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Abstract: The extensive application of technology represented by CRISPR/Cas9 (clustered regularly interspaced

short palindromic repeats/CRISPR associated protein 9), make the genetic modification more efficient. However, it

remains a laborious endeavor to obtain homozygous gene-edited cell lines and model animals because of the

diploidy of human cells and model organisms. The establishment of sperm-like stem cells (DKO-AG-haESCs) and

its combination with CRISPR-Cas9 technology can rapidly transform genetic operation at the gene level and

chromosome level into animals so that we can realize disease simulation. Here, we will summarize the sperm-like

stem cells mediated gene editing.

Key words: gene editing; sperm-like stem cells; disease simulation; genome tagging project; chromosome

modification
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A, FBE 5 K MM R JE #E ZH (homologous
recombination) /i {3 ¥ J& PR FT #IE 7 A ) 5 PR 4 3k 47
BB AN GE . [ 1987 4F Smithies Fl1 Capecchi SZ 5
53 ) FH 35 R T B 5 R A5 DR g 8 1) /0 BV Jia
T4 L (ESCs)!" ™ Lhok, 5 [H 4 4 5 A R & JE
MY TEIREE R SR AR BCRAR T P i,
N U R T AR NI A 5 00 258 ] 9 6
R —— BEHEAZER AN VI ©7 (zine finger nucleases, ZFNs)
N2 e % B0 TR F 2808 4 % BR 1§ ™) (transcription
activator-like effector nucleases, TALENs), {HJ& ¥
WIBGFAERAR . AR BIEEyiSm Y, |
B 2012 4, pf A% R A) B A TRl S0 E P A B
#H B M (clustered regularly interspaced short palindromic
repeats/CRISPR-associated 9, CRISPR/Cas9) F [X] 2 45
RGRE A UCE ), EIESCL T maE. K

Zinc finger domains

A 5 A

Zinc finger domains

FRAHI IR R R . N R F B AR EEAE, )
g1 7 At G R DR RIS Hh S FH 21 3
K] v 4 I

R ) H Ik B 2 % 2013 SE I HE AL SE T
CRISPR-Cas9 % 4t ] LA7E Iy 3L 3h ¥ 41 g v i i 0
LK, BT RANEERFABRREHEAT .
N5y RIERIIE T, 1EAE S CRISPR-Cas9 R4 1)
B FH R T — RAGTET R, KIS T A
BEZGUS B FEERE . AFFC R I, Cas9 ) RuvC M
HNH /2 H & 2B s 45 ik U s R4, Qi & 1Y
¥ ER A SIS 2] T R IENE PE dCas9
(dead Cas9), H 5 gRNA (guide RNA) 3t % 1A 15 3|
f] CRISPRi (CRISPR interference) £ % 1] LA 2 Hh
i) AR 3 DR AE K B T i R R AR MY R ERIA
FflHh, dCas9 5 VP64 5 S ik Jo 1F 45 & K Bk
f\) CRISPRa (CRISPR activation)”"" & 4 1] LA %L
Hhy SR R B SR R )OS R A s 5 DNA

NHE]

HDR

MIEBIAT KK /R ZFNs. TALENs, CRISPR-Cas9. =i 7 iA# T LASE IR & X35 (1 XUEEDNA W 2L, S8 J5 15 Bhan i P AN [F) &

5277 A ST 5 P o DR 2 4

Bl EREmEIESEMANmELR
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PR B S BR T %o e M AL A5 1 (R R v 7 1
5 e e e e el 1 DA R R v e B A g 4 ) 7
SERMVER, T UG BRI R4 T 5 ) L i 3 4
dCas9 [¥1 55— ANz B & 5 A R E A AR
K LS X H bR R RS B e A B 2015 4,
Moritoshi Sato Z#% F 61 14 Huoks Y it 4% 2% 55 Cas9 45
& PRI, R —F “RiEE” SEI T X
Cas9 & VG TERI P4z, d3E— 0% T CRISPR-
Cas9 i ATE L K gm0k F B

CRISPR-Cas9 RGuERAE i, i 18 & 1) 5k ]
AR AR R BN AT Bl . BE B oRE, R R
ANFIZERI ) gRNAs, 33E— 45 45 A0 Fp B AR (8 nf sz
Xif 4= L DR A i R Gk 22 5 SR AN, A e 4T
JriEE i, Cas9 4 ) CAR-T 41 gt 4 K Hh $2
BT %A O BT I R G T A R T
SRR P DL AAV R EE4E SR P Ay B
SRAF KA BT, LS Bl A AT s S PR R
PSRN TT B B 90 5 BEE AL TR AR,
W FE N AT DAYEAR AMA 5 R 2 B iy Y, 7R 8%
B IHF5EH, CRISPR-Cas9 #i AR A% T H KHIME
F. filn, 2015 4 Freedman 5256 % 7E Y5 [ 25 (1)
75 2 I HE T 4 i (induced pluripotent stem cells,
iPSCs) [ F£Md b4 B CRISPR £ A 1% & H B 2k 28
B, JEET T 23R (polycystic kidney disease,
PKD) B 7T B e R B8 R HATAE R G
15 22 A =Rl AT N R4 g v 2 LA v e S 0
PR E T A B2 U R R, AR
BN T SRR i 2 A
1.2 CRISPR-Cas9 Ry SR M

B f#f CRISPR-Cas9 7E 14> (1) 4F g B} 5 0 5 h
& LTIt T HAM MR R g AR, 1ZHAR
AR B 7 SRR N HF AR AR TR — 52 B SRR BR

B, MRS ER A M sgRNA, {HIf
ARG O S # A A& I PAM 5 51 B85 3 /2 Wit
ok Houk, BEmbE B AT g &gl AdEH R AR
BZEREKEEMBERASRLSREH, HELFHIY
PRI RE BAE ) A AL B, Xt i R G PR
RLFH B —ANERBRAS  FRR, AR 2 e s
R SII4H L Y, Cas9 gt 22 G0 78 4 i sl 4H 21
HH 1388 ORI AR REAS BIARIIE . 53 4bh, FEXT A3
WA R M R DR 2H AT I8 A Ui B, CRISPR-Cas9
R IERIR A s, A LeIE R ) 5 4 DL B
PERABTRR, XIE—EFEE LA T 4MKF k
RIURE B AL LT 78 5 0 H, BRI ARGk

13 B B S R A AT A L DR BN BB AN, RS o
SRR EAMA, DRI AEARAD, 22 5 D] R A 1 5 T A5 204 Ik
TENE K H WA AR A S e fE. Bidn
B BHAS 7 CRISPR-Cas9 % 4¢ 75 i A% 20t b i1
M, WAE—E R E2m 1 ik R 2 5 40Tk R 1t 9 o

2 TR

2.1 K FTHAMBREL

CRISPR-Cas9 1 gk [K 2 5 40k 1 (1) B B2 R 4
JUT- T DA i ke 35 D] G o oot R o ) 4 K38 40 Il i, {HL
FE 52 o B FH A AN ] AL ) — m ) K o i AR )
NS HE DRI A ) A5 PR AR A 3R 49405 S A A
TEMERE, BHAG 1 &R D Re A 7R 52 2R sh A Y 1)
PO RS 1T 5 A ) AR T A B HE DAAE AR SR R AT A%
REEFR MR, TR FITGE T @2 fs/ ik
PR A0 SR AT AR AL . WERN RS R R
HMEHAEF BT R E AR E B AR B T H
RISy e 5 A0 45 3 A 50 40 K U ) B A AR A e, R AE
2004 5 R FH BE 15 o1 B £ 4 IR iR HEAT T a8 A% 0
e P FEM AL, A AT e A — g 4T
ffg g ST A 3 B, (8 i T LR T A AR EOR IR T
FERAE, AROKHIPR ) 7T R . A AR,
2011 4F, Leeb fil Wutz"™ sl Zh | F ARGS9 3 T
PICHE A AE AR G T 40, JFAERL A kAT 1 1R )
BAEGRE » F4E, Elling 25 ™ s Ih @7 7/ RIK
SHE AR 1) B A AR G T4 i (parthenogenetic haploid
embryonic stem cells, PG-haESCs).

2012 4, ZEghks MR segh s (1 24)
Jefa M B A m N E R T E RIS T
R SRV B /N BB A A IR JiE - 48 2 (androgenetic
haploid embryonic stem cells, AG-haESCs). F Jl] /&
R # (W FAESE, AG-haBSCs o] LR S Fil it g
HF S (intracytoplasmic AG-haESCs injection, ICAHCT)
REEE HEAEF /M —— 70 (semi-
clonal, SC) /N, HZF WP IMBHE NG, 7E A
fifi |, Al 1 F CRISPR-Cas9 HiAFR T AG-haESCs
F ) H19 1 1G P/ 2 5 H 4k [X 3 (differentially
methylated region, DMR)( ¥ 2B), # — ¥ SC /)
S AR R R = B 22.3%, SR BRIE RS TS0
AR, BT L ReAE0E I B IR AR T Ae
77, AATTE H B3R AS 1 X 41 i (double knockout,
DKO) fir % MM T T 40 *. 5238 iE 8, DKO-
AG-haESCs 37 #§ CRISPR-Cas9 £ 3 1] % fir 4 3k K]
ROCER A AR K R 8 A% ik, P& B ICAHCI
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(A)?fﬂtﬁﬁﬁwﬂiﬂé‘?%ﬂ@ﬂﬁii (B)TEAG-haESCs4lIff % i W H19FIIG DMRAF 3 ] LA 253815 2 v /N BRI 2K K5 7

Fanf: BRI

1T A AT A AN A KT BRI AR i s (R DR 45 S S S 8 A AT R AR N i s i

NFIHIZEHE T T — DA B 2 A iR/ B . (C) a2 A R A bR 28 TH RIS
E2 25T FmmEmEII R MR

FORAE W] A— 2254548540 B B2 E) SC AL/ R .
I ITTRE AR (/)4 A 9,45 45t 2L, 200 470 248 JH R A A4 7K~ 1
RIS A 2ACih i R 7T R
22 FAEF TR A
2.2.1  FEEAFRZ T I(Genome Tagging Project, GTP)
ANFEFHEA A 41 (Human Genome Project, HGP)
ﬁL‘? 1990 fE45 0 T 2004 4. FEEH AWK E, Ft
S FAF BN T 0 e RERE A AN 2 3 IR 4 P BT,
BRI TAEE S T BRI 1 7, B
A Bb I 7 e A B R S SO TR IRAE
i 5 [R] B AR — > B AT 55 2 ) B £ 1 B TE 4
WA BAE A B AR E FE . SR, B AT
PEPUR I RCR IEA SR A N E, XAERKEE -
PELAS 1 8 B DhRE R 7T, A TRt in) @R — AN O v
8 2 3 o i R 9 4 2 £ 1 O P G B R R B AR RS
N & 6,9% 5% 25 [ (green fluorescent protein, GFP) Al
%t % (hemagglutinin, HA), X5t ] LAF] H Al 24
L B (0 GFP/HA HLiRskaT itk H i & (i
T [ Y5 2 A Al B N L4 A (bacterial
artificial chromosome, BAC) ) 2 H i b ic & 48 il
b TR BUL 2 du BRI Y S AN
YR I Re et fi e, (HE BAC J7iERIBEAL
N VEARAE N T L3 (/B Ak A

Hrpo H—7J71H, WG AR A1
D32 DR 2 B B R R AT SR AL A 1 B 20 o 2 4 A
7N BRI HEBE R KA N

M/ B T 41 R G 10 8 57 mT DUR 47 b gt
P BRI, T AR AR R, (5 B R R
FOR T AR SRAF E AU A ARSI IR I 40 i 2R 1
AFHBIE T ik R, R T4 A
CMWE@@&*M%%T%M%¢@%EE%%
F ARSI, 49 3 4 HE K 20 3 3 BUbR ST A e
BE— D S5 B R AE BRI FHEAT PH IR BC S8 AT 2k
SRAFATE ARSI B, DRI i S I 4 A A 7K
BRI DR L. SN 74 T DALE A Ah st
ITRIAS E AR %, (/S0 SN R RN R
16 538 I AR A 4 N 7 V2 R N A B R AT AH G 2
HIRIWEFT s H&, HE A AR/ BT DURYE 75 225
AR, B, X ME N T8 A T,
REfE & PRI SRAF LI ZHARRE /N . £ 2017 4R 5 H
AL 2R S Al A= ) = FE BT (Shanghai Institute
of Biochemistry and Cell Biology, SIBCB ; ¥ A+
BB 72 SR E E 0 « Center for Excellence
in Molecular and Cellular Sciences, Chinese Academy
of Sciences) 2 75 ] 73 T 41 fd B} 5 W 15 2= £, FIH
BG4l R AT 42 2k R AL 2R B AR 28/ SRR T4
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PIERar 408 “ERAMRZ TR (GTP)P( K 20),
B TE I 2R 7 40 M % /) BR 4 56 R Al 3R AT A i
om0 A TR T A R AR /N R, R
FEFTHEERT R . &4 N1k, GTP WiH B4 lthr 4
1 947 AN b2 40 2 F1 360 ARSI, N 21 [H
Ak 70 Ax AN SEER A BN . e H A 0 o S AR K
T T RN 25 A AR B i ) A [
2.2.2  HHMOFIAM AR KT [ R AR IS A i e

FE S A AR ZEREFE A, R RIARE 168 A ik 2 Ak
W) 3 K A [ RNA T3 (RNA interference,
RNAQD)™ FG75 T 45717 sgRNA ST B 1 7 vk ede
R ), I HAFAE = 2R A /N BRSCRAR
i @, M LSRR () FE AR AL e . T2 R
F AN NG T T-4H A CRISPR-Cas9 ) K| 8% 45 & it
K, WOKHU R HE T R IE A% i 0k AR 7

G T T YISO AE 2 57 2 W AR 52 ] LAR
U Wb R T T [ R0 ) 38 A% O e i i . 2015 4,
o 22 75 4 BT R sz al LA ] CRISPR-Cas9 3 A #F 3%
¥ 4uM b 4T Tetl . Tet2. Tet3 ()% 5 il [ Al
JE SR 5 b DHh, ARSI 19 150 N/
B 2R 1 5 4 i L IR 1 87 897 A sgRNA I JEE I K ks
T T4 A1 Cas9 mRNA V5 N BF BEGH A f5 — 25 3k
TS gER /N (B 2B). N TR E R, ot
FN G T JkE 740 i b sgRNA SCFE (145 71
T s AR A8 s 2 B G 1 A A0 e R R SR
15 sgRNA 1 Cas9, 615 21 1) 20K 7 40 gk —
WG BN FRE L ER AR, HIREI TR
AR K P8 4% i ik, ICAHCI 153 311 SC /N B
o 42% A T A A e BT 2019 4, BFRA
SRR FH 2N 71 40 M 5 18 0 B SO SR BL T ik
KA A R DR R A AE AR IR e, A€ T Rinl
A Irx PR BB 3L ] B, CRISPR-Cas9 J& i@ it
7E DNA | 5] A XUEE W22 (double strand break, DSB)
Je £ Bh 40 i 9 s AL R B R R gm B E 1,
b 23 5] NFE LB RAR . SN T b EIL
R = AR BN R O )R 8 S R R T R AT T AL
F}2E K AE CRISPR-Cas9 R4t LA T & H i3 4
4525 (base editor, BE), 1] PAMRYE 75 EAUA G A H
(BRI BE AT 5 1) 59748 7, B o i B AN SRS T T4
FEL ) 25 A R AE AN BRI R K B G AN 77 A~ DNDI
(P I s RS HRRTILE I E T 4 % /N BB 46 A B 48
Y (primordial germ cell, PGC) & & % X H E 1 ) fE
KA I E 2B).

R E 2, KT T 40 1 CRISPR-Cas9

558 R KA o A /S RN AR 7K S P DR R 363 A% 175 128 ol
NRTRE, WOKHUHES) T e ) 383 4% ik BRI FUdE A
2.2.3 IR /N R AY

TELE S0 90 AR 3R AT A A B A Bk DR G 1 /)
BB 2 OC L) DA AT 58 o s mT DLIE
6] 5245 UU th{E ST Cas9 mRNA Fll sgRNA HfE— 53k
BERER/NR Y, B2, HRSEMRE
P G NAS BB IR 1) ) A0 7E — e FE P L BHAS T
BB T . 8K T T AR R 48 H A 7T AAE AR AL
Fa KRR IR A — B Y AR TE 5 5 3 AT g e
B4R B AR, XI5 MBI E a7
fif e 1 ) T v . I &R 8 CUBIE A AT LA B B2 R F 4
# 7 J5 1) DKO-AG-haESCs 1i iy ICAHCI = 2% 4
Tetl. Tet2. Tet3 [F]I} iP5k eGFP & pidli NI 2% &
SC /MR U, BAaE % ™ 18 2017 4E ) TAEthR W,
TERKG 1T 20 B AT R ISR 1.0~1.5 kb 1) 51
RAZKHEAE NG AR AT DL S ORI T 8 A R
A SC /R

22 B DR B 2 505 B 7 B HIE N BRI — B2
ERBIHkER, BASBURMINIERER 24, 1/
AN, AR — AN BRI AR B LA
B IR0 24 B 978 0 AN BEAR 17 BB H0L N 28 1) 5 93 3R
B I FH A% G0 7 10 e g B R TR a5 AR ) /)N BRABE 2
161 TR EHE 2 R BRI AL RIRS Jy, SR von RN i e
ANEH E R RSN R AL, H2, RIFEE T
I BE AT LA R, Dd A B H g (K 2B). 2K
R T4 v DEAR ST e 35 7%, RHF N L8
A DATEAH 7K SF Ex H 3R R R AT 2 Ik g, 1T 4
JL 7K P 1D G i R0 2 TR 28 2 5 b X Sk 1t B i Pk
A6, B RI3RAT B0 10 2 2 R g e A0 i R S T 45
4 ICAHCI B ARAMFE 7] — 2043 3] 2 A7 pd G 38 110 /)N GRS
M, 2019 45, Frapsk O A Ok T T 40 i AL R
AR — A T AT 2 B A RSN
AU 2 FL R N, RN T T AR B IE
FEA K (myotonic dystrophy type 1, DM1) [{J & Z4 %A,
2020 4F, VE % 2% ) g5 4 2 50 B 1 CRISPR-Cas9
FARE IRER M R B AN R (Miillerian anomalies,
MA) FFRERFFT, TEPREAL EE T PR A BUHE PR AR /N B
RS H5E “ GenI+Wnt9b” 457 7] LS BN R,
MA, AT 1A 38t A w5 30 RN 07 25 4t 17 B 3 ) 3
WS,

g b, T R SR @S IR Y T R
FN D3 FE 2 R AR A 9 b B i 22 LA, e ) o2 L
4 CRISPR-Cas9 F1 sgRNA R — 35 7= A4 % HL A
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AL SC /N B IRF I, A5 32 AL — 2 A o 2]
NEANA, RIS L) TR B3 BRI TR RS
fReBE 1 EE 5 B AW T LA LA AR R RIS 358 4% i 1
TS S 2 IR AR R S5/ BN B A SRR 7

3 ETIBTTHREMRGKIRE

31 RBEAREHTR

FHZAEVIIE MM, BT 12 N
RHERKEA, RN EEY KA, Hi
BN TR L8 T S 5 [R] RAR  7| AES 4H R  A
RN R FER R (B2, Gl a5
W2 FECEAN LR 3D g5 MARL, ARG
AR, SHERABAF R, G fhar i e
R4 DSB BRI i s 4np IR & I
PR DB LB E R RN . RIEE R
WrZd, DNA S R 98 E 7 24 A0k T 40 A b )
HIRE L) MMM R R (e E AR
TR ) SBT3 A DSB ([ 3). ARSI i Y 4k
AR ST A0 S AR B R 22 S OR, A EE AR SR AR B
MR AHERY, ERgpsift N, Fi
M2 B S Ednf . AMRMBET B~ .

FWL bRt Gy AR AR S 3 R 45 K A8 S (structure
variations, SVs) f1#{ H 287 (number variations, NVs),
Fr 1 DSB 5 Al 2 4,  uig RL D e B A5t 2 % K
SVs'™, 7F DNA &l fErf, F Kb i Y ik 4k
B n oy DSB, 4R B SE LGS et
AR5 v b 2 (B AR R AT 72 AR XU e i (]
3), %' K51 (Robertsonian translocation, Rob) {§ /&
Horp—ANIBH . o —Fhai i i 288 2
IR Getfh, X Fh 2 AEXUE etk R AR SV L
FAE NPT Gt #G R I, AR A L R R

HE - [rOS

DNAMUE KT 24

LI 1/50 000, BFFEINA, LG R 2T
G0 U (1) B R B2 i (X 3 W 2R - R TR I
a5, HUR T IR Ge R R G Ak iT e 2 A
SRR E AR IS AN B — M SRS
(RRE R, 1850 B I R AL 2 T 2 RAERE
S YR BB i U BRI G R TE 4
¥ BB PR« Gl AR XUE iy b 2 [R)F A T AN 25
RIBALY BT FE B G AR, BlOE I — R ELZ W
2 - R PR G 0 A OR i G T S 2K R R AR PR AN
FEEEIRIR Ptk . A LR A NG S 3
A N 5 T BB A I DL B 2 B 47 A T 3 5 DR 3R
FE G AR A RN 27 A A, &
FHNVs.
32 FEATRIFN

Gett (AR I H 58 2 F W e LA
WAL ARG R R A b S e R 7Y,
W Feda 160 ASBHAE LA 1 A Ge o fh gy
S . RSN, T SVs B2 T DNA
(K e 45 K, 30 5 45 74 (topologically associating
domains, TADs), AT AT LALE A 228 J5 PR 45 DAL 1)
oL R e 2R S R kKT s IE R T e s
FMIAFEAE, SVs Sx7EFERATE = A em ™, %
T HUR B L AR R R SR G AE AN 45 K (Mendelian
disease), ¥FZ & W HIE 4805, W3 A M 7.
K10 03 S0 L A% Y AN 5 i B 5% A0 AR o T
PARANZEARE U 0] RE 5 Yt R4 A 5. 4551
ST RAE 2 Pl hE Hh BB 22 I, 1 4 (AR 540 A
S, U R AN S 69T AR OC 1) S PERE & L (acute
myeloid leukemia, AML) DL & 5 B34 4= 57 5 25 A AiE
(myelodysplastic syndrome, MDS) # & £ [ 5 SVs.
PR g kg, AFUNR MGk Svs,

o
| }

NCELY

Aot Qe i 5

SihL D RE LA 5 SR MRS SR AL 5 R R 3 VDSB, T g SR BRI IR G A, B H2E B4 T — P @ B R 21

DSBA7 B DL KA R B E a1 45 5

E3 ReATRFERLRE



1234 LA R A0

344

TE M G AR A R SVs FEAMA B R, H
MR AEF /e HEETRPER. BT
B —1 DSB SE M YLk E A4, SVs & T BE
Wl—5% WK Z R Yk, 2 IREHE G
FREMHSE, (BT A — kRN ™, nwr sl iR
S U E ST PR R IR iR B Y SVs. BUR
SVs 5 ZMii R AR K, (HEMAENMEER
FERE R IR 5 B IR WS 8548 =, thin g
IR AL DRI Z R 2 07

= e AR A L NVS®, IR _E A
H AR A 35% J& = ARBERAR T3, BE=
SAREERAE 4%, TR LA 0.3% AR A
P, R A AR IR ARG, T NVs (1M R A7
TE& PR B, L IREE A 1E (Down syndrome,
DS). % fH 4 K 43 & E (Edwardrs syndrome). 11 P4
[RZEEAE (Patau syndrome). ¥ ERZEA1IE (Klinerfelter
syndrome, KS). 44 %E & {iE (Turner syndrome, TS)
o H P KS (REBMZE N 47, XXY) &#E L
L 1 1/660, DS (21 =ARZEAAE ) &5 %42 )L EE A
(11 1/8001) s K93 25 i 1) KS (1912 Wi AN I & AE 1) T3
BiANGIT — B — ki, BRI AE X &K
LKAVA, KS BEILHIRZ I RAE, Lo ik il ik |
FS e ARSI . O i e ™ A —
S e e AL L R PR R Y
3.3 RBKIRE

W 25 B 2AHIE T B R 5 R G o A4 i 2 45 R4 R
5T, B ATERRE 2 s iR 2], 5 HAJER
KA, FeER Ry B REEKEE S5 A
K MEREL Z SR AE L. RE2H
BN, Qe AR R, RO SVs, X AZRRY LA
BAL Z R T e B B BT gt
AR S 1) 3 7 2l I vy I8 W 6T b AR A R
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