISPR/Cas9 R A TEF I il H T i ¥,
TERLUHE ) o B R N R R TER A RA
JNCHE OREE ARG IR S R AR R
EE VI, B E EA aT
21 FE

B (Musa spp.) St H 22 1 SR e & i 48
GrVED , o2 4 R fif 5L 0 2% 1 A3 ) & e KoK
T FEAE B3R [ HHE 5 W AT b [X A R A 30 AN
SRR PR A EEEH . R, FAEA T Z E;
Z T 5 e E A A A A bt ) E
SRR B A AR R AR S EAE
WL LR A | X BRI E A A e E
FIRE & B AL KB i Fl . A2 B AP 5 AR A ik
B A A R B B RN, R, &
BV BRI S E TP PR O AR )
FIAERR

K B YA AE G2 O AR AR B A T g sT
T CRISPR/Cas9 £ [H 4 4 i FL R IR R . &R
L7 ) F CRISPR/Cas9 J: [R] 2 5+ A 78 B Py 45
(AAA) il /A T iR 21 2 I SR L X (MaPDS,
phytoene desaturase gene) , 343 5¢ 4= FIAL FIAE FH I
A MEERER , EE N 55%, Kaur 55
P4t XF Rasthali (AAB) H12 /> PDS(RAS-PDSI Fi
RAS-PDS2)FE[A 1) sgRNA 5| 5 Cas9 B YJ#IILA , 5
AR F] 59%, Naim 25 7% Williams (AAA)
BEE X PDS FER S5 1 AMNE 71 2> sgRNA 5|
T Cas9 B DI K A, 2 55 20 %235 3] 100%. Ntui
ZEDOV LY &5 T S A Musa accuminata (AA) Fl Musa
balbisiana (BB)Z:7% £ [N 41 ) PDS JE N, 78 fe PR 5T
X% 3T T 2 A4 % PDS K& [ 4 sgRNA g
CRISPR/Cas9 # 14 , If % {1k 3| % #& Sukali Ndiizi
(AAB) 1K # Gonja Manjaya (AAB) it iR B 17 40
FLH X6 18 A g ik 28 R4 TR AT A5 A L PR i
Fh R BPULEEE] 100% 1) /5 A0 58 28 F1 723 bp YK F Bt

G . TERT AR AR R LA Pkt |, 2020
A, Wu 882V AE A B TR AR AR 3 T CRISPR/
Cas9 ., CRISPR/Cas12a #1 RNP-CRISPR-Cas9 X} PDS
FE IR i R , & B CRISPR/ Cas9 41 S 1528 5%
R FHABPIAAZR . 2022 4F, Zhang %5225 14 XF
Cas9 1 T3 0O AL A fl A2 9 IR U6 J5 71
Ak Cas9 5L K 20 4 B 2R 3 A, (SR 0K S 5 T 4
. 2023 4F, Hu 8%/ H) F] CRISPR/Cas9 %t K] 4H 4
BEHAR B BE R 20 g o NS R BR T A A
] — 2k A b, ST FE AN o5 A i PR 4 i 4B e X
SIS REFE K o327 TN B, DN AE 7 A v e vy
TR T R R B B SR A R AR R R
T AR 2 G B AR i 0 FH 2 T it

Fifi % CRISPR/Cas9 4 5 4 AR K 2 16 & £ h 11y
A3 T, CRISPR/Cas9 415 (1) 56 [K 21 4 4 15 R AE
L RN A e e LIRS R T S ML T 18
K AT ek bR RV 54 55 0 T . R SR BU
(BSV, banana streak virus) s&— F & & 75 7 £5 B 5t
IR 2w ) U4 FT IR DNA 6 25 , 7] 0 1 TR BSV
(eBSV, endogenous BSV) . ‘B =H M T AE M K
2 (AAB) A W FR ] 74537 B 3L PR 20 i — A4
HMLEF Musa balbisiana 5% FATT A WA N SR A 1
F. 2019 &, Tripathi 452 F] F§ CRISPR/Cas9 7 A&
i B RN IR SR B0 B , BOL R TG AN RE 7 A iR e
S RE R, A AR AE T AR B RN A B B FE AR K
FETRAL LI b 0 P B P (] S Sy 3 A
P9V B R LA BOR M . 2021 4, Tripathi 552 )
FH CRISPR/Cas9 %t MusaDMR6 KK HE4T 4 , 3745
T YU AR 2 A A . DFo A Dt 2 aE 1o
CRISPR £ RIS B WA AEAT 20 4525 B/ INFR 1 5
an Ff2e . R 2B Cavendish 2375 2 5 Rl G SR A H B-
B8 N SRR, Kaur 227 Fl CRISPR/Cas9 £
AR G575 8L LCYe FER M5 5 S50 ok A il & 7
B-THES MR AR SAN, AT TR - % bR
TEES T 6 gmiE kR R . W5 & B Rasthali
(AAB) ™ CCD4 (RAS-CCD4) W45 i 253k 5 R A vh
B-HHE N EA B E AL, Awasthi 52 F
CRISPR/Cas9 4 /& % Rasthali H1 (1Y) RAS-CCD4 J
WA TG, R LIS AR AR R TR B8 PR LR
WP RO E £ o fE A A0 Y iR
MaGA200x2 \Achn379131 Fl MaACO1 JER 433 T
PRI AR S DR AU I Y AR R Y
22 FEARIK

& KK (Carica papaya L.) &K JNFHE AN E
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(1) 22 4 A AR SR, A A R0 AT [ K12
FE L DAL & 0 SR 2 R e T sz 0Ga . SR,
e A= 1 K i 32 B 3 AR I ER BE 48 M5 #5975
(PRSV, papaya ringspot virus) [/ 5 FR il , 09
R85 & BR 7l & e i . l T3R FE nT
Fe A RBUIR RWE =, AR B P4 SLRt eS| il
LG22 B RELLSE & BP0 SRl 5T 8 R
FAR N v o el B AR PTm . iR AR
IRBEG BE 114 7 5 DR 35 A I 27 — A I R K A
Yy, BT 1998 4FAE 5 B R B Mk Ak A 77 2008 4F
e A INIE KA 7 B0 1 58 15 e A A2 AR v A
X} 45 5y $E 37 TR AR AR ZR () 2 3360 33 el g )
CRISPR-Cas9 RGEHHA T ANNG 17311 F A4
A I AR S

H [ BT RO B2 B B AR W AR F 5T P
H IR A W 2 4 9 53 1A B ARG BB N 52 R Golden
Gate 72 44 5 T 25 A I 995 2% 1) CRISPR/Cas9 1
FRIDE 2 U] R RBBARS B JS XOET AR RI AR
IBEAENREEE LR SF T 81, R A CRISPR/FnCas9 £ A
Fil Golden Gate ZIA&M R 40, K 51> sgRNA HRIKF]
] — 24 b, 38 S R ek e AR I | SEBL T X
T AR KIREEAL 955 25 P /E FH Y . it , Brewer
ENE R EAN SR, BT T 3 X AR
PDS F£ [ 1) sgRNA, @ 57 T — B A5 801 3% F
CRISPR/ Cas9 A NI R 448 R G0 . Zoad SR 1Y
RESLDAE MR R B 58 2 10 1AL 7, 78 3 1~ gRNA
AT ARG ) 6 5 A A ) AT SR P 1 2 R 3
Y i, InDel 2% 2% 1 50 % 4 81%. IL4h, Hoang
SEHOTE BT — P o AR R TR R TE A A I TR 4 G
ERCRIR N BIRR R . X EEAfF5E M H CRISPR/
Cas9 RE VA THAIIEH e AT MR R AT
FRIFRE T B is% .
23 HE

H B (Saccharum spp.) f2& it I 80% 1) B il
26% M) C TR Tl JEORMEY . H E Y 3 R 41
FE A YA P fe 5 22 8 (2n = 100 ~ 130)
HE R AR IE R A A TS H
T ARAE R SRRk B A AR . SRR 4]
SRR IT S B RERE B AR BT

Zhao 55l R YUK S GUS T 4 19 7 oK A
M Cre/lox Fil CRISPR/Cas9 Z Gt AL R , [l it o4
HAEr SR ARCR, 45 KR, Pk Cre/lox R 42>
Cre/lox £4i> CRISPR/Cas9 &4t . 456 iIF CRISPR/
Cas9 ARG 5288500 5 [R) P FE 20 56 4 — 3, T PASE

PAE I AG HESE AR , Sy H e H AR BE R i () S2 3 153
P& A AT SE AR 4l o BE A S B (MgCh, magnesium
chelatase) & M4 Z A W) 6 IR 2 0 G EE Rl . 5
PDS i B 5 R B9 B A0 AN 1 AE R BUATA] , MgCh 58 7%
KRR R B B Ay R, SR AR R A
Kl BEAI . Eid 259541 % MgCh 3L 1Y 2 4~
sgRNA, L1 CaM V35S fi5 3l 5K 50 % #1515 19
Cas9 #4 g 2 A, F) 1 5L DRI AG 123 76 1 88 it Bl CP88-
1762 AL P ik, IF LA T b4 d Y
A SVRAFTE 28 CHIFRE 37 CHULBIIEFR 48 h
J5 PR R 28 CHE IR S AR A 520w, K IR A Ak
P S ORPE T 24 IR HLAR B T 2 A4
PR AR As . IR i I R AL R IR,
P A SR AR FE I L . W] B Oz S5 R
CRISPR/Cas9 % A 4 48 H ¥ £ 1t 7L iR & Wi (ALS,
acetolactate synthase ) 11 5 BR LR A SC ) P25
fith 7 (W574L F1 S6531) o Xf 3K F 5 ANl 57 52 55 11
146 D S7HALRAR AU PEAN R B, BR 25 B 18 it
Z 0 WST4L 87 S6531 41, 11 1> R HY L BEFLIR 15 it
(ALS) Hr[A]Bsf 1 80 7§ 1] W574L Fil S6531 A 24 SR
B XA AT 3 A A% T R R o 2
PR A R L3S0 A
24 KE

K Z (Manihot esculenta Crantz) J&: t FL#H 5
SV FAGHT b DXV AR AT ) EARAE , L R
Tl JEOoR AR E ) B AR Th A A R
I DR G i K A il R AR BB A 7 v A ) AL AR W AR
(A R T DA KR 5 R AR BE T LIS . R st Ak
AR (1R S 7 T LR 2000 P 14 5 B e 75 T CRISPR
F14) 58 D] 2 Gt 50 R A A S8 L 0 g R 5 v g
TIFUASEEL, T R E FH B A TRk, 2017
4, Odipio 55 B RAE AN AR 25 A (TMS60444 Al
TME204) ' 42 i T CRISPR/Cas9 4 F [y #! [
MePDS 5E N 4 I WEFE o ZE PN AR S b 4331
AT 58 F1 25 A4S 7 B LD Bk &, G v R B i Ao
TME204 [ P AE AR 90% DL EAT FIAERT . Xl
CRISPR/Cas9 HARLEA T HH N #E T F 5

W 5E N 5 Bl 226 CRISPR/Cas9 # A F A
PUPE B3 R VE R O BT A s DL TE R S L R
T K& EFIE . ARZE4E 450% (CBSD, cassava brown
streak disease ) FIARZEEM5 (CMD, cassava mosaic
disease) J& A 2 I (1 P AP 32 L 8% KM 0 BE W o
Gomez 2 FEAE R TMS60444 it B B ELG
[A-f-4E(eIF4E, eukaryotic translation initiation factor
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4E) & I RY BB BUME 2545 2 171 -1 (nCBP-1, novel
cap-binding protein-1) Fll nCBP-2 JE4 7 ¥ [n] 5 A7 |, [
AT AR 25 AR OB RE AR (19 AP R B4 2%
W EELEIY R TR A FR R, BRI B T X R A i
B (IR AT 58 2Bk . Mehta 5547 F1]
CRISPR/Cas9 £ AR T & A YA B AL - 2 UL 1
1B G 48 Ak 2 %8 S YN AR S s 2 AT R R B
BTk, X AT EE S BT U R 1] — MR R X
I (AC2) Y B> sgRNA A 56 o i W JE1 ) 1] F
CRISPR/Cas9 H A [ G 307 HL >4 KA AL M- 2
SE P 2H DNA, i e U ORI R 1Y sgRNA B fF
AL TR R R AR 8 5 . T Veley 554
J£F CRISPR 1T HY S A G R AR, LN PR APE AL A
3 R S Y GFP bR i i AN iz 25 11 Bk [ (SWEET,
sugars will eventually be exported transporters)
MeSWEET10a, J1 & 1 — i a] fAL T H A I A
4 T P A% 25 9% (CBB, cassava bacterial blight) 7 {4
PN A B e AR , 3 S CRISPR A5+ 1 [7] 5 5 4 A ik
PRUBR 10 78 A S N 1 B T 7R o Wang S50 i)
CRISPR/Cas9 H ARG A H MeSWEETI 0a HEH 1 )
Bl FHEBR T 9 A8 B FR 0 A S AN AR A 2 s 1 KT
71, BIFRSE M GEARAH RN TE 5 A KR 1. 7EK
SEFERHER T T8, Bull 54236 T CRISPR/Cas9 1
TR\ TE R W) TN Fi v VE o3 I3t Jo 7 T ) by
Ao Luo %52 H] F X sgRNA CRISPR/Cas9 % 4t 5E
BT K B E K 4> S (SBE, starch branching
enzyme) SBE2 [ B K g, AKA% T ELEEVE Ry AIBTE
TER I E IR AR R . DFFEA SR CRISPR/
Cas9 £ AR XS I & Jo JUA Z i Rl R 47 7 220
Juma %55 FI| Fif CRISPR/Cas9 Xt CYP79 Z i ) P450
PR AR T L R (CYP, cytochrome P450 enzyme)
MeCYP79DI1 ¥ 55 3 Ah i F A7 1 #8 1] 5 %
mecyp79d1 FaEAk Z M R VR ATE AR ALY
W) & mBEME T 7% . Gomez %55 it — 4 F Hi
CRISPR/Cas9 43¢ A Gt 48 7 (U 2 B A 105 R 1
A B A S BB SE [N CYP79D1 R CYP79D2, K
XU R BRI BR T 3 PR 2 (TMS60444, TME419
I TMS91/02324) 1 7 55U BE 7, B35 DAL i B3 0 A /s
P> CYP79D & R X A 7= U BTk A AR 22 57

I A 2 35 14 Bt A R A Xt o Ay R 5L A 9
f TMS60444 fits Bt 32 5t ™ i FIE R & AR 204
Z Pitk 2 NI E Y E RS2 AR R
I B TR AR A A A B e Ras R A HOR B
A EEE S i E BB A W B R A T L D 2

REAF 2 ] BALE AR 24 ) & Rl B R BIF 5 7 RTS8
PEJE ST T R AR S R S R AR R 8 5 i R s
B Al K I R g 2R i B A LA S A L 4L R i
) YAO Jii 81 T 9K 5 Cas9 £ 11 %35 , 4 MePDS %
, it B RO AR B 93% , B A AV 4l A % AR Gk |
45% , RS 45 R 55 TR G A S 1Y) e v 2 SR AR
RIS %M 5% A1 BA A I CRISPR/Cas9 # A i 2
G TR AT S PR UE RS A B IIT (SS, soluble
starch synthase) R MeSSIII-1 F11 MeSSIII-2 , . Wi 5% 12
FE LA (STP, sugar transport proteins) MeSTP7 Fll
MeSTP15 % I AL it (VINV, vacuolar invertase)
MeVINVI LS WRKY 5 G815 MeWRK Y12
SERBARAL AL, X AR A S T AR IR, i — 2B R BT R
BYME T ARZTEH A S TR 25w St
2.5 1A

B VG5 i B (Hevea brasiliensis Muell. Arg.) J&
MG RIRAGIE ) FEER W, BN —Fh HAA K=
(6 ~ 74 [ SEACBER R, 0 3 5 FL B RO g
FEERS A 7 3 A e R R0 A AT A 42 5
Ko P, I YIS S 5T Bk I AR s
PP AR D R AR AR 4 35 TR 4 e 47 A T e 5
e AG IR D A Jo R T A R O 3 1 B B A S A A
FH CRISPR/Cas9 + AR 7EAZ 4 v ifE A 7 5 R G 6 25
SE T RS SRR AR R S LA R ST B A
FIR TR 28 AR 1K pad4 R $ERR , i1 CRISPR/Cas9 R 48
13BN RASRRERE , i — 20 BE IR AT 1R 95 d
FRBE T B E GO R 2 BE AR A AT BA
T 5 22 R AR AR A 5 AR T 44 b i F CRISPR/Cas9
R B U & TG DNA LR 21 2 i 2R 48, 1 T A 43
SV XS AT LA bR R 22 SR AR e W A6 1 i S ] (FT
TFL1) T sgRNA, F| I PEG /5928 Cas9-sgRNA
2H %% R A AZ A% 25 11 (RNP, ribonucleoprotein) 5 A
T PR A4 4 1 D A A, FE PR 3RS T TR
JKi# CRISPR/Cas9 R 4%, Ak B To/ME DNA 1544
SR AR R T S %, 202148, 1% H A
PE— 2 FH 5 AR N TR U6 Ji 357 3K 31 sgRNA
(A2 53 , A B A AS AR S5 A T s v A T I ) 248
B HbU6-2 1 pHbU6-4 LK 51 11 2 48 3050 %K e 5, I 1k
B 3 2 F HoU6-2 1 M Je 8e 38 s sl . bl
J&i , Dai SE I 10 A~ $8 1] 5 AN FF 76 B[R] A OG5 5]
(FTHMITFL1) A9 sgRNA X EL PO AR Bopd D A6 o (A A 7
FER A gmtR oy BT, & B 3 R AR, Bk A A
TRV 3 4, JH b R ol 2 5 Ok 2 HH R A T X
HbPDS HEH I Fa e f5 b i s A4 B HF G AL AR I
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A 4181, 35453 T CRISPR/Cas9 415 ) 3 [H 45
SR HA U R A 25 R AR A 42
2.6 HIER

FLAT B8 £ L5 R IhR (Elaeis guineensis
Jacq.) & — i HE S 1 Fom AR AR B L 2 A
()l T2 FORHEY) o 4 BROAZ AR I Y 75 5K %
AERG, 3 2050 45, BRI 0T SRORE 1Y 2 2.5 12
e A A W B Y S E R R
(R AR R Tl A H g 3G I AR T 2 SR i
Feth 5 WERIE AR AL AR R Y, S
AP IR A 5 0, 5 WL A 22 75 i oxdE LA its 2 Bl AR5
Ko AEYIE MBI MEOR A R, B
W GOHIAR L BRI BORBEAT 1Ak, 345 1 e ik
PP o 5 S @ s 20 O T #e s h g sy
=44 CRISPR/Cas9 &4t , W55 A bt L EgPDS A #it
FBCT T 57> gRNAs, il P iy 28 LA 519 i A
JRBERT FIk R, Kl T 25 T A6 ) SpCas9 (14
TIREF5 A~ gRNA IIA R, LIRS R0 gRNA
S5 I PR D A O A H e R 17% ~
26% , 1E Cas9/gPDS4 Hil Cas9/gPDS5 %4 1k ) Ji A= Ji
A Fb RS 0 ) BY U145 AR 23 ) 0 6.49% H 25.49%
Yeap % it — 5 F T AR W) 88 S5k R AR R
W A F IR Xt EgPDS il BR &% 1k & (1 3 A
(EgBRII , brassinosteroid-insensitive 1) ) ¥ A7 5 #f
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