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Abstract: The CRISPR system is able to accomplish precise base editing in genomic DNA, but relies on the cellular
homology-directed recombination repair pathway and is therefore extremely inefficient. Base editing is a new genome editing
technique developed based on the CRISPR/Cas9 system. Two base editors (cytosine base editor and adenine base editor) were
developed by fusing catalytically disabled nucleases with different necleobase deaminases. These two base editors are able to
perform C>T (G>A) or A>G (T>C) transition without generating DNA double-stranded breaks. The base editing technique has
been widely used in gene therapy, animal models construction, precision animal breeding and gene function analysis,
providing a powerful tool for basic and applied research. This review summarized the development process, technical
advantages, current applications, challenges and perspectives for base editing technique, aiming to help the readers better
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understand and use the base editing technique.
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Fig. 1 Cytosine base editing. (A) Cytosine base-editing strategy. Cytosine deamination generates uracil, which has the
same base pairing preferences as a thymine in the active site of a polymerase. (B) The cellular response to cytosine base
editing. AP lyase, DNA (apyrimidinic site) lyase; indel, small insertion or deletion; Mu-GAM, bacteriophage Mu
derived Gam protein; NHEJ, non-homologous end joining; UGN, Uracil DNA N-glycosylase; UGI, uracil DNA

glycosylase inhibitor.
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UGI), ¥ BE2 111 dCas9 #i /% nCas9. Hi T nCas9
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Fig. 2 Adenine base editing. Adenosine deamination generates inosine, which has the same base pairing preferences as

a guanosine in the active site of a polymerase.
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FEMEAH KW BE3 Hil HF1-BE3 fEf% 5| # /K
S HEF A KF C>T SNVs Ay, 3¢ Bk
PIIRFSE Y B, C>T SNVs 5145 A # Ye ik
], (A8 B s R R IR . R AL
BAER A T HAL Z B0 CBE R4 kA frik
— LB, R, SR B R4 s Y BE3 R
25k A3Bctd-VHM-BE3 Fll A3Bctd-KKR-BE3, 4
B UE AN R 4R 2 AT 5 S R A A S, I8 AT
TEKFE S KF FiHBE sgRNA AR A
HOR O DL BRI WGS I F f L i
R b BT AR R OL A, B B v b A
SR AL, o B4 X S [ A ] sf 8 R R B H
B 35 4 45 R G 0L FH T YR T AN T e RIS
HA —E MR, T ZERHIE T AR & JT & ks
HEZ 41 BE &%,

FHARE TR HRAE , O 2 b s i ot 2 S 2
W& I R S AR 1T /E T RNA, HI BE R4H
A RETE RNA K77 AR R % . 2019 4,
Grinewald 5% UER] T BE3 fll ABE R4 7E NS
20 i 2R T 3% £ K Y A7 A T G I R A T
i, BE3 FJfE KB43R IA N B RNA Hif5 3 C>U
Y, HELb RNA AR R 2 AT 3k 100%; 171
ABEmax 7E RNA ZKFXF O L A 114 15 58 4 3508
WA 1009600, ] —mHY , A7 Sc i % i
il T CBES F1 ABEs 7£ RNA ZKF-i% G P AF
iR 78 5, 45 & 91 BE3 Fil ABE7.10 #HE)" A £ LA
TR E ) RNA S8 3 Tk gl 24t
76 RNA KR Mm%, H a5 2R o Jr
S8 S 1 A O A AR A R o I 2
RNA FTE LS A0S A TTREAIRAT RNA 1440
., T, Keith Joung 5250 % I A& 1Y BE3-R33A
Fl BE3-R33A/K34A RAZ KT I BE3 X RNA 11 4
8 43 WA 390 £5 71 3 800 £5170, A7 Sz = A

http://journals.im.ac.cn/cjbcn

&) BE3 (W90Y+R126E). hA3A (R128A) #i
hA3A (Y130F) W] EL#6 BE MHEREE Z ALK
s £HXF ABE RGEWIF R T WA ABE ZAR(K
ABE7.10 (D53E) #1 ABE7.10 (F148A), H th
ABE7.10 (F148A) % 1] H 1 bk ABE RGAER
SRR o ™ David R. Liu 52362 F
) ABEmaxAW (TadA E59A, TadA* V106W) F
ABEmaxQW (TadA E59Q, TadA* V106W) AJ7E{#
WE—E ) DNA ZRi8CR AR, FEARZE RNA K
- i i e 2 i

4 BEREENA

41 WERERTALERRT

H T 0 N 2 35t A% 995 R 43 2 H A R AR
1Ay, 1M CBE 1 ABE 48 A] LI21EZ 60%f1)
o A3 Komor 4% BE3 LSRR
KGN IE BB, v OB 55 B R S 3R
S FE DG (25 L) APOE4 %54kl APOE3r, 7]
DA 2Y T ZL AR 9 240 1 b S5 98 RE AH DG Y ps3 Al AR
(Y163C)™), K@i T fL i CBE LU RIE 5%
T E B F ORI R LA AN, rTASIES R 1f
T 2 KA A S AL RS RS Y MPDUL JE K b L119P %8
251461 Gaudelli %5 % B8 ABE7.10 1] LAY iF 7k A= 4k
FEE RV LCL 20 i rh it A% M 1 20055 5 RS 1 28 AR
(C282Y), I H AT LATE B 40 At v il 3 38 fin i Lt
LEM (HBG) Fikm AP, Kim 4 f
ABE7.10 A IENEFA R/N BB IUE AR
EEKRE (Dmd) MHERTL RS T, RAE T
A I A A IE RN 3.3%, (HALE IR A R
FI7E 17%HIWLEF 4 i R 22k BT, R ITACT fY
2 5 30 H L2 7R AR IRYT DA SRR A R S b,
Chadwick ZEF|f BE3 fE Rl Pcsk9 it [A =i
W159X 2 1| B 58748, & B 240 1t 2 i 30 24
25%), JFMELE] 4 JH 5 3K PCSK9 & FH /KA
SR A AR, B T EIRAYT, Bl
0] FHF il v s g i i AL . Lapinaite 45 )
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FNLS-BE3 7£ Ctnnbl Hry™ A 55988 i AH 5C 1) 5828
(S45F) , & L AE - 40 M v Bk g % 20 58 4
100%, FfH 55X MM, FNLS-BES Zwfi /il
AT R AT LR 25 15 B, Zhang 461 BES3
TEBEThfa tyr FEP AR =k P302S RAF, BRI
H LA IR ik, XA T LA SY P302S AR
IR € 3R T s i T ik SRS AR R B T
BEom i A S O T AE I RS AR BR IR YT T
It HZ W5 240 B R AR PRORG v 35 4% 58 A8 2R TR AR N 1)
AR
4.2 CBE 3| NIRRT L&/ F

CBE W] LA 2 A5 B 1 Bl 2 v i A6 T 22 1 6
il 1 2 1 B, FE AR A DSB R B ik 2
SR H . Kim 858256 ] BE3 75/ R G Y
Dmd 3 H 5| ABE AT E 2565 T 3 U AN /)
BB, SERH T M7 m AT R
S ) CRISPR-Stop"™ 1 iSTOPVel 5k, sz#i T
BE3 /it FAYEF LG . Billon g T —4
sgRNA %ig i, 5 BE3 &5 & 1, Bl L REWSTE
NI KT 98.6% A 1l 15 S5 HE b ™= A= 4R Riy
LW (SF A4 GRCh38); i 1A
T — AR TR R, MRS N AR
gk 2 AIE M sgRNA, TEALHEAZE . /NI
TR 8 ARl b il A iSTOP 5" Kuscu %5 %
P, 5 Cas9 miRIERAHEL , SR ms nl g 25 A 20
M =l AT AR i T DSB AT S AR RO i i
FEPEVTT RS NHED A S 35 DN Rk k)12
FIF ARy 25 25 7= A 1 22 HAth S S R0 11 41
4% DNA Sy EHECY, = 4 S 8an st
770 D) b 3 (£ R
Tty - 1] 3k G X 2 ] R

4.3 T mRNA A] I 574%

MRNA 7] A5 B 39 2 5 53t 5 i R 7 2 ) A s ok
FE, AT BT AR b 0 T T B A
HLT R 5 A1 S 7R PN 5 1 R 8 BE AR ST AR 81 . L
TRANE AL, G453, JET L, Gapinske %

% : 010-64807509

FI A CBE ¥ HAMiE Y C #5480 T, NI FEN &
F M GBS A, B R SE I B 2 Ry
5 (5-AG-3), SEUME TB B, oy bk
FRHA CRISPR-SKIP, & XMSLEEFH TAM R£4:
AN BT B ATAAFERY 4 Ff mRNA 554
T2 AR, I L 1 4w Dmd 6 R 1 BT #2007 05
SET BRSBTS, 7R RiE TAM
AL B S T O WLAT IR B ps B2 Hl ks
G106 S5 22 F) ] BE3 FE IR I KRR e T4
B mRNA ] A8 57 B2 1k 22 1830 R 1 s 6 2 1
BE3 7EI ST P X AtAct2 JE[H 5" UTR X AN &
F O AL AT IR, R IR 5 0T =
HiEE mRNA B3 304,

4.4 REREWEREBEWENYEDR

TE LA LIV G B B A 7 56 R 4 G i A 22 H
PR AR AR A ) . P AR R A 5 114 2 o O
M TCETE FO A R ali iy 1R AR e s
1Y B 35 2 66y g D I ) AL T — Rl W5 | )
FIERE . Kim 255 FI BE3 76540 i b BE /N R iR
SRR IEIR Tyr () Q68X 1l Dmd f) Q871X, &t 7. T
AR ALE FR A RN U R BT Wang 2548
BE4max f4# T F. 5 (Hutchinson-gilford progeria
syndrome , HGPS) M F #1057 | ju 438 4% BE3.
BE4-Gam =, ABE7.10 ) mMRNA i ABE Ry T
A A 2R - T O A 1 R 58 L5 4 AE Y T R 14
Huang K HC[m] 538 5o 7 B 200 /)N BRUVR G v 2 ] 1
5 ABE7.10 1 SaBE3 mRNA L1 &2 sgRNAs #4172
HE G, AR R IR ASG FI CST 1Y
i, Zhang “7E /) RUIR IR 26 [ 3 RS AR )
i) sgRNA, FI7E FO AR e [m] B ™ Az B AN AT 38 % 11
A>G f ™), Yang %I H ABE7.10 gy T
Fah Z2785 2Ry T YK SRR I /N BB RS, 9F AL
LIRSS SaKKH-ABE il VQR-ABE 1 fift 45
A TRVRE T LR /N R A A R ASG e ix
AP A0 A 2 FH L S O A A B A A AT
B, TG RBEIRIRYT 258 T IR S A
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45 REWHERE

K7 TF 2L HEARES & SNP &R, A9
= 2p T 2t A e o th A S kR Y, Rt
B i E AR A K 0 R A AR DA S N N
ISPy T A BRI HY . Li SRR NG i 2F
A2 i R B BE3 i Twist2 JER AT TYR JEA,
SR e R R A AL R AR Y VR ST T I B 2R
A AEF R K FLALHR B R TR 000 ot R 2 S s o
I T Z AR S R R C>ST 2848, I
HENT TR A AR A Y Zhou 25T Li 4541 i BE3
4t SOCS2 Ml FGF5 L[N, phaffd TR | AR
PR K KIS ARG N 2 A e 293 2 gy
= FI ] xBE4 Fil XABE R ZEAE AN iR o 2 2
BT H A E AR G FecB (A746G) |
BMP15 (C950T) #1 GDF9 (C1184T) JL[A %) SNP
s, DLN FGF5 JEPERATZ L7 A (C232T,
CAG>TAG), JH3RTF 1 AH N B A7 s 548 A FENR
DL SEEe R, Bl S R R T T K & m L ik
IRk B B R S st AL P BB R 5

4.6 tEMEERE

L 35 i B T A v KL R A B B R
GEASAIN R T RE AR A s A T Ak R
SN, BIAAEY) ALS LR i s S8 AR RS
77 A S T T R I R IR e bk ) 21 £ 45 420 ok 5 AR
P81 FIF CBE fil ABE CLE 2Rl B k¥ 75 X
(AR 58 T BB 2 . Gao ANt Ay [) S5 B
BE3 nJ LAFE T K . AKFEHAI/INAZ v P A AT R 1 R
ARl e b T EgE, Kondo & LR = & B,
Target-AlD i 8 5 BE 5 A 5 b G 88 K A A0 T 17
Zhou F Zhu SE56 % Y W6 00 7 5T 44t 3R
ABE 75 /KA REWS 7 L5 5 A5k 114 g 32k o 4 190400
Kim At ) [ 38 S AT B A o ABET.10 54 41 3]
SRR H 0 2503 o 7 A PSR AR T At
AR AL RIE R G, ERIEIT FT &HEA
oA Y85H 2878, M 5 BUR AE 7 5 i 3K PDS3
R R g N IV SO RaA S =i U1 I £/ S )
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T 85%MY T1 FEHY /s Hi >50% 1 i 50K, I
FLA T1 R4 th 43 85 0 T2 4 5@ 7 R ] i 36
T, KM% R AT T, R SR A
FH3LF rAPOBECL 1 PBE R4 7E/KAS ./ NEF T
KIF A AR SEBL T AR e, JEIRAE T
RS AR E L 45.8% A B AR FE A
FHl PBE & %4t 4t /NAZ TaALS Hl TaACCase H:[H ,
BT — R FHRR /N AR Y,

DL EBFSE R, B2 o 2 P s 2 1K
A S DR 2H A 35T v o DS R 2 o 1
Wk, B SRR L RNP (I 56 ARVEYH
BEEZEY, Fh BE A LR IE R Y firE
SRR G R, S RAEY)IG F GMO FR%: .
B g 2% DL RNP I U G e 9, SR AL
S TCHMIE DNA (A8 S, AT AT LA 62 GMO
7 B L ) 2 4 T

5 REHRE

DA 7 A= 9 R B A B 35 7K - v 35k e 5
{5 B AR P R AN AT BERY L Bl i 4 2 A4 1 R
X — AL BSE . BAT MR, SiRiEA
DNA ik J 4 45 75 1T A3 250 b 76 25 40 e A0 A6 0 1k
PR i TS HERY s %878, {H CBE Hl ABE
H R AL RE 0% 52 BB L X 6 bk 2 b ) 5 b i 2
(C>T, A>G). Sakata 554 ifg % 1% i 2 iff PmCDAL
FARIZERS B 22 TadA [R5 nCas9 @i, HE
T Target-ACE R4t , AEHE W] I 7 #4755 58 B C>T
FASG sk asl Kurt Z £ R C>G
LS 4Y (C>G base editors, CGBE): CGBE1
1 miniCGBEL R 1 N KA R P58 C>G g
I CGBE MBI BE—Y K T BE REHIN
FYERE. BRT BE R%, fopi@ar iy PE LK 4
4 (Prime editing) BEWS 58K 4T 2 (Y B L 5%
U BRI G IgAEE (5F 4-8 i) PE
R MHECEILT BE R%, ek E 1 4h
PE REMMEHAELET BE RS; MH, PE
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RGOS HEME 225 F BE, 4B & AR
2B A S 4 . BE RS PE ARG H A
PR, YA S G 1P R — T A
B (A =k C), #%# BE R%; UWmBHAONAZ
AR gARAL R (A B C) BT 258 AL A e i
W PE R4, HAEIM S, PE RGEETLILTEH
& BE RGLIEIH e, 0T R (0 5L R A
% PE RGEH AT EEVE

METT BE FRGEN T4 M i 4 5 1A
KRE, GoEEAONAEZAN ASC, IEEALA
R AR G L ATk, H CBE RAIESTE
B S TS BRI Indels®2%% ) &g g s e
43 LR ARG 5236 & B, xCas9 (3.7)-ABE
(7.10) RGEATLLKF FecB A sgRNA 25 2-7 i A
ARN G, H AT43G HIZm AR B T 50 S
A746G; xCas9 (3.7)-BE4 RS HHLLH BMP15
AL RIRIE R C #EAE N T, HUCRAMHZ
ZA C W4 ZEF, H Indels %&£k K ; £ GDF9
fY) C1184T {5 b#8 T xCas9 (3.7)-BE4 RGiAN
SpCas9 413 HDR Jy 2 58 BUAE M G 48 1 175 0L
%P SpCas9 1 F 1) HDR H AR 2 K — E HER 1Y
Indels, {H HORE i i 2434 L 55 T xCas9 (3.7)-BE4
RY. Lk BRTIR, ZEE A A58 U HE B g
BEECTEM A —J& BE REMEE:, ik
R ROR R . AR DR | Indels & 2R
ik BE R4t ; —RAERAKE BE R4, £X)
AN TR] B A AT A 3 B R R A 1 G A T
X: BE &%, Cas9 /21 HDR B /& PE R%i.
SEH S E I E N T A S S, T
A ) BB T8 FCRR S 1k ORGSR 1 1 e i e iy
S Y ST E A

s 2 R R A S ) B S A S AT RE B e
FE G R AL TN [0 3 PR 1 [T, e O i />
JBRE , T RB A% N T B0 A A SR . X T4
REBOBEG B =, BT =B ER, T
B G B8 AR 1Y) 2 S A IR T A0 2 v 5 i 4 1)

% : 010-64807509

SEVERREREYE o BT CBE 43 K 21 (4 B S 55,
T BT REZ MBI CBE REE, TEARE I FE A 45
I B A A [N, AT R A AR 4 i DR 2 L 20
MR, &% BE R,

B2, T R R A A A A B A BRI
NIRRT ALY 7 o S5 U ELAT T ] ) 1o
B, RO AN W7 S A 2 3 3 45 T 1 R
K.
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