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Abstract: Clostridioes difficile is a Gram-positive, spore-forming, obligate anaerobic bacterium, and the main cause of
hospital-associated diarrhea. In recent years, with the presence of virulent strains (i.e., ribosome type 027), the prevalence and
mortality events have increased. Thus, studies on physiological and biochemical characteristics, and pathogenic mechanisms
of C. difficile have been performed. The development of efficient and stable genome-editing methods for C. difficile is urgent
for the dissection of its physiological and pathogenic mechanism. For example, ClosTron technology plays a key role in study
of the relationship between C. difficile toxins (Toxin A and Toxin B) and its pathogenicity. This article reviews the history,
recent progress and future prospects of C. difficile genome-editing technologies.
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Fig. 1 Different developing stages of genetic-engineering methods of C. difficile
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RN R KB FLAS & 5 i 075 14 . orfC F1 ofrD
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Fig. 3 Knock down cwp66 gene expression in C. difficile using Tn916 transposon
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Fig. 6 Scar-free gene knock-out system based on codA gene
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RERH. TREAEREHAR (2013 4)

2012 4 Heap 55k T AF 5 K ] 5V 5 5%
i3 (Allele-coupled exchange, ACE) &K
ik )y P OP IR T ApyrE RAEKE (FLIE
MR W MR A% OB L BB B R AF bR, orotate
phosphoribosyltransferasemutant) 1 JF 55 1< [m] I 5
IR SO S, T A [ () IR o it 42
B RS R AR, TS B S AL . TOIR AR
PRI o pyrE ik PR s e DA S A 05 i) o0 i i
K, 2T pyrE A ATSCEUN ) ik . 1) %
B, oxil R AR RTINS G BUREE , T3
MEIET; 2) ZIEPAFTE, ¥ 5-FU £ A DNA
il RNA o Fr, SEAELT . 52, pyrE
H A e 2 9 AR PR A R DK 85 e B o) 1 3% 7 v A=
K, M&A pyrE EF P ERARETE S A 5-MILIG
% (5-fluoroorotic acid, 5-FOA, AJ%%4kJy 5-FU)
g E SRR R I, pyrE JED RIS AR ) (7
A pyrEAAfE) R (%A pyrE EFEIETY) fiiik
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ABRAEAC, ARG S B DR R 53 110 i 43 200

LI ApyrE S RRAE M I SL AL, cwp84 278
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LIRS, FOAPAE R 28 Gk ASEK
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e
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b, DA PR 53 728 bk B S 0 70 IR W WE 5 B3T3 1Y)
LT AT (B 7). FIH ACE HiAR, 1E#H EAR A
12 A TR R S AR T spoOA . cwp84 (Cysteine
protease). mtlD (Mannitol-1-phosphate) %t 1%
AspoOA 7= 25 U fiE 77 Lt B 2B B 1 BRAK 10* 1%,
Acwp84 FHFEXT S-layer protein A (SIpA) & )]
HORZ AR, AmtID 22 T H & i A ag /0.,

7 CRISPR-Cas9 % #4;(2017-2018 4F)

R IR (] B 8 191 SC 5 %1 (Cluster regularly
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CRISPR #%Z 1 (CRISPR-associated protein,
Cas) 4/ CRISPR-Cas £ 4t J&—Fll RNA #il Cas
A AN R R RGP Rl JLAE,
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CRISRPR-Cas9 Joli-#l ) iz v I T i AR M) i L
W W A 1 L D 4 48 572 CRISPR-Cas9 &4t
2 ATFERHS: 1) Cas9 HniEH; 2) AT
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Fig. 7 Precise, scar-free genome editing system based on ACE in C. difficile

155 Cas9 HITTHAHALSH crRNA (CRISPRRNA)
F1 tracrRNA (trans-activating crRNA)., Cas9 &
M5 crRNA., tracrRNA 2 885 H R R 5 A 1k
(RNP) REfSFE R 1R 5 PAM J¥ 41 (Protospacer
adjacent motif, PAM, 5-NGG-3') HijAYJ 20 nt #% ¢
Mg , IT7E Cas9 % R N DI i) 7 R 77 A X% DNA
SR ¥ BRI (Double-strand break, DSB). & T f#j
1t CRISPR-Cas9 Z %4, Mali %% crRNA i

R 2L,
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[19]
[19]

tracrRNA 5 75—, & AU — ik 5 B 211 RNA
(Single chimeric guide RNA, sgRNA), sgRNA Jr]
PEHATE T Cas9 &ML S shae™, 1
FAZAY R, DSB e F AT LA i AR R
¥R %14 (Nonhomologous end-joining repair
pathway, NHEJ), FfF7EBE oG AL
G, AT 3 BOHE DR G A 1) 2 1 B 32 RO HE

ﬂﬂ{m%jtx,
AR, IR R . AT, TERZE
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JER Y, B NHEJ i % , CRISPR-Cas9
R G AESE R A W = A DSB i, A P A i
REH FEBE, 774 DNA Ziilsis, S2mE 9
WIAET. o A R THE Bk 4 fit DSB P HI s ]
(IR BT, DT 205 R 20 & A AR () U B 4 1) 6 TR
642, (Homology-directed repair, HDR), H%
e 1) ATETS LA 5 2) MO RIEET , 51 DNA
G (AL Bk IR,

AR MEM T h ) CRISPR-Cas9 & 4 i
McAllister 25T 2017 4E 87 . % R Gefd Bk g
WERIESIHT (tetR) WS T IELH Cas9
FEHEMRE, HHSEE SR EE (gdh)
Jash a3l sgRNA £ik, HUEL (selD) [RIEE B
AL B AT trad Fl tetR R8T 00 (& 8).
ZZ G4 selD FE[H (Selenophosphate synthetase)
IR R CR N 20%-50%, AselD Z8 A8 bk A 1K ik JiF
W BEREAR, e TRl o0 28 G 0 A AR 11 A B
J1%81 CRISPR-Cas9 £ R 1, 52l T ClosTron
HE PR T B 4 N R N B T AR R AR AR

A 0l se/D/spo0 R — Genomic DNA

LHA GFP RHA

Promoter

Terminator sgRNA
Promoter

8 CRISPR-Cas9 #% /A fy R IRMEHE B SpoOA £ E #n
B PpFbFpm % &

Fig. 8 Knock-out SpoOA gene and knock-in PpFbFpm
gene in C. difficile by using CRISPR-Cas9 system[zgl.
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CGERAHA SRR L LN RIA4E1k) F1 ACE
T A AermApyrE JIESLAN N, m R gk
DR (BT b pyrE LR A SRS AR, 2 FRTAR MERR
PR SE R i T L PR R R SR

2018 4E, AR (EABAE . dhESE) phor
My T —% CRISPR-Cas9 &4, Z RS SIS
Fash T8l Cas9 HEHMFERIE, LI/ RNA JH 3
T (SRNAP) J2 3l sgRNA 335, i % Foki &
LSBT CD630 HEFEMY spoOA FEHH bR (K
8A) FIPRAL AL PpFbFpm JE K 1 A
(K 8B), ZRAMIH : 80%F1 100%2%, F 14047
SEILEW], AspoOA ZRAEFR = A 2E A (1 BE 1 U
K%, PpFbFpm 3 PR 4 A 28 A8 AR 76 98 50 i 3 ss 1~ Al
PR Sah S A h=aa

8 CRISPR-Cpfl 2% (2018 4)

5 CRISPR-Cas9 #%i#H{l, CRISPR-Cpfl %
oAb R 5 TR N U BG40 T R RS
CRISPR-Cpfl Z 4 >k T Francisella nocidida
U112 @#k™, 45 Cas9 AL CRISPR-Cpfl HA LA
TAMERARE R 1) Cpfl B IREH{L H F— crRNA 7
], ANFE tracrRNA 25 2) Cpfl ZR N UIRFR
BE S T I PAM J#41 (5'-TTTN-3"), & A1 GC
TR IR (URMERR); 3) Cpfl ZEit
2 PAM JE515 , # DNA XU B #1 Aok i A s %1

FAWT LA CRISPR-Cpfl RGEIT RN T &
SO 1 5 PR i T B B e T HAR e
B #Z.0“ T H” )y CRISPR-Cpfl FT#EE 4L (14 9),

LHA RHA Genomic DNA

SRNA-P
m!T CF}NA

E9 {EM CRISPR-Cpfl ARSI/ EE E g
Fig. 9 Achieve genome editing in C. difficile using
CRISPR-Cpf1 system!®’.
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HA AT : Cpfl JEFFEFLMA T sh T (iLacP)
B Ja oh T #ak, cpfl L T EIR— A2k 7
(thIT); LI/ RNA JE 35+ (Small RNA promoter,
SRNAP) J3 a1 crRNA 3t [H A9 £ & . ¥
CRISPR-Cpfl R4 LT crRNA JiTF tracrRNA [
RS, FRATHE S T — 2413675 (One step assembly,
OSA). %I 76 sSRNAP::crRNA SR || T
e [ 5 ) N 2H 2, DA 5 R T8 e ) A
Jeil H 4 et 2 R A — 2, AU R R IR ] At ] AR
FRAEPIATHR A . BRILZ AN, ARl OSA Jiik
AN L VAN A I ARG 7/ T
(OSAprimer finder, OPF), AJLI7E 1 235 isit
UF R TR AR TR 519 . OSA Jiik5 OPF
THZG, WO S 1 AR ERR B 1Y 5L PR g 544
$[30]O

AT A LI L #Sr #) CRISPR-Cpfle 1. H
F67, EF X% CD630 B #k fur (ferric uptake regulator) .
tetM (tetracycline resistance protein) ., ermB1/2
(erythromycin resistance protein 1/2) ., cwp66. tcdA
(Toxin A) . phiCD630-2 (CD630 phage-2) H&[H k1T
TR SR IR R RR , BEDR AR AN 25%-100% A
%, JFEIAE CD 630 BkkH SLE T [A]—2k
) Bsf 2 B S JE R (cwp66 A1 tedA) . B 4b,
CRISPR-Cpfl £ RIL S T Kik 49 kb 1
phiCD630-2 Jk [A] J4 i bk , ixX 2 H Hi AR MERR 18 P fix
KAV B R BN 22 0], Jihh, BT RGN
FTHE R AT Lo i St Ry U R, HtRE
i SIS PR TmT s, DT S5 RS ) — i ik
PRic i 2 mbR AR L (4 tetM 1 erm1/2 £E[H]).
i BPrdk, AT KK CRISPR-Cpfl T HAS"A]
AR R I SH R e 12 17 6 R g i AR, Ry 4 s AR
PR T A BAE A ARAE . SO HLEIFIIT & X 5T CDI Y
BT AR AR S5,

9 EFRHEBALRE

AL TN MR TR 3 D] G B R 1) R I
TR R . 2002-2004 4E 22 (6], IR MERR H R
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il TG R G4 AR /R |« sl T pCD6 & il
SCEL T MR RTRLA A S R, X A T
TCHFRIARAT AR AR T [ i R 257 T 5
fith o RMEM PSR BAR L T e L RNA ., Fifi
HLFE )+ . ClosTron £ R | ACE ${ K . CRISPR-Cas
HAR LR ] iy B (10-1116:19.2529.301 g g 7 I\ B AL S
PRI 2 3 1) 48 ) R DR 2R 0 . DR 36 6 IR 2 40 1) 1y
ROER R IEHAR IS (R 1) BEA I g4
REEE, MR R 5 1 3L 7E CDI kAl fE
PRI F = AR ML (spo0A)™ | iz BE ek
P (cwp66, cwp2)!0304078] vt Zedy e i [R] 1y
RE (tetM, ermB) ZE75 L) R HARY. py oo T D pejpl |
A, WERA A SE IR g R R, FE AR MERR T O AL
Wil o AR AERERAE A ST L FR PR B TR OME
F, fERRATREE— 205200 CDI B IR i 1R
WS A T S, kg B L TS R4S ] CDI e $ A1 2
W,

B T 4MEYE CRISPR-Cas 245, MXEMR B N
JitE CRISPR-Cas 29X . 78 217 MR
MER B FER 4L, NUETE 1B B (type IB)CRISPR-
Cas RGMEAE TIRAT IR N 2L i U0, PR pr i
ZHINY % PR CD630 fk I %! CRISPR %4t (type I)
A 2 B e 5% 1T Boudry 25 ROBIFSE B T
TE CD630 Fil R20291 itk iy 1 B & CRISPR &
GEVEFIDLE, FEAERSNGAIE T % RS 1Ee.
CD630 #il R20291 43 5| 4% 12 A4~F1 13 /Al GEAY
CRISPR [41, H 5 A~ 7 T 5 Mg 3 14
(Prophage) X1, FespeH¥RW], fELIm=SH
#F, CD630 Fil R20291 435 12 AF1 9 4~
CRISPR A HERAL F 16 PG SR . (RIS R
W% R GEAE K 1w BAA WUEE DNA B[ U1
WGPk LA UL, SRMEM T N IR CRISPR-Cas
RO HA s U S e T LT ). g
SRXEAR B IR E CRISPR-Cas 2 45 T 5 A 4
H, THAMERIL Caso/Cpfl MM &M, FI A
AR b R AR A TR AR 0 o 1, B S AR R 1Y
EEALCR , DT 4R R L R g i )R A 1B
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Table 1 Comparison of different genome editing methods in Clostridioes difficile

Random

Items Antisense RNA  ClosTron ACE CRISPR-Cas9  CRISPR-Cpfl
transposon

Polar effect Yes No Yes No No No

Defec_t|ve Yes No Yes Yes No No

chassis cell

Selection

marker Non-recyclable  Non-recyclable Recyclable Recyclable Recyclable Recyclable

Mutant Insertion Knock down Insertion Clean Clean Clean

Work load Light Light Light Heavy Medium Medium

Targeting site Random Specific Specific Specific Specific Specific

Off-target . . .

efficiency High High High Low Low Low

Tr§n§format|on High High High Medium Low Low

efficiency

References [16] [10] [11] [24-27] [19] [28-29] [30]

Al CRISPR R 4u5¢ LR dnf A Je ], QnskzR
L5 % T R A2 7 Clostridium tyrobutyricum P4 5
PER) CRISPR ZRGut s () 5L R il T ., Sl s
TR P AACEE B, 1S T By 1R s
AN R - T - 2 U0 im0, 7ERR AERR
ST N TR CRISPR RS R nl gt — 42
e M2 TR 5 D) G 508
CRISPR-Cas ZATERL KA Hh =4 DSB A
PifsE L, —Fhle HDR, —FhJ2 NHEJ, 1&
KEFZAEYH, %A NHE) BE )X, Yang
S AE Wik 3G 3 BCFF I Mycobacterium smegmatis H il
KT 14 % Cas S0 & 1, & Bl CRISPR-FnCpfl_cg
RS REMSTEIZ AR P S0 NHED 2 fi 56 [ i 01
NHEJ 7 DSB &5 HA B s . iy g &
AL (O R . {HJ2 NHED A S 375 %
i EhHA NHE) R RS0, &g, MR
KR FHAEAE NHE) R o 7EXRMERR i Hh AR &
5 NHEJ 32 #5: 2 48 DL S2 3 NHEJ % DBS 164,
A AR — 24t R PR g i ) R0
CRISPR-Cas 7 4t £ AR XEAR P 1 1 sl Dl 57,
PR H P TR MEAR BB IR gm0 . ARG A
AR, TR BAERBRARE 200, WK T
DH] 2 R 1o ) R TG . E A CRISPR-Cas9

: 010-64807509

RGAETE AR h S2 B0 T s g i Y, e
Mo KGR A TRORIETE, XA ke %
OIHEHE IR A EEE X, HAl, SRt
TEXEMERR B P R WLRGE , AT RE AR R ST Y
BT ]

H AR XERR T 5 8 G 87 VA I BE T IR A LT
AR 1) MRXERR WA RCR AR, SC AR SE
A A 2 3R TR i 4 1) o FE B O TR A5 1, SR E
HXREAR B OGE A T 3 AR RCR AR e fb T vk o
PRI, 1 — 25 2 i MRME AR TR SIS SRS AL 0K
AR T HIE R B iR, it A s s v e 4k
J77:% . 2) CRISPR-Cas £ ¢ 1E MR ML 1 H 2 75 77
MRS R BB . AT AR, Cas9 & F17EfL
Yy A R SRR T RE S Cas9
WA G, FEARRMBIE T, FIHEYE RS
FEAR GBI 4TH0 8 07 o5 A REAE , AT H
KL 55 7172 CRISPR-Cas 248 Btk
I EARMEE 2 — o HET, B %R X% w
CRISPR-Cas9 it 4 1% [n] @ ids WA R AT o K1,
i S H A Wy Fh P i e CRISPR 22 45 I 30 ) S 1 )y
B, HE— e M R G AR B Y
Ji 1) o 3) MR XA BT e A R g O I 1 1R T
Ko FHTAE AR MER TR H ) B DR G A B R 3R LA X

B<: cjb@im.ac.cn

221




222

ISSN 1000-3061 CN 11-1998/Q A4 T #2244t Chin J Biotech

LR R 22 A S R g i U4 A OB R,
FHEE FET- #4519 dCas9 RG8, nl LIS 7E £
AR PR A R KB X R
FER g, XTI R AR YR AR R
it 250 B IR T R G A D ) S g R A B AL T T
S . ATRETEAN A BRER ,  THDG i 24 SR MEAR 1R,
WAFFRATT AT DL gy el i i i, U oA Z i
HURE, T B A A R A SOt ARER CDI.

gE Rk, RMERR TR Y 3 K g i R ST 2
() 20 4 (R HBUAS T K M5 o s e b B4 sl T
MERR P AE B A ARARAE . BORPLE . JRIT Kb
MIRFIE . Bl LA EALEI 0 BB, AAEFEAS A
e, R Bs A W] LA 47 Hh F By A6 YT CDI
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