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RIFHLEEE 2%, HErWEA £ X AD FI769TZ%). CRISPR/Cas9 /&3 T DNA FH A E JHHE 1) 2 =ACHE K 2%
WHEAR, ZHEARCERIIMNH TS A, ks E A s, K NHT AD G THEs) AD &
SR AR IT I AL o 1% SCHEAN 44 CRISPR/Cas9 R 4R £ AR 125l L, 27 7B RTE AD J HEAH
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Application of CRISPR/Cas9 gene-editing technology

on the research in Alzheimer’s disease

SUN Yu-Ying, ZHOU He-Yan, HUANG Han-Chang*
(Beijing Key Laboratory of Bioactive Substances and Functional Food, Beijing Union University, Beijing 100191, China)

Abstract: Alzheimer’s disease (AD) is a neurodegenerative disease, which etiopathogenesis is related to multiple
factors, such as genetic and environmental factors. The pathological mechanism of AD is quite complex, and there
are only a few drugs developed for AD treatment. CRISPR/Cas9 is the third generation of gene-editing technology
based on the principle of DNA recombination and repair. This technology has been successfully used in the genome
modification from lower animals to mammals, such as zebrafish and rodents. The application of CRISPR/Cas9
technology in AD research might contribute to the discovery of pathological mechanism and the methodologic
development of AD treatment. This article introduced the technology of CRISPR/Cas9 and reviewed the progress
on research and application of this technology in AD, including the construction of pathological models, the

screening of pathogenic risk factors, and the research for the therapeutic targets and the targeted therapy.
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¥ BT & 2 A (amyloid precursor protein, APP), .3
% 1 (presenilin 1, PS1). 5.2 % 2 (presenilin 2, PS2)
356 R SR AR Bl B A3 B BYe 3l 95% K AD B
Bl N JE T SAD, HJ& HistfE &R AL R R &
FHREI, SAD B IR S B & 1,

H AT, AD ¥ 7€ B & WL G4 - B- WER T
& [ (B-amyloid, AB) YT A T Jl i A & 4F 3t (senile
plaques, SPs)" tau £& [ 1 55 i R Ak T B4 8 TG 41
Yk 28 45 (neurofibrillary tangles, NFTs)®™ ., &4k N i
i U, IR e AR M. A RIEFH R K
FE R PR P & JE s 2l YL i R
Kty U . R, AD [EIRALEI IR L AR,
Ml &2 MR R FEER AR HAr s
TRIT AD B34 5 — Le B A RN #2202 2
Vs i CEtRIE 259 . K2 H0AIT AD IZ5ER
SERIEI/D A A tau 1 EEME 1, (R 4K
2 50 25 W ERAE I PRS0 A & 25 R . AD W FL AT
YEIT BME R AR T R IR B L B e
BRI, FLok s, FERTHG.

UE4ESK, CRISPR/Cas9 3 [H 4 i A IE 7E 3%
bR 5 B T AR A 2 SRR ST RN e V6 T T ST A
W ZEORTTUXTAM R 28 B MR E 75
(3L N 17448 ", CRISPR/Cas9 7E AD fIEURHL
A FCANETT 7 B AA T 2 N AT . AR SCE %
{f 3440 7 CRISPR/Cas9 SR ZmiEHA, HUITA
TZERLE AD i BB R . B0h RS R R 1
PR VAT REAR 1K TR R B 1) YR 7 S T TH T 5T B
itk

1 CRISPR/Cas9E E 481 ARk

1.1 CRISPR/Cas9&Gi2H ik R AEFAHLHI

CRISPR (clustered regularly-interspaced short
palindromic repeats) B[} %0k K I &) [ 1) 45 [m] S 8 55
FF %1, CRISPR/Cas 3 4 fie 5 5 WL T 4 v A oty A2 T
5 4 e R T A AR A P ) R DR o i
Makarova 25 P % CRISPR/Cas 24 £ E 4 Nk .
1 RAGEEEA VAN, 2 RAFGEERAI.
V VI, CRISPR/Cas9 J& T 2 KRG H AT A, &
FI T f% % F ) CRISPR & M n 4 24 2. B 1A
CRISPR/Cas9 1) {E Fil #L . CRISPR/Cas9 % %t Hi
Cas9 MM ( Fh 5 HNH R 45 #4380 RuvC
VR B4 ek P2 Fn— > Bk 5] 5 RNA (single guide
RNA, sgRNA/gRNA) A k. H 1, sgRNA s& CRISPR
RNA (crRNA) F1jz 2% RNA (trans-activating crRNA,

tracrRNA) Bl & 7k, H L5 Cas9 XML & )5,
R Bl 2 AT 6 KRN 5] 3 Cas9 1% R il 3138 §E 7]
A B, BT 7 A XU T 2 (double-strand breaks,
DSBs)*Y. £ T A\ 12 DNA ) crRNA 4 i) )55 1) i}
I (PR AR 57 7 41 (2~5 bp) ##% 4 PAM (protospacer
adjacent motif). PAM 7 ZII7E 5% DNA ik £ 1]
)7 AA EEER P, BEE EaEX 9 NZH
HMJE DNA 15 T2 55 K 21 7 A6, 55 PAM 1) CRISPR
FE[K AR . Cas9 IR ARG 2K PAM _Eilf 3 bp T
DNA ifii 5 DSBs 11974 *, BiJi5, DSBs il &4l
Hufr) DNA &5, B4EHE [ R %4 (nonhomologous
end-joining, NHEJ) /13 [¥] 5 i [ DNA & & #l [F]J§
P 58 1118 & (homology-directed repair, HDR) /3 ff]
T % (1) DNA 154 . HDR RRYFEANE “ftik” e
IR AL AR I A e BB R A, TS BT H1 K
RS ARG . NHET A 5 ) DNA & 5 1] ik i
2 DSBs, {HETERLAT S5 A2 /N (98 ARG SRR,
1K 6 R AR W] DR AR BV ok B ik A 5 IR 4E e AR 1)
Ihag B,
1.2 CRISPR/Cas9{E A ERE mIBR ARHIRE
RIS Rl G 4B B R 2 T AR 0T 22 f5 DNA
P& ML, 8 5] AN A DSB X shiE ) L A N
S JE (K 20 DNA 7 5133 47 48 25 HLHE B 11 4 48 °°0,
TEAE G L R B B, 3 ) 7] 1) P R 42 ik PR 4
o e, R AT AE R B 2 R 2H 5] N E AL
BT B S A A 0, R, 4% DNA B
Bt BT R AN CL AR Z AT A # B H AT Sk
I FH A 35 K] 2 R B DY AP A% R B B 45 - BEAR LR
M (zinc-finger nucleases, ZFN)®', % 5 0% K 1 FF
RN (transcription activator-like effector nucleases,

NHEJ

RTINS\

Insertion/Deletion

HDR

Replacement

1 CRISPR/Cas9{ER##l
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TALEN)™., 5 4% N V)l (eng-ineered meganucleases,
MNs)* DL R 46 RNA ] CRISPR/Cas9 &45. M,
MNss E2 2 il B8 ZR A AIK, B2 i T A% G 5 A
B R =RERGEER RS, T
HH 22 0 b AT S EG 3 = #2284 T Thermo Fisher,
Simga. Add gene F1 I i 3% B Ik PR 24 ) 1) 2k K] 9 45
HARMRSE R

R4 CRISPR/Cas9 H R f£7E4 — L85, L
W AR PAM 7 41, 381 ) @A, (H 5 RTAR
FFE R g R A EL, CRISPR/Cas9 HA 1 & LK
SIS AR R H B SR IRRE £l CRISPR/
Cas9 CVAE NZEFEPIIAIT 7T 1 KRG AR M 3 IR Y
MR M ST TR EZ M. [FR, CRISPR 45k
IEAE DA ANHMECLBAS P B2 & g, 7£ NCBIL CNKI
SR O B R A R AT R R ORI, IR
(¥ 3% B LA CRISPR/Cas9 NgmiiHiAR . B, %
AREA T [ R A5

2 CRISPR/Cas97EAD# 5 R FH

T4k, T CRISPR/Cas9 Sz J& #%4 H
A X AR R PR 2 i BRI, HAE AD IR AL
UL SR a7 7 1A (T 43 #407T. BL CRISPR/
Cas9 L}z AD “NZ 5|18 7 PubMed LA Sz CNKI ik
THE2R, KRIULHAELE AD B0k %5 AR 9%
MRS RN HWE 2 fros. HAET, CRISPR/
Cas9 71 AD 45 4 1 B A 32 60,45 21 A5 B g 422

AD BRI . AD RO XU R 1~ 9 3% DL & AD
HRITHLR TR A TTH -
2.1 ADZHRREIGEE

FTENYMC R, 4R AT i T R
I RS R BN Tz 8 AE AD E0
HUER B FOAH SCAR B B 2R 0 ™, MR T 2]
it DL R )R T AL DB B E T E R
T AD BIF 75 i 40 S AL AR N b B 4T i R 4
SH-SYS5Y A1 SK-N-SH, A K /)y B i 55 0 22 75 40 i
# HT22 AR 41 BV2 25, CRISPR/Cas9 3 [K| 4
R AT DANFE R K P B AD A oA Y . 3500
5256 % 04 R ] CRISPR/Cas9 £ A #E T — & 41
AD BU HLELE FOAH O HO4H B A AY - R A CRISPR/
Cas9 $i A, Wang %5 ™ Nifl 7 HT22 400 H i 208 &
A HAE F 25 [ (thioredoxin-interacting protein, Txnip)
MRk, I AP 755 1 E 1 AR A0 A0 S fid 5 14
55, Sk 7 AP AR R Txnip MK M
F AR 4048 55 A (thioredoxin, Trx) FIE Ji GE /7 4
SRR A PR R IR A B, BRI R B
PR EMIE T RE S AD KA 5. FRugss
MR ESL T R g BB IR RN R 145 &
1 (cAMP response-element binding protein, CREB)
B IR R B (KO) it HT22 41 s &, FF3&4F V CREB
Xt APP BRI 1215 4 — & I N EFE M. Song %
{8 il CRISPR/Cas9 £z AR 4% B i 24 H H (kidneyand
brain-expressed protein, KIBRA) i i) HT22 41 il &,

=1 ZHKERRERARBILLE

FAKTY B EREAS T Mg SIS JE J87 I 24451 EEPEN
ZFN RVFZEER BE $250004 408 B, D 1A IE R HurlerZE &1k [34-36]
2. 44 22 A I DRI e 2 3 PR K O
A e
3. M HZENGEIRCCRS R, BHAEHIV
HE T
TALEN HLEEA AL $1000& 4% BAE, PARIE 1 A4S TCR aill & 1) TRACHE [F] [37-39]

CRISPR/Cas9 FRVFLIER  BAK  $5007 47 (1K)

2. FE/NEE R NuidAFEDR, 56 A
Ir2] PHERIEEAT Jm R

3. FHERXS I DDX4FE [, IERIDDX4
AN B R OR F R EEAEH

4, JURE] 1. FIF] AAV-CRISPR/CasO%t LDLREE[H  [40-42]
JURAEE

RASKBATIGIE, AT PAER 23 eeat sl ik
SREAE (b

285 7 B B KU AIPSCH
BORRA

3. FI|JFJCRISPR/Cas9%E \Z.C57BI/61/IN §R,
2R YN Nomo 1 55 [K 53 A% 21 i A 7Y
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A: IEFLAECRISPR/CasON I T-ADF R I8 R £ S E: B: i HAEADHTF AL 458 - CRISPR/Cas9AH 2% AT 75 5 1) S A N i 3

&2 ADIFZR SIS CRISPR/Cas9tE X RIS E R AR AT

FHAERAIMIESE T KIBRA & — Rl & (40 2 K, Af
i 12 20 M A7 % R A AB B R HOAE R TS H A,
R S 2 e T4 (induced pluripotent stem cells,
iPSC) Hi R AD 4 i RAH KRR 2, BFEE
fig 25 A E (apolipoprotein E, ApoE) KO &Y, ApoE-£2/c2.
ApoE-£3/e3. ApoE-e4/e4 JER ALY iPSC & ™, 4li s
) miR-26b ( 52 Fp N BRI A K, A AD) 3
HiRE Y iPSC & B, APP Sweden 845 (APPswe)/PSI-
M146V “ W54 iPSC & P; 4PP-KO K iPSC %,
Ik o N BT B4R 5 PS1/PS2-KO )
N2A /)N B i 28 BE 41 Ff 983 40 At B 28 40 il &R (N2A-
PS1/2KO-8/71), X PSI F1 PS2 A8 443473k &
2.2 ADRERIE

FHEC TAHmE A, BB 5 NTEAHIT, ARie
I I A ARFRBE . Ploy?2 12632 /2 6 FF 20 i fish /%
ZAK 2 (triggering receptor expressed on myeloid cells
2, TREM2) 5| & (15 5 388 BT 06 75 10 75 /N i 4
Jifl TREM2-Pley2 i i 4 i (1) 24 38 27 [ 15 BF 58
SN R H CRISPR/Cas9 it K 25 48 7 A+ 22
T Pley2 3K PS22R SR (KI) /N R RS B, 1%
Plcy2-P522R A fA AT g i 5 TREM2 {55 % S A5/
TR TIRE, WRER AD VRIT I — PRI +E. Cheng-
Hathaway 2% ) Fi| Hj CRISPR/Cas9 £ A7 | —Fi
275 TREM2 & [4 R4TH 28 A5 K [f) TREM?2 3 [F] 3
¥ 2 2 4 VE (single nucleotide polymorphism, SNP)
BN RBERL, JEAE/NRL 4 D H ORI X TREM2 FE A

(12 IA AR ULAR 1 B A 20 B B M. I B BE £ 4H
MAEFEA RSEATIRAL, MR H LTS« AD
AH2R I TREM2 R47H 41T 55 TREM2 Thfg Lk,
IR AR BB JE B A2 E IR R, T 3G
AD . 1ZH AR AT DL B0 528 U0 47 R R 41
n’E, MM B A &P APP 3-UTR @K 1 B &
P B BRIGEGE 5 BT R R R R R A IR
HOBMOE S N CSTBL/6T &l 2 B A2 ME T /N B A 32 6
BIFR, 7F F2 ARRRIHAA A T o7 MHA T HE AR G 57 1A Jk
(a7 nicotinic acetylcholine receptor, a7nAChR) KO
ff) AD BERL/IN B g 25 B R KAL) 7 i B
¥ T APPswe/PSIAE9 XU LR AD /NRARR . IX
e AD R K 9 AD A CHF AT T T A
UbAh, I — LR s e T HAh s e fa &
BERE, ML T H ATBON AR APP/PST X% K
DRI 7R BRI R Ak,  CRISPR/Cas9 i R4 AD R,
TR R o 1 Ak TS B P B, L 32 ) A T
CRISPR/Cas9 #3571 i B8 i) 50 AH 50 T e 4 1 i 1
2 il (embryonic stem cell, ES) ] 43 AR 5 hy ™ 5,
Axd, #aAFE W E A LAY AR AT S &
DL CRISPR ZE[A KO FRAHK MRS . CRISPR/Cas9
FAR 54 ES 1T HERA L, 2B AR A R i
JARAR L. ks E, +oBRAHE.
2.3 ADHIEBRNEERIFE

FIR R M AD 1) 5 APP Al PS1/2 B [
MRBEYIMER. HEZ T, Bk AD 2—F£
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IR, AMUATEES ApoE FIF 22 HoAth 36 [A] ) &5
AL R AR S SE AL R /A OC, IS5, i, &
2 Lo A MR . MRS AR DG, T HL2k
FLRTh RERRRS  BRY53 0 AD FRI9E I U (R 2 0,
AU IA A AD i tau R0 BE S i 5
AR FHALEISEL + AN — AN 20 PR T 1) 3 B tau 56
SR AR AR ML, P BUE R tau &AL B
%% . Kolay Al Diamond " Fi| Ff] 4= 5 [KI 2 SC IR AE 52
(genome-wide association study, GWAS) [] Meta 74T,
fiii 1 22 4> AD & KUK FE K, FF A CRISPR/
Cas9 H3 A 147 5 D] e 53 R AIE F2 3% 22 AN XU 5 PR 0k
HEK293T 4 tau {508 A B SR . #T5T
K, ApoE. A Z (clusterin, CLU). i fig ULEE LS
4 k% B 1 32 E & 1 (phosphatidy-linositol-binding
clathrin assembly, PICALM). 4 #k& A A2 4K L1
(sortilin-related receptor 1, SORL1) &5 7£ N [ 22 F
AD JA FE AN K AT B B2 4% tau 2R A IR B
FE 95 B SR AR A
SORL1/SORLA &5 P& (endosome) iz i AH %
(¥ —Fh oy i %244, i HL SORLI/SORLA 3 R 4 A
e AD EUp KSR . Knupp %5 ' FI| | CRISPR/
Cas9 F{ AR # 7 T SORLI-KO ] iPSC 40l &, 5T
RIL . HEAERME, SORLI FERH L S8 A A
K (fE iPSC s oo ), H WA K 5T
FERAMLERARTCR, HEW APP EMZ TN
)iz %, X7~ SORLI W REALE A7 M 4% 1) fig ] 15
Je AD R BAGHEZ A . Sabbir ! 7EA S
1 F 3 F CRISPR/Cas9 FrI45 / 85 1 & 1 44 i P 2% 1
P 2 (calcium/calmodulin dependent protein kinase
kinase 2, CaMKK?2) 7 % HEK293 il HepG2 4 Jif % i/t
ITWESE, KL CaMKK2 [ #kk 2 F ek ia & A
(transferrin, TF) sl # . Bki)5H R Bek Ca™
Fas K m] SEAD #1445 . Pascual-Caro 25
Faygd 7R A BAE 43 ¥ 1 (stromal interaction
molecule 1, STIM1) HfE 7 SH-SYSY 4ifife, XF STIMI

FEDR R HEAT T gt . T STIMI-KO 2 (R 55 K IR
STIM1 AR AL b 75 8, AHZXT- 40 i 76+
I, JFH STIMI ZF 2k &0 2R i 5 i AL F 32 2
FEAESC . STIMI-KO 40 2 AN AT H T i F i &
VTR R 5 STIM AH 2 /A5 5 am i, 1 HoAT bA
YERNWFIT AD RIFAHLER 1A Sh 4 A 7
2.4 ADHEEFEREFRS XA EATT

A ) PRYR T B O R A TR DL LEATLAAR Y
BEATHRE 2 WHE YR 9T, WAE A P AT AEAT #E ) AD
HOPR 3 A R VR . CRISPR/Cas9 H ARAE K
M SEIO I RR AL bR LA R BV T T & 51 e T
—E MR

fEFHEAR J7 10, 7T LR F CRISPR/Cas9 £
ARG R BT YA AT R P 2R SR AT A% (R A
MU rp R PRV Y, Bl g 5 T 3N EOm A LER Y
AD FRIR AL — LR bR AT AT . 7R FEREEFRES
5 R H RNAT $ A 1) 5 84 S AR AR L, CRISPRY
Cas9 (CRISPRI) # AR T Rk, 1% A AT DA ) %2
ANEESRERAT, L FE A B 2[R T AR N S i
RNA“Y, SZEIE R RibR . FIFZEA, WFEE Ll
Sy B0 5 TR 52 4 S 119 sgRINA M T 6F 2 366 PR 1) 16 Fi
BHATERTT, HZE T LLRI bk 2 N, Hid RS
LG R E AR L I EREE . % ARTE AD T
FEH (1 JR) BR 14 7E T BT A S PR A5 2 35 25 T R BRK
N R R R YRS DR Rk s Y 2, EE ST
AD BUwE HLE AR AR U 46 8 5 T R AL R IR
SR, H R AR

AR, EBHZHEARIFHINE AD MK TR
I HIFR N 2 FT . Park 25 %) 45 5 gl ok 4k i
EHA, FIFH CRISPR/Cas9 F A S [ i 47 4243 24
PREZETTHI B- 4 WA 1 EPA] (B-secretase 1, BACE]),
FHAE 5 x FAD Al APP K [) AD /)N SR A7 e
B 7 HA Ve . Raikwar 25 9 % 7 CRISPR/Cas9
A5 1) e T 40 B 24 Al 1 (glia maturation factor,
GMF) % [A % 5 52 75 5 3 GMF 3R I #00 A1 /) i Jo

2 FFHCRISPR/Cas9$i AR % INAY AT 6E Y AD AT #04R

SR BARERAE K 4 A pR 7 SR
KL APPswes/N R, IR APPsweZE A FE R, APYaZb APPERIFER  [5]
BV2/NER 4t % TNRGMFIZIE,  H0H /NG 5T 40 S GMF [66]

5xFAD/IN R St NAPPEER /N B,
INFIThRE
hiPSCHTA £ 7T

NHBACEINZIE, FHRPMBEE P RARS &, /R

Y APPIFICK i I AR APPRUR 1845, (115 BRI IR

BACEI [68]

APPCHEE  [69]

5, AR, R oBURIE S
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CRISPR/Cas93 [K Zi 4-H AAE ] 7K ¢ R W7F 7 Hh B4 2 917

Y0 B IE AL AR, FFUE B T GMF 1] BE s — Fhogr 84
) AD ¥4 97 B br. Gyorgy %5 P {8 B CRISPR/Cas9
HARF=HE T APP™ 5L APP"" [55 A7 JE PRI e S 1 B
% 5 5T BE A T R APPswe R AB FF i AH 26 1)
fih 5 ZRAF B LA AD [EERIGRYT T A. Sun & 3
J- CRISPR/Cas9 Helg, TER:FRHIHLE JoH X IEM FE
HARBIBEHET T, 7F C Kimdm N APP
HER, wkES T AR IR, FEHAZEE T APP BIHEVE
WDV EL&AR, T SEIU 2 R

CRISPR/Cas9 #i ARFE 3 KA 7 5 T I3 A%
/NE. 2016 4E,  PUJIKEAEFEEE T T 7 151 CRISPR/
Cas9 ¥ i V5 J7 9%, I H CRISPR/Cas9 i 5 &5 44
T 40 A (I FE P RSB TS8R (1 1 (programmed cell
death protein-1, PD-1) B [K], 438 T 4 5 5 % =]
BERPNIEENATT HA ™, X —iR5%% CRISRR/Cas9
5 DR 9 B0 150 R N FH T 2 DRIVR 97 R AT TR TR I 56
WE. B B RNE T 2 — Rl AR R S AR B KR IT T
B, HRHNSWRK, kAR EE LR S
28 3 I 57 % (blood-brain barrier, BBB) 1344 75 i tff
Fi. BRIz 4k, CRISPR/Cas9 [ il 2., 14 FH 2k R
DA 15 22 o LA P AR B F AR B AR . 3
f&, AD & — i 5 3 R RIR B 45 22 [N R A S i ph
BATHE, AR KPR )R 7 2 e LLIA 3
TR HIIRTT BUR

#.2Z., FH CRISPR/Cas9 7£ #4 41 F- £ 7R 47 L
ROETATI . (H2, HAr iz RN HT AD FIf
FVEIT M AN TIAT, (R EE ., Wit R4 pidiE
TR BRARIE ST S & 5 AT 75 ik — B A 7T 5
4b, {E AD VI N T, AR R B S H AR
ARAR A o
3 BERRE

CRISPR/Cas9 #4: ULk 2 v F FA5 1A [ 304
MR AL (AHE/NER B0 B UL o P 4
Aani (ERR . Tanie U ). Ak,
ZH AN T AD FR I RS SR RECR B HiE
Ine FAF T ) 32 BARILAE R BRI/ # AD 4
PO R AN BRAE Y R AR G B R HEAT AD U p1 3
PRI 7, 38 Ik el o R T s R o LR R, 4K
AD JRIT AR, CARAESHYI/K T Lo SRR A6 9T 55
B2, BT ZE AR 3% R G0 IR R A 2
SR AL 25N 18] |, CRISPR/Cas9 7E AD ) 4 f5 7Y
Fay Sl DA R AL 1] 2 BTV 97 7 T PR IS P AT 28 T s 70 1)
Poik. Hur, KEFEMERMT R ZERER

CRISPR/Cas9 Jii fi fy i i% A g b, oA A 4 Ml ot
NI E BR3P S VA S v € =5 B 537 N Do
9Kk CRISPR/Cas9 £ AN H T AD B 845€ | 5
file JE MGG RBN BRI 2 - T AD #58, {H
H A A ok 56 20 AD 5 i o I 1 O
WS T A U S AR A PR A S T N SR IR T
TEIEHEME E, Lk, EARKEIGYHEA
BT H AR S5 % ES5 AN SE 0 BRI % 52 00,
CRISPR/Cas9 £ A A6 L3 R HL G 5 5 AN AR
B DAL () e UL T DL B R A S S AR P SE IR 2 Ar
R, HINE T IS RK B . R,
FIH CRISPR/Cas9 AR %%k AE N R KK E 1)
BRI ] AR I 5 N S A [F) B B R . H AT
A 5 W Uil aZ B R R F TR A ST
SEIG SRR, SR ZEAE (Hutchinson-Gilford
progeria syndrome) £ 8 A Y UF FH ) 4 AR
(Parkinson’s disease, PD) ¥4I HLEE A 73 ) PINKI (PTEN
induced putative kinase 1) J:[K KO [E A 7 U2,
DA i Ik APP JE DR ) fr A AD 7Y 1 2, i
P27~ AD M OCHE 72 W] IR Z AR 4E A R K
KRB, (E I A AT R RE IT E AT,
EUF I AD ()RS R i, AR — e TR
EXI AD H B S A EAT Y e . RAE L, SERE)
I B SR AN 5 A T 75 58 %2 i 7 R i Y R,
HEpR4BF N &, 181 CRISPR/Cas9 HiAZm#EIE AN R
KB P AR LA TR I — 5 Pk

CRISPR/Cas9 1y — RN A AR, B
WARAESLIG A 5T A B DS SRR 1) 52 R R |
BT RIAS BT HEARmERE S, 2 AR
I+ AD Bk 2. AD EUm ALEE T 78 DL 36 J7
PR HRHT ST H 25 R B K A H A
AR, WR R E R A AR B F e R E X 16
PN 22 4 [ @ DA s R AT 2R )T 2 5 22
S N BN ™ 2, i RAE S T AD 9%
[RIVE T L 2 2 DR 40 G 2 AE AR R I o

(& £ X #
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