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Gene-targeted pigs based on somatic cell cloning approaches
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Abstract: Gene-targeted pigs have wide applications in agriculture and biomedicine. Due to unavailability of germ
line competent pluripotent cells, the production of gene-targeted pigs is mainly through somatic cell cloning.
Initially, homologous recombination technology was used to target the genome in pigs. However, the efficiency of
gene targeting in somatic cells is extremely low because of* their low proliferative capacity in vitro. As a result, only
a few gene-targeted pigs have been reported in last decade. With the three newly emerging gene editing technologies
(ZFN, TALEN and CRISPR/CAS9) coming into use, the efficiency of gene targeting in somatic cells has
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significantly been improved. These three technologies have been successfully applied to pigs with a very high

efficiency and many gene-targeted pigs have been generated. In this review, we discussed the progress of gene-

targeted pigs with traditional homologous recombination and newly emerging gene editing technologies.
Key words: somatic cell cloning; homologous recombination; ZFN; TALEN; CRISPR/Cas9

S B T 55 5 AR AN A 4 R 2 45K
A EE AU E R R R R AR LI
i, B2KE U0 DNA JEAZIEST . K 5 3k DS 25
BARVE RN KB 3 R A AT B I 2 2070k, X
LT AT ) g AR AR R R R S R 20 . (B
K&, XTI NI SME DNA 7EfE T34 B
BN AR, B B R, 3
RIEEAEBRARIE. Foh, XPPEEYLIEA K
BRIE A AT REPLARL A EFER AL 2RIE . A v £
ARETHIL, 13 KSR A 1€ R RO T RE
NATTAT P A i AT 2L R E B 1, 3RAG 03T #E
P20 P AR A0 e e e, B AT ff R 2 A 9T BE K34
HE 105 — {51 s 4t L 5 B AE 2000 43R4 T fE Y,
BB HEBARAW EE, BT B R
Wt — ik m, (HATIREBWE N T AR
TEA R A e R AR (B AT 4808 11 A Y
FUEFEGAE TR PHE MRS R L. TR
FEVRSNEIETEBE TIAT IR, AERSNEE IR — e A5 &=
RRIERE, WILFAT TR RAR. K,
T R DR 4T A 2 A0 1 2 T AR A D e
BRI B RITHE RS B 1

1 EEHERELEA

R 1 [FYR E 2HE R (homologous recombination,
HR), ZA|H54ME DNA f B 51 5 K4 DNA
TEERIFPE G R, fEAMREER SN TE FEEH S,
g FER R BB e, BEA, M S U
DNA & 2| HNAH Frrs e & B, SC3x DNA
BEATHE A 1B 10, e & Bl AR WD AR s M I B R P
20 tHad 70 AR, [ UR B A B AR B AR 7 I RR AT
TR JEAR R DY, B S 7R R L Bh P 41 et 13 L s
B, R A G i )9 2 2 R R AT A i ) B IR
IR SIS 3 N RBEP IR, S — DR A E
HE R R . [ Y5 B A ik 3 AR 57 A0 37
{100 [R5 20 A0 = TR) R S0 1) AR s A 21
A, WD e AR R 2 RN E, ATTIA
BRI R bR (R N EZE R RIA ) BERRN (4
JRFERIETE E AR € B RIBDIRe R A ) AL
JERRA (MIETE ERZFIBURIEER ) KEP. 28

DR AR AR ML Y. H T AL i
B AREE YL 8 F B YRS 3 P vE 24 AT AT R K A
TRFE R 5 NARGIBE . 55 =21 A2 PH M 41 i e % 1) i i
FNYETE o 5 2 T A7) G V2 A0 Bl Tl 3R
TF A7 396 9 R FH i i 45 2 1R E SR R R R, B A
T [FE XA ) IR B A ] (neo B puro JE K]
S5, R TEREALEE A RN [R5 4 P s AR R R
AL T P[RR X 2 M Fd B L R (22 HSV-tk
FH ) W CAHERRBE LR A 4 i 5 B . BB
SF A [FIE P B 4 N — A IF [ % B b i
B, Zhnid s> B & BB T8, RA
RS, AReRIE. XWTIRIE AR T R S e,
— MR A PCRVE, FHorp— 2510400 T 4T ¥ 2K
W B RIANEFBIX, 55— 2510 T B R 4 E RJR
FEBIEIAMI, AR5 i Southern blot Jy ik —4
W RS RAE T FVEEA.

AR AR R R MU AEZ 2 R, £
F 2 1) FTHEE AR T RIVE T 51 5 18 5 A0 i 5L R 40 5 41
(RIS TR ey U T SRR R . BRIk, —
FRAE R T R BRI, #OR H @ IR ¥ DNA R4
Bk FVR T 51, DARR LRI PE . 2) FTHE Sk
595 5 51 K . Thomas 25 BV 5% 324 [7] Y5 5 %71 )
K-FE 4 kb 3800 9 kb i, JH [F 5 5 20 2 2 0] L
BN 10 f5 . B[RS 7 A K 238 PCR 751k % 52
(R X, AT 4T S 250K AT PCR e e, H RTT
AL [FYR 7 51 — B AE 4~8 kbo 3) 4MJE DNA 7
A%, #g Fackelm, FREHR SRR
. 4) SEFER RN E . (R E 2H RORAEAN [F) L [
FIE] — A PR [ r B P A6 151 1) B B A7 1 22 5
R, SR TS i ) R R T A R R E A
kA

1EE ARG T, [FITRE AR R MR T,
KRAMEE Jisr2—, WMANYM S, @ik 52k oy
B A= FE 4 i 3k 45 B 2 T IR AT SR S RN AT R
1. 1981 4F, &S 5E0H R k& AT BT /N BREAG
T4l (embryonic stem cell, ESC) [ % 37 A 2 %) 7K
b R AT S oA AT RE . R (R IR R 4 AR
/INERCES 4B MR EAT IR DR AT R, SR 5 2k DR 4T 40
HIVE R G /INBR, TR 5 3 3R AT (9128 RV AT 3145 22 A



58 AR

7%

FTEE/INER . 1989 47, 2 —IF| H FREH B AL &
ZIN BV T 200 L %) 2 T i B /S SRR 2 . B S L
SEHL, N BR AR A BORAE I TR R D RE T TR 45
THCREIER . (B2, BFEEEN R REMHRA
AL IR A A TE & kA B J1 1 ESC 8Lk &
At T-40 M (induced pluripotent stem cell, iPSC), FTLA
YR EHBARIE RS - —EHARESLI. HE 1997
E, RIS A (somatic cell nuclear transfer,
SCNT) [ B, 13 KRy RITHEA 1 W] fE
# Pl SCNT 28— MAL L A% A 51— A 25
B GP BELR M, 49 30 5 1A 20 o 25 DX 2ELAH [R] 8T
MBI . FEALFERE Z 1T, R M3 AT 3 D e
[T, ZE0RE S5 A9, SR JE AR it iA %,
AT ) v BB RN B AT #E 304D -

2000 4, 5 51 A 4 20 i v [ e R SR AT 1 2k
R AT ¥ESh W7 4 2 3R e zh U 2002 4, 141
FE R FT SR ——0-1,3- 2= FLAH T i 25 I8 s 7
BEXE, N Rhas B R AW A B AL T B AR ) S B
PR MBS 4R, IREZ SR =T T REM
i, (HEBH AR AZE R E: & WS R TR
WHCEW LA IR, AJFRIE R AR CFTR K 1,
TERRE A  BESER P G ERE G EE T X
4, SMN LR "R FAH JE R M LB T AE
E SRR R TT T, AN LA ROSA26 A7 51E s
A FH Cre/Loxp 4% (30U Heti iy &40 " DA KK 4%
CFTR H:[A ) s 5840 U9 i . R R 76 1 H
SRAIRZS T & A R B AL AR A 107°, 1 T A4l
Ha 1 3 5 g A B, R R E2H 1 ROCR LU E ESC
R KA 2 AN RS, RIS IR e 2 A, A AE
HEHE ETA e A Re P F B 75 1 FE 1 R,
Bk, TAEE TR, M5 E, WA EARN.
AL, RIS E AR kAT R RT3, —
i R RS B R SE AL AL R AT, fR 2l A ppE =
ORI DR AT BE AT 2 XS A B DR AT #E8, el TR 1
AT E] (5~7 AN ) FGEGRI (115 R ) B1R 4, A
HCERIG A& 7 I T RS B TR B (A, — M
2~3 4,

BHEZFAT— BAE TR S R B R TSR AR
ARG RIIRE R, RSB R N —
FF R i Co BT AR Mk L 3 DR A0 47 e 1 50 . )L
SRS TR AL IR T 22 R g B A 1) HH LA I
— B AE1F DASEIL.

MEFHF IR R T B AR, RN
HIFVREA R BT EEHRZMT, M

IR 20 & 28 % K HE XUBE T 24 (double strand break,
DSB), {HAAA REH H HEEMEE . BERTT
FEAWM . — P2 AR E 4 77 5 (homology-
directed repair, HDR), LL[AJ5 5 41 ( 4 [7) 305 4H 2k 4
LA DNA) ABSGEAT R INEE s 5—Mig
1% N AE [R5 K 3 2 2H (non-homologous end-joining,
NHEYJ), 8 i 77 5 1 2K wiig 1 42 K% B 22 1Y) DNA K 3y
EEGER, @SSRV R, B
H N W SRR o W] R 2 B AN SE A TR BRI
LB SH kA " BEEREN T, i
N E R KA DSB IINLERAEF AR, 48 10°, X b
IF R A A A R AR T BB . BFERATK
W, N NHEIN—A DSB, [F) Y5 = 2H i B0 7T LR
1 000 5 LA | B0, Jfidk—20 A, R AEaEAE 4T
HEA S Ab R = DSB L ALEE, DSB 4 i 5
EEHLH, NHE) @ k4, BiREEr L%
SRRFEE, FEE PR IREE N < REBOER ) D)6
SeiE, NI SEI B B R i b 5 S —28,
FF S 51N — AN A [F RS ) DNA B, @i
HDR g 7] DA SE 3 vy 2% 26 16 A0 U 6 R 1) 8 B e
T H I 3 A B BOR, ZFN. TALEN Al
CRISPR/Cas9 IE /&2 T4 20 Ml A i 5 2E [ (1) DSB
RAERIREZRM e G R R . R IXEHEA,
W AT DL R A 2 B AT R R R AT R
i, R B PR O B TR 2H 4 B 4R (genome editing) .
X3 ME AR FLILE A, ¥ AR T
7 BRI U) S81 366 DR 20 A R AL R s I
TN (1 5k [R] 2H 2 5 R W] DA I ()9 A X — IR
B[ T 3k B v R R R B () B, e e IR T
I FH A% G2 (1) [R]5 2 2H R A 3 555 DR e o R AR 38 2 1)
.
2 PHRREREBIR

B¥ 48 % TR I £ R (zinc-finger nucleases, ZFNs)
FOAR T B BT R R I — FPAZ BRI/ T 1Y) i DRI 9T 3
FR, H—XTEIE R AR . AN EEE LR 2
HH DNA 25538081 Fok I £ PN U1 g (1) B 1) 25 14 38021
RS B E, XX R R AL R I ¥ P9 DNA
5575 DNA kB4 & )5, IS Fok I #%
P& N VD BT A — AR AT X DNA XU 3E AT 1) 31 7=
4: DSB %Y, DNA 45 &3 A RIFmm ek, T
WRYE T RBEAT Bt Pf 4, P VIBIAL B iR 1t
‘EAEH— R Cys2-His2 #:f55  (zinc finger protein,
ZFP) R R, B R AR R IR IS &
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DNA XUIB e 3 — 25 5085 b 3 MES IR —
=B MR ERRME A 30 MEER, B
B o SR FEF I [P AT I AN BTS2 (0-B-B) 4514
Horbra i -1, +3 F1+6 fr R Lk EE S
SIS A EAER, Xt PoE TR E A
Rtk B 2R SR A R BGER I R— MR R
E2H g mT AU — BURE S B 7 41 Fok 1A% R
P D) Bl KR T —Fl 1IS 2 R )1 9 VI, [F) ZFP 1)
C iRl fy o MR RARET, Fok I A% 1R P V)l
TEW NG5 A AT TRIBE X 29 5~7 bp A&, P2 A1
DSB Y] [ 41 g 7] 3@ i NHEJ 5 HR 5 ;01716 &
DSB, AT 51 2 56 R r B 5 R RN P

FIFH ZFNs -5 55 R 2 A [R] 5 2 40 1) 36 A i e
W D) ARESLE R, EHTY FIEHEEGER
BT 55 FEA A S () ZEN, DL AR SRR ZFN )
VIENE . 2) #£ ZFNs V)67 B T st BT 48
WA AL G0 AR L B AR R YR 7 51— M AR TR
6~7 kb, A ZFNs -5 (1) [F] Y5 55 45 244 1) [F] U5
¥ AI{E 500~1 500 bp, FZ 50 bp B 0] A& A= [A] 4 &
2 BT, 3) — X ZFN AL [ Y5 A AT R AR A I R
Juaif, SRS RET AR TRE K . i R A
KT G M R EHE A

FIH ZFN R CAE 2 AR b S e 20 &
DR B, ZEN FE R A 5 [ U 25 26 (%) A 9 o 5 3
22001 4F, TN G1AE SR P TOME 5285 OF Hh B4
St ZFN mRNA, & B [F] 98 5 4 (1) R0K & ik 46%.
2005 4£, Urnov %5 % i A 4H g v TL2RG 3 K] 5k [
AT RBE, RIMERTFEMERL T, EREE
MR A 18%, FEHHHAH 7% Mgk 4 17X
S fr o AL IE . ZFNs 76 i, /N B 40 i A
MEN NBIZEH R ARSI 7 BT R . e
R ZFN BOR SLIUE RAT R K30 . 2010 4,
Watanabe %5 ) | F ZFN 7 A % 4% €655 565 20 it 114
AR GFP & R SE BT AL BR . 2011 4F, Whyte
2 DO F TR R R 5 i AR B 28, 7E 3145 GFP & [H
PR AT AR R S AT A S, 55 E T ZFN A
T GFP i R mg b 4« R AR, 3R S50 = P
ZFN # R 7 5% 1 PPARy JE R BV, 48— ksl
T NIRRT R B ¢ [ FEAE 2011 4F, Hauschild
24 B2 N7 Y ZFN 4R SdE— 25 S T 4% XU v R IR
MR . IXAE B ZFN R AT LA T4 N 4
TR Wbk, 180T BL R & — AL FEHE 5T 3R15 X
AR R PR Al A . (HBE S PR = AE
ZFN S5 1 5 DR R B A O A R & AGE 5 JF H.,

B H AL, MR RS 2 D R 408
B I HIREAET ZFN (& i 2 2 S8,
Hoilil % AR LA ERA DI =F, — X ZFN
I s, fE20 BARM A, RAEMRKREE
EFHAS T ZEN () N B A, BT 0 s R
FAHAEBOR I, 8 ZFN R BRI IR

3 REFRHER TN MIAEREE R

I8 I S P DAL 200N W) A% B2 I (transcri-ption
activator-like effector nucleases, TALENSs) 7 A & 4
ZFN BUR 2 J5 8 K R it X —Fh B PR g riig i T - .
Bl ZFN # R, TALENSs J& i £5 5 i85 OF 45 &
DNA 741 ) TALE # 5 Fok I #% W& W VIRt & 41
S o

FLIE 1989 4, RHEFATRIL T kB THEYH
JRTUAE ) Xanthomonas T & 1 8 11 4% 05 1 FF 2L
M [K] F (transcription activator like effectors, TALEs)
) — Bt HE R Fr 41 e o ME AR )l OF 45 & DNA JP
5 P, TALE & [ MR 00t 2 A 5 BER B 82 B
BB 33~35 NSRRI A . X
B ERST, RAESS 12 FOFIEE 13 AL e 2 IR A7 AE 2
S, XA BB RR N H A ] AR XK (repeat
variable di-residue, RVD), RVD 5 il 3£ 4 15 5& ) X
Rk Z, HIHD ) C Bl NI A Bk, NG
WU T BdAE . NN iR A B G Bl kE DL NS 1771 4
Pt B, X B LA AR R A A, AR
it n] LUK BT 2 (1) DNA J¥ 4. 2011 4, Cermak
4 Pf% TALE J A 55 Fok TR N DIRgRL A 75—
45 TALEN, JEBH T TALEN AR LLG 427 51
HHAT R AEME . A A TALEN R A 538 A [F) Y &
AR BAREALT ZEN HR, (HAMH LT ZFN $
AR, TALEN IR E ] B2

H A, # % TALEN 735 A LR A 1)
Gateway £33k P, X K% TALENS [ 571,
R4 TALE F 413 i & K0 ) Bl 1) 3% 852 [ 3 F TALE
BuER:, ) R R ABA . 2Tk
77, T H AT E B AK. 2) Golden Gate 1 %% ¥2:.,
Zhang % P F H PCR J5 54 38 4b & A B VI A7 11
TALE $.736, SRJG4EHTA ) TALE B0 E T —AME
ARSI R DR SR . 127 A R A )
iR AE — i 2 . 3) Toolbox 2H %% J5vk. AL+
Golden Gate J77%, @it PCR J5 7% 5| A [F] 2 B 1 B
PIfr s, RE5 6 MRuked &, W 3 NIXFER
HEEREs —ik, )5S TALEN §) 8 288k
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7%

o P 4 FLASH 2025 k. 1% 07 2 B B R AL 1)
TALE .50 5 R ¥k AH 7%, 38 o 5 Bk 10 5] 77 [ &
TALE .70, 2AJ57E A3 H Hhsk 56 i TALEN
o e 1,

TALEN 7 AR A 1E7E 520K OF o @ i 73 S mRNA
SCHL T Z AR R R TR, T HLAE 4R R DL S AR
ST B o d I % e DNA ORI SE I T 2 AN Fh )
RUSE DR T 4. 18 Rl I 45 & R 40 B e B B R,
Carlson %5 ™" 2012 4F Fi| H§ TALENs 7 2 fl %% |
SEELT 2N B . FRAT S = R TALEN
FARA T FIJRE ARG A R B A, 3k
137 RAG Z: R bR 10 G BEGRIE A - 7 27 Sk b%
K, A 10 3k RAG2 BAEALRR IR 2R, 9 3kl
RAG1 XUEEALARFE SR, 3 kN RAG2 XU EE AL g
R, X SRR R E S B T AR R A AR AT
RAG1/2 WAL B R T 8 ) SRR LA e
PRI, 2SR AE AR R 2R AL R
RFEFEMER ™, 54, AT A TALEN H A,
TESE RSB T S R 78 s N o AT h M 72 5
ROSA26 fi i ib i\ Cre BAHBGIR S RS ™, %4
TR AR A N T 2R 08 I8 & 281 40 i 1) 20 A AR A
7R AN ST 20 B A O 14922 9 AL B R S it T 248
BIT IR R S R se s ik iE . fESLEEAE |, 3R
15256 %5 7E ROSA26 7 1 51 N — 5% 55 loxp 7 55,
L EAMN F KA, IR EGFP B £
AT [ tdTomato JE[H,  HH L X 3k45 T
it EE—AEAR AN SRR RS
FAZARERY, B 90N G2 AT DO 2 2 R ek e 2H g Ay
S 2 R A #e 4 N B ROSA26 7 5, SE3H 2L A
ERNVI A AR o2z ik, RN, BT E
MG T IR A e TE TR 29 TRk B n] $R45, I
fHIRAF I i L R AN 7 AMIR I 29 B R IR, T
THBREE LU A P b A ) R N g AR
FESE R R UG S, X AT o — A AR U B
B EFERGBER NI AT, LRI A
MR B, AT =75 AL G R E 2 H
ARI7iEXT CRE BRER N 21K, JLifE 1 425
ATRE, HEA 19 B R R I B v . B S R
Fl TALEN #iR, FE3RTF 96 /Mg YuPRoAR [R) Y5 T #E 4k
AR A o B, Forh g 14 AN v B A T
DR e N, () 9050 B 2H 2 42 1 3] 14.6% 5 fE 3RS 1) 96
AN B YL LEMEAL [ RV T SEEAR 4 i e v, 5 46
AN v B R AR T R R RN, (R UR R 2H R s
47.9%.,

EAT, FRATSEES %R TALEN £R C7EM# &
AN BB T 2 AR A E RN, HEE R R,
o [REAT 4 B A ) e 5 R W] LA XUEE DNA J8 /]
DA PR S IR » S DRI RN PRI R AE 10% 2 .

4 CRISPR/Cas9$i AR

CRISPR/Cas9 i A& 4k ZFN Fl TALEN AR 2
S B B — P B A5 S L R A ) 2 ] e
TR o TEWEAIR )93 75 Bl Wk TR AR AR IS, 1 e
308 3o — ol U i S A7 ) A KRR ) oG %) 6 [ S L 55 4
(CRISPR) 5 5 2 #1155 (Cas) 1541, £ RNA A
FRRBIUIANRIE DR, DT HE A X L85 75 S ik B A
Xt E 5 BRR #¢, — > CRISPR/Cas & [H & H &
A2 7] ST 81 R A B 78 31X 42 CRISPR 2 7] 5 5 17 B
FPg) (B - (R ) B4 . 1X % CRISPR J7
Hl— e Mgmis AL IRNG . el 25 R AR
A il 45 75 14 55 A Y CRISPR-associated (Cas) 3
FHORHE, T 26 ] B 77 510 A] DURE S 3R 1) S VA%
Eﬁ? [47—48]0

CRISPR/Cas # G4 Cas & 1 A7 41 (AN [F]
3910 I, I3 Fh2RAY, HF 58 LB AN IF H R T
ZRRB IR, EFNRUY, Z250EAR
& Cas9 B H, ZHEAMABI T crRNA, [FIN 3 #E
PIEISNE DNA™, 4415 DNA N 241, CRISPR
#% 5% 5 N K 1 RNA Fi 1K (pre-CRISPR RNA, pre-
crRNA), ZJ5H Cas9 & H M LR — RINEWE&H
PR 57 B & 7 51 A A RS X R 4 erRNA 5 7E pre-
crRNA B [FRy, 5 E S 77 AN R R B0E
crRNA (trans-activating crRNA, tractRNA) t #f #% 5%
Hoke fEINL5ER)SE, B crRNA Fll tracrRNA DL
J Cas9 A ME Gk, HulHf4E 5 ooRNA H
*MK DNA R4, It k4 )& ™ Rz —id
T 2 A crRNA 2 537 51 45 & DNA 551 &
Cas9 & A KAVIFEUWER, FrLl Xk CRISPR/Cas9
#%t. CRISPR/Cas9 % 4t V) #| ¥ 17 & {7 T crRNA
H AN 51 R UF AR I ) PAM [X (protospacer-sdjacent
motif), PAM X ] /5 51| 4 NGG. [ 48 5 1) 4= 1
gRNA/Cas9 R4+ ) crRNA Fl tracrRNA /2 7E Cas9
F 0 Tk FE A 7= AR AR O AR . RHIE
FEAR AT crRNA Fll tractRNA 2 N E 71— 4
Bl ) R P R OR, M N RS
RNA (single guide RNA, sgRNA), LA crRNA
Al tracrRNA JE % () — Rk g5 1 Sk 45 & Cas9 5 H,
M A BT U] DNA K Dh6e, B bz RGN
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gRNA/Cas9 £4: B, fEHEEERE I, #EIX 4 sgRNA
Py ik didA, U6 51 T7 2K 5 51 sgRNA KA,
LRIk Cas9 B (A 1 R [F] 5 O\ 30 41 B 552 K O
v, RIAT R R AT RE A T g B,

FHEE T ZFN Fl TALEN $iK, H& &8 E N
fAj 5, BEANEAR M B — R NI 5E e, I BAT
BUSCR T . 2013 4F, BFEFE IRIRIE T R
A BCINAE N GH M A AT R R B o 0 — 4 22 I (]
CRISPR/Cas9 &% CLIE 2 AN 50 AIF T HJE R i
BRi s, JFRENHESE, CRISPR/Cas9 RGTIEH
Ty AR AL, RIAT DATE — A2 P [R] B 7 RK
SEIEZAFE R L B, ZEACEZ MR
WEAG 20 i DA B A A b SEET 22 AN TR TR B i
k& B> B, CRISPR/Cas9 %% L4 IR £ 5k
B0 AT T FREAR, ZHAAMCEA T
TALENSs B & (5 R TSR, i LA T A 5 00
SN IR G a5 A8 B 2014 4, Hai 5 P75 YR
F CRISPR/Cas9 7 A 4 & 52 K 0N 2 1k i 5 3k 15
VWF JE [RGB Ae,  HIX FhoRE DR T S B ) — M 2 ik
B, B — P B RIR IS I KT #E B My Al 14
X PG I AR A A2 A A AR RIS B R 4T #E B M 2l
RIS EA, LR SR RAIR UL, B HE A
K, BIRMGALE THTHSE, 5 Z IR K 2~3 4F).
[ 4F, 3% [E Prather 5256 & R FH iZ B 45 & 41 i
T A8 AR B2 R N B S S A T 3R 48 T CD163
F1 CDID 2 N i g B FATSLLG EAE 2014 4EF]
F CRISPR/Cas9 J K| i 13 AR i D 33 & HH 9 b ik
DR iz ok o o /DS R0, D TRG  TR E 5E R) et o 4 AN
PARK2 5 PINK1 WU K @ b 0, 257 7 AKA
AN 4 AREE A AE PRI B0 1 X A O R R
M. PARK2 5 PINKI F&[H [4ME T4 5 %11 gRNASs,
1 gRNA Fl Cas9 J5i KL 43 5l i Gehiw 48 /N B 1T i L
AT A0 B AN B B NS G LR AT A 5 3R
27 8 AR R B2 R R DL & PARK2 5
PINK 1 XU Rl B I 4 i 22 o K 20 i R B T 1R 20
BB fE, R1F 15 S s & L B 25 R il B o B 4
20 3k PARK?2 5 PINK1 U3 Rl R vo B i . BR R R
By R mi bR e, AN BER RGNS, BT A
B, ROH T MR AR R AE 5 1 B S PARK2
L5 PINK X5 [R] 11 il [ o 2 4 T DAAE Dy i 4 AR
KN, T 58 3 R A ML RI VP4l A DGR T
WA R R 42 41 . CRISPR/Cas9 5 A 51448
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362 R T W0 PR 5 V0K o AR A A e s, —
SEAE LV FIAL S AR IS, SR 38 6 SR 2 R
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TR E B, XFER AT LG IR I BT
AR RESE o
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