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8 2. DNA W4k B4 (double-strand breaks, DSBs)#IA A 2 & M4k M & 4 /= & 49 —FF DNA 457 X,
CARLAFHBIARA K LM, BT L @i, [ Z 4 (homologous recombination, HR)A=3F
) J8 A 3% i% 3 (non-homologous end joining, NHEJ)Z 2 # £ %49 DNA M4kl 545 5 7 % . £ 5 NHEJ
BRZNZ SR EBRERAT GERT, BB BATE . AERLRBFREFRFE, 4
EA NHEJ %4548 /. NHE] T8 ESBATH ARG ST P R IETZMERH . RIS HSBATH
¥ NHEJ 6915 S AuH AL XA AT T A %utzid, JFRT T L EA R BEARG LA AT %, BN
AT AT H NHE] &2 A L mA ALt i, Ao HATH NHE] 15 20 FAUHEREE T 37 LAt 5 4
S HBATH NHET 69 2 R AT 2216 1 A
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Non-homologous end-joining (NHEJ): physiological function in
Mycobacterium and application in gene editing
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Abstract: DNA double-strand breaks represent a common type of serious DNA damage in
living organisms, causing instability of the genome and leading to cell death. Homologous
recombination and non-homologous end-joining (NHEJ) are the two main ways to repair DNA
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double-strand breaks. The core components involved in the NHEJ pathway are highly conserved
in both yeast and humans. A few bacteria such as Mycobacterium, Pseudomonas aeruginosa,
and Bacillus subtilis also have the NHEJ mechanism. NHEJ plays a key role in the double
strand repair of Mycobacterium in latency. This paper summarizes the mechanism and important
components of NHEJ in Mycobacterium, introduces the application of NHEJ in gene editing,
and reviews the research progress of the NHEJ pathway in Mycobacterium. We hope to bring
new insights into the molecular mechanism and provide clues for the application of NHEJ in

Mycobacterium.
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DNA #5717 45 A= W AR A6 A7 T BEAT e 75 1) 352
245 8, L 4E+E DNA 701 1 58 38 X 41 g 2
KEE, HAMFAE LAENHEREESIHEL
DNA 73 kA sl #bif . DNA #5475 18 £
FEOREL AR | 4 L B0 DL K DNA 73 F 1 T
2455, Horh DNA WUE W 282 DNA i fi /™ 8
PB4 I I A i 0 S 4 ) 2 AR AR
TR T U

TEAM, DURE W 20T DL o JUAD E 5
BEiEREITBEEY ., —FEREEAEE
(homologous recombination, HR), HR i |r]
U5 DNA 54 ; 76 DNA WU W 4 1) 16 2 s A
HR 752 IR Qe ik [ DNA B, Hr
DNA WA 2y 5 [FIRB AR S TR, A5
HilE R sk ny BB, fEEZAEY Y, HR EH
RAAE S T G2 W, g —Fh 2R
+2 A [R]85 7K ¥ 1% 4% (non-homologous end joining,
NHE)), BT AR F 5], 5 B %%
DNA BUEE 24 iy A v, PRI AT D7 40 J1 40 1Y)
FFA W BORAEAE AR s NHET BRI =2,
{H AT 8 23 3 B — 28 )7 91 2K B — 26 | B 1Y 4
A, BRI, BRT UL 2 RhOEE
P S imARA, AN N IR AFTE IR KB4
(single-strand annealing, SSA), X f& XU5E K724
i A7AE [] 1] {9 [R] U5 1 B i 52 7 =X, s gl
A — S ARSI BB AT YR AR AR A L ke 2
SRR, RERSA RURP RN A Rz i, IR
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1ML TR A AR

1 NHEJ £ #3%

[Fi) 5 20 18 02 4 A 2 TE AR AH Ak g (0 LR g
HIE -Gk b, BRI S R DNA 7312
6] S 53 F AR 7P AR Y BT A A R il
Wi Z2 M B HEAL U AR b IR AT
H 1M A (recombinase A, RecA)LL & RecBCD
RecF. RecO. Ml % 4% {A& (Holliday-junction)
1@ RuvAB Fl RuvC 28019 ARIREEI4 Long
S5 LRI P 2 e~ 5 732 7 0 P2 4 B3 20 B T
FUVAB ffi A 175 5 $i i 1 S A I B P D L Y
Eit\ N Py R SRR o = 9 e O 7 2
KOHT; B ZIIE RuvAB 7S IKAT IFE R
SEPGVD BIEAGN . EAZAEY) P E S HR A
SO 51 25 I (radiation sensitive 51, Rad5l) .,
BTS84 11 25 [ (meiotic recombination 11
homolog 1, MRE11)-Rad50 &4,

AT, NHET 252 g i Ku 56 —
R Ku70 il Ku80 WILLL AL, Ku 5 Hik
W AUEE DNA K3 Je 2 T i NHE) B 228 1
R, SENBERT MBS s 1109 NHEJ 9%
OICHF, DNA Kimgh &8 E Ko MEEEE 5
Yy ligase 1V DR X B X HHMER 4
(X-ray repair cross-complementing protein 4,
XRCC4)TE i 3 FI S5 FLAZ A= W g BE AR <110 I
BAYI LT — BHOA N AFALE NHET #2458, H
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REACR [7] 5 S5 40 RGE1E 52 DNA BUEE T . BfE
YN BHE HAP 5 AL 8, Aravind E P K
Doherty 51k IR A= ) A7 A6 45 A A%
Ku (1 [FJEEE LA AR T ATP 9 DNA i4:4%
Mg, JFHAERNA FiXee ku S F DNA 442
Tt & i S5 R A6 030 % B S T — MR T4
Fyetisl

NHEJ & ZHLi 5 HR AN[FE, HAE 2 A
T DNA By[RvE. 5 K24 DNA B —
FE, NHEJ i& 4218 &2 X% BT 24 (double-strand
breaks, DSBs)ify % 3 Pl & TG LBRZ
DNA WL RREG . P e i R4l DL R A8 2 ik
M2 R B AR i AU B AEY) NHET i ##
Hi Ku70/Ku80 5 — 21K . DNA i &5 11 B i
{37 3£ (DNA-PKes) A 2 XRCC4 Fll ligase IV 4§
AR FAZA YR NHED 312 b A
A Y)Y NHEJ A2 5152, Ul Ku Al DNA
G AG , T oAt PR 7 R AT 58 Bl A s 342 4
RN WTE R, Ku & A FE R D
(DNA ligase D, LigD)/& NHEJ &&= HLil i) 32 2L
R A7

BOE WA AT B A S PR B A R e
BLZF IR S RAZAE ) (AR B A NHET 252
U A A P NS % BOFF I Ku BT
14~ N #4% L (CORE)E A 1 4~ H e/ MMIN)FI P
JEEXT)XIRH AR C smgsail(& 1A). ANFE
P AL OIS, RPN 2 TP
B2, CimAESE(E 101, LigD f&—#hEsr 1
R ZUIReNE, HA RGN . AXRREGFEHEX
3 FIMEAL TGk LA SO N A 25 A 3, f G ATP 4K
0 i W4 A 35 (ligase domain, LIG) ., R4
253k (polymerase domain, POL )1 2 g 25 14
I (phosphatase domain, PE), FEASIE 4+,
X3 R AL AT A HES IR AS [ 1B)
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2 AHAFHE NHEJ % 000 418
%294

Ku 7] fE e ) LA [R5 — AR L AR, X
— R AR AR R A S RE AL AR AL, BP LR
P DNA SR i AN 52 4% 1R g 1 56 fie o Bt A= )
KA, TR T 2 il 40 A9 NHEJ B4
s[RI PEE SRR R, 74 T Ku S
IR —RUATFRAT ML B, 41 vWA 1 SAP,
e ik HoAth 2 (1 iS5 42 51 DNA #4507 s 3+ 5
DNA Z5&61°, JER T B EY e 2 Mk
A9 Ku70/Ku80 5 i — A2 ARSI Zhao
S22V F A JBE - 9% A8 R 0 1B e IR A% 3 A FF T
Rv1836c [ R IH 4> MSMEG 3641 &4 1 A~
A3 AT B P B AR ST I VWA gy de, Hige A ]
B AR B TR VR TR A, W IR A P 3 0l 55 1
VIR

HEAZAY i Ku70/Ku80 F K — B4k
BATR], AT AL 5 B — ku R g Y
Ku A RJE R A5 Ku & HEAZ
1 Ku70/Ku80 5 R/ M2, LA KZ30-40 kDa,
Ku 85 7130 0 78 W 24K 0 T ) AR [l i — 2R 4
SERSRAR I Z 80 DNAPY, Ku #Z.0 X2 5 Ku
EH R Ku 5 DNA 454, Ku ¢
JE) C it 5 LigD POL 45yt AH H.AE FH 7
%% LigD!". Ku A K) C Kt n] LB #4554
TEBA T R SR H) DNA F, iP5 N3 DNA
O 45 A R v B A B T 35455 DNA it
it si, W5 E B0, ik, C
U A A A B R BR T Ku 5 DNA 2548677,
1M Ku A0 85 A R e /N C g 235 44 38 00 A5 B
i iF XU DNA W3 s S5 0 BUFF IR C K by
D247.D250.,S258 1 R262 1245 fR i T DNA
5 Ku 456 Ku Z.O 85804 LY LigD
(LRSS I EE 6, B BT R Ku &
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1/ D250A 1 S258A ZFREAR T Ku X LigD B OR3P 87 7™ A 1 2R it fe 52 4% R Tl 19 % £ 5
FIZEF T, L251A Fl R262A 34 h1 T Ku % LigD  Ku SWr2LH SUAELS & 1, RERS (R4 H 402 1%
PIZERIU2) ) JEAE NHED 42, Ku & MM Zm, M55 DNA #EkE R
FREAE IR ) - F5 F DNA BUEERT LA A S, W DSBsPO,

A B
Ku80 Nl vWa | Core | CT |vx| C Bacillus subtilis !_| LIGASE H POL |’6”
Pseudomonas aeruginosa l_| PE H LIGASE H POL |—840

Mycobacterium tuberculosis 1 —| POL |—| PE H LIGASE }—759

Ku70 Nl vWa | Core l ci |W‘ C

Mt-Ku N | Core m C

C-terminal region
C Ku core

Bacillus subtilis ... ... ..
Bacillus licheniformis .. .....
Mycobacterium tuberculosis . . ... ..
Mycobacterium marinum ... .. ..
Mycobacterium smegmatis  MNRAVRHTGL
Pseudomonas Geruginosa — « « s« s s s s

Pseudomonas syringae  « o« e oo e 0o M@

ETKQEHEERANV
KEEQEDKAV

Bacillus sublilis
i

teri
Mycobac Ju ium marinum
M\ rcobacterium smegmatis
Pseudomonas aeruginosa
Pseudomonas syringae

200 220
- FoFECERT YREALL ORVINDFL E

Bacillus subtilis

Bacillus licheniformis
Mycobacterium tuberculosis
M)’L’uh(n'!w‘ium marinum
Mycobacterium smegmatis
Pseudomonas aeruginosa
Pseudomonas syringae

EQPAELDEGTEV
EE.[EEVAGKGARI|
ETDPRAEEERKSARY

250 260 270 280 290

g"‘:‘_":i““:-;'!f_';’"""? . saof wm:.'rxip:N}«.EKPAAAPA}:GGEPxGAGEﬂKQKTTRKKvssTs ..................
acillus licheniformis . Shap IERTKGPDREAAKAPAAKG. . . . . TAERKKRTSREKASERK . o cs oo vs alaisais asiaih
Mycobacterium tuberculosis p xf8e Bk lq.wslnvpnp ............. l ...............................
Mycobacterium marinum AKPEARVIKA {DGKISAAKKS TAEKAPAKKARAKOAAKS . . .o ovvvvs e s,
Mum"ud”'l""U"t‘k"!”f“ ; KGGKSIDSKDDSDSESDSKESKSDSKPAKKAPAKKAAAKKSTAKKAPAKKAAAKKS
Pseudomonas aeruginosa {GGKDKGSEKAG. . . ADAKGRAKSGASRERREA - « « c o s ¢ e s s v s vesnsnnns
Pseudomonas syringae ASIKGKASKPAAKEKPADKAAAKPKRPAARKKTSKAS . « 20 v vssnsnsnnnss

1 Ku #1 LigD EALZME  A: EEEY Ku70/Ku80 FILEAZ /AT Ku & 45K, B:
ARG LigD A5 MK . C: ANFAIE T Ku 8 (25075 et . fRSF iR L3R ;
PR5F B Ku /)y Crer Z5F3FY & Cter 3 51 LUKy (881 85 €298 B R o

Figure 1 Structural domains of Ku and LigD proteins. A: Structural domain composition of eukaryotic
Ku70/Ku80 and Mycobacterium tuberculosis Ku proteins. B: Structural domain composition of different
bacterial LigD proteins. C: Amino acid sequence comparison of Ku proteins in different bacteria. Bacillus
subtilis: BDG79657.1; Bacillus licheniformis: GIN28443.1; Mycobacterium tuberculosis: QJF20997.1;
Mycobacterium marinum: GJO48814.1; Mycobacterium smegmatis: ABK73702.1; Pseudomonas aeruginosa:

GLEG67244.1; Pseudomonas syringae: WP_044321276.1. Conserved amino acids are indicated in red, and the
conserved Ku minimal Cter structural domain and extended Cter are highlighted in pink and blue.
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MR 48 T 14 328 22 il - B W 8 A% 1 1R Jn 45 40 e
THIIEY), DNA E4E/EF 70 NAD KA
(LigA)F1 ATP MK RIIX 2 25 78— BB iR Nk
BT, B &8 LigB. LigC il LigD 4
ATP M 7% 32 ; Forp LigB fe P45
FEE T R I, BAT DNA 454 45 My I A O 1 3
it 5 Fg 310 i LigC A AE T o0 AT B R
FEEH, A 1 A E RS X, =
Fof 3 B X BT FEABOPF A, 24 ligD 2
PRI, LigC 76 NHEJ &5 @iz h & #4E
FH, LigD ' LigD-POL ] LU i A% — W
M2 s BAZ T BRSNS N 2] DNA IRy ; kG
SEAFE S, BEEH(DI36A/DIZSA) A 2 R
BUR AR FE RSN R T RA I, R 2
O NHE) (RS, TEVARCR LT 42
fEP¥, LigD-PE £ #4302 —Ff 3"- 2R vy bl T ,
‘BT AYIBR S| Pt b — B TR, B
TR AT IR ; PE 1628 P H i R — G 1l 1
FAMRRETG T, IR 3B R I DNA 2K 3 fil
T 3-OH®), YIBk LigD-PE &5 #4) 3 Xt 5 ki
NHEJ 19 %00 25 a5 ff B0 R A R R 1 5 i BT
LigD-LIG J&—#l ATP {1k DNA & #:§, 7¢
TR AR LA A 55 22 M e T34 e M, PR Ab
AT IR 23006 LigD # RS 1EPY. Aniukwu
SEBVL PPN LigD 74 B2 B M A s
S OCIE M KA84A TP s 58 7% i J il it
LIG S5 i B 2% ) - e A 1 3 IR R NHET,
il AligD HFkA NHET I H 3 T ™ 8 A9 F %,
UL AT REAFTE DI RETUAYIY ATP fKHiYE DNA %
Pz

P FE B i v R AR AL R 21 1 R A A
H, 2 25%FF1ETRAER NHET B85 24507,
FEX SE TN A NHEJEE RGN P Fh
AU S T LA Ku FITEY), FHEEHRS
PR G IR (TR TR o 43 SR TR 18T 5 314, 70%

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

DL ERBE R YA S 1AL B ku SRR, —
DL E ) aAB T AT 2 AN EL 2 AN RL Y ku 3
Ry —26 ku SERAF 0k 1, R A0 B2
WL KOF I R A R AR AR BB, ELAHIY NHED %
Pl a5 L 28 DU U2 7E ;s Bilan, k34
ROFF TR 2 A 4 i ATP {0 ) DNA 3% 42 /i (LigB |
LigC1, LigC2 Al LigD)?®*; Hof, LigD & %
f) NHEJ ¥ 420 . 1 LigCl BERS1E BiEIR /A AT
H 94 NHET (alt-NHEJ)i# %4 5 Ku & 1
FVERT, XFMKHET LigCl A0 NHET 552
T2 LigD MR AWML (PolDom) 2 5,
GERBOFFE TP LigC [ARERE A% S ixX Fl 85
& NHEJ il #2170, sesh, BFoe s 7etik
Wi 43 B A B P R BT — bR QR o i %
(alternative end-joining, A-EJ), iX /& —F7E NHEJ
KEEE I RIE S T OB HE G LigA iER
Jr s

PRSP S28 B o8 K52 Ku M LigD s RES 5¢
LU 453493 110 A i 12 0 S I BT R PN 2 36 B
IE 73X — s, B A Ku # LigD 555 A
KA FF B B e B g 2 A [l IR A B EE 41
firb, 4550 BoRBERS I LM R, DNA 31k ; H.
Ku 5% LigD A9HRIHIR. DNA i 5 5 i
NHEJ W& & ROR B T BB,

HAZAEY) NHE] B2 B4, B ez
X EE DNA £3ifd 5 Ku 56 R IK(Ku70 Fl
Ku80)25 7, Ja & e — PR &5 4, AR BIIT25
4%) DSB AP, Ku-DNA K AWHHZE T i
DNA-PKes 4 FIEME G, I H0E H S
PE, B RR 1k 55 3h NHET %4268, Hi4E DSB
FEAE BN IR () DNA AR, dnoFss . 598 H
i, 35w A AREL , A4S NHE) &
IR0, SR T B4 oA St ™ A T A BB T B I R
ke, XRCC4, ligase IV Fll XRCC4 ¥ [H
T-(XRCC4-like factor, XLF)FFIE 4 Yk
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SE IR B 42 RO O X AN BE B
) DNA K, {75 2% MR 1 Artemis LA & DNA
RAE W TAT . pol p ik pol MALELE, SRIG I
NI G BERAR RS fE Ak, NHET G
IR O R Sl 3 Z AL 5 ZFBas i & A4
WUMC, WM RGRMILE] . JRE . e
HLAEM,

JEAZ A Y A S HAZAE Y NHET AHOCHY
KEE AT, B4 Ku70/Ku80 F — B A1 DNA
MR TV HA DIRE R, JFAZ A4 NHED
B2 RS BAZ AL, WAl o Bk
2. Ruiib X LA P, B, Ku &
FiR 454 2] DSBs fi &, Ffif5#i%% LigD,
LigD RGNS Ku B, 5FER
SePEHLR S'BERR LA, I BT AR iy
BRI AT B S ML G A A6 429 LigD W%
T i X3 1) D 1 b B T B 0 e B, SRS
FHHR Al DR S8 1T, i J 3 o 34 e il X
BGE S B 21O B 2),

e

l Ku bounds to DNA

Rv0937¢c

T L RITTTTT

Ku recruits LigD
Lig
L] [gK%i'gD' LI | |(K“3D i

Rv0938 . .
End processing and connections

2 HERSRATE NHEJ 28312
Figure 2 NHEJ repair process of Mycobacterium
tuberculosis.
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3 4BATHE NHEJ RGHRE
5 & g

SIASRT B R AL 5% 53 B B (Mycobacterium
tuberculosis, MTB)%5 5 229 It 14, LA & 24 200 Ffr
ISR . ARG R, S5 RFE T
DRET—RANMAERG R, b 3
)G gse e g, [ ] RE 2 B g T 2 A A
DNA #1055 ih 7, Qs diie A= —A4F, A
Rt B A A5 DNA B E R4, XU R G 1E
O3 R I R ML ke 2 G S NHED 7E 40
JELR A ) A5 A B BE 34 T A& 2 24 DNA, 1l BE7E
S REAT B TS O U0 1 U W SR 48 0 v R 4 LA
F, I AT fe 590 bR B AE 1 3 b i AR A7 DA 2
A R o

HARBFZE R KT 2 Ku M LigD st AEfS 5¢
AL NHEJ 372, {H 20 B i A7 A 52 iy
NHEJ BEZCRMEAPY, EfEid 5 Ku 5%
LigD WA EAEH, simad A Soheer ks,
£ NHEJ X DSB (1842 & JJ; Sinha %@ i)
P Bl XA A 3 UE I 43 BOFT B i Tié B UveD1 5
Ku Ml EAEA, 5 Ku il dsDNA B =J0E
G UviD1 WA E I 16 1 AE Kumsme FIAEE TR
BRI, T uvrDL RS R S B R 5
NI L B S ) R 0 LA K 1-Scel VIR A=
) DNA Wk, kB T UvrD1 7 NHEJ &
2 DSBs FHIMEM] . Chadda ZEM*VE I Ku Bt
SPEHEOE UviDl SR 250 fdEE, DL
UvrD1 C A ¥ Tudor 45 #4382 Ku-UviD1 T [ &
B Y BITE BRN TS TR 1 5 I8 BRAE A% 4 BT
W H 24 DNA 21k 5 2 488 3 4> Ku R IkL 4
Bf, UveD1 #30E , X 2egs AR UL T UvrD1
A FE A EGE P2 R DNA R ki
RIEAER

Li &5 PO 1o 5 1 5% A 4li £k J7 75 (tandem
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affinity purification, TAP)ZEREIG 434 #1 54 H 07
Ve T —FE A NAD KM 2 B (silent
information regulator 2, Sir2)#Y[FJJE%, XFPE
LBt 5 Ku F LigD AHEAEA], HERkKFEL T
RN NHEJ BY50R,  HHL B AR i 2 5 5
FEURE L B A B 5 24 10 4% . Zhou ZEBVE—2
R KB, FEERRAER, Ku B OBk
fn, AHBC NHEJ W6 PEREAR; SRR 2B Ku
W K29 JE— AN LR AT, FEAN R H R
PRSFI, Sir2 Bt 5k K29 AYRAE 2 Ku
H 8 S ek sl Jy 27, B Sir2 kAL AT
DAY NHEJ 3. Beoh, e 8L, 4y
R H NHEJ X H, 25 %8 5 (ionizing radiation,
IR)i75 77 £ 1 DSBs M &/ I TE X B A K
2 B AE X R AL AL A AR R T
RecA, A HEYR /- BFF B P recA I Bk 2R AN 2331
Jin NHEJB,

M AFAE 2 e R 70, NHET 5 EA1Z
AAAERR R . L4 (%) DSB B FE A LK
i NHEJ, {HYE—2E24b T4 BB NHEJ
P, NHEJ F1 HR &5 B A] GE [F] I AE7E
EMZRW RS AERS XRDP fERZE
Prrf, Ku & ABER N2 DSB Uif &, JE{R
ez it R AMERR SN RS2, AT BH
1k HR 42475 Ku BTERRW k2 FiEis, 1
R, KWL BRI MRELL
R E5Y MRX (Mrell-Rad50-Xrs2) (BEEE) W%
R B | 1252 & W07 NHEJ/HR - fole 25 56
SR DY FE BT T RSN T R, 2
¥ B Ku AT B 1 DSB #% AdnAB fi# e -
HREEVIRE, RN HR Fh e al fMEL5 0 B AT
B Ku BT ; SR, - B HR B4R A
AEIE LT3 i NHEJ SR>3, Yan SE0PTL 8
R SR PR AR R NHEJ RS R Rk,
PRI RecA BIRIEE 418 22 I AL TE

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

a2 W4 i DSBs it /2 , AT DL 42 & NHEJ
18 52 3408  iX Be A AL it #1l ] CRISPR-Cas9sthl
BRI T 1m0 85000 5 R 4 i

Ku Fll LigD 2 1 7] G844 Bh T8 NHEJ HH
il DNA &5 iR MHIE, i bR &2 (basic
excision repair, BER); A i PR SR A M B
) NHEJ W] D55 0 e 1% 52 38 I i) 2 B 43
MutL (Salmonella LT7 mutator)ZE F1BE 5, 12F
O N7 S Ul ol < N S L A
Plocinski LM LigC 7EHE BT Hi e E
W2 5w ER , KU NHEJ F1 BER Z [H
AN ZAELE T NHET B gierh .

CRISPR-Cas ARG AR AGEKIZL, B A
NHEJ g/ A H5PiERH; Csn2 J&—Fh g4 Wik
DNA K ZRIAMFRE G HEA, HA S Ku
HEAERLA B, Arslan ZE% P Csn2 1E
DNA A 454 o ABHWT Ku B9k A 30
NHEJ A% .

4 AATHE NHEJ EXFE5RHE
*H Hy LA

N Jili 45 4% S G 3 28 7 — A S5 A% o BT
PR BRI, RS R AR R . TR
AR, A% RO AR AN BEAT SR, T T R
TEZ ML AE L Erh 3K~ s 30T I s 4 A e
925 240 ifL 7 A 1 AR AL R S R S BT A 1T
AEZ> 20 DNA W% i TR ) DNA
52 TS Bhis 1k, NHEY 852 348 iR 45 4% 3 Bk
P 16 5 RUE T 2R 1 F= LT, W] NHEJ %
F2 AT BEAE N 2 it 45 4% 3 RO TR S e v 493 3 o 2
(i fA 0, Pitcher S5217E 2 FlVHH DG 1Y 2 A FF 1
& Corndog Fll Omega AP T Ku [FIEY;
XL 1 BOE B R IR R 4k, DL S HAL Ku A
Al Y75 455 DNA R, FFRIHTE 3 NHEJ
DNA % #:[i(LigD)i% 8 AR v, fe i o0 BoAT
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A A R ZH 31k
CRISPR-Cas il CRISPR #H 5 [ J& — Fh 41
RLFH T O A PR e R e, B T HRUR
BEAFAMEBE W TR 28 . B A% 3 BT T AL
HAT 2 LR K CRISPRs 1 9 4™ Cas 2K [1 4
I, fUfE cas2 %01, APREIZ] Huang %Y
TEikZ CRISPR-Cas 4t HY ik 40 BAT i v i
Fik Rv2816¢ i) Cas2, & Cas2 T 1
k5 43 A AT T S N AR Ak 5 2 5 43 BT B
RN FNEE 1) sigma [RF2RIK AU A 56,
H Cas2 [FAK T B W 4t A P k35 53 BS0FF 1 A A7
T % . CRISPR-Cas i [K 21 4 5 4% R O 2876 R A%
MEAZAY PR 2N BEE R,
1 S 5K DR 2 R Rt AR 65 4 40 R AT 1 P A5 2
— RN LB, 35 CRISPR Hi Bl [a] 4
21 JL K 240 S . CRISPR % B i I [) 96K o i
PRI A . BB 4 4B B R DL ) CRISPRI %%
ZRrIEe,
CRISPR/Cas9 i RREME 5 HR F[a] v FH T
DR G A MR R B A= [ 05 H 2 1 4
K Cas9 AN REARZL ) HIHE I A5 LIAEIG , R
R () 5 2 D A TR DU A 2 D) R T BE AT 56
BRI R G 10T BRI, A X Rh o I R A T G
AT, DNA gmiBitfy @ fiis g 4, HAER
FUAS L K 40 g e rh i AAFE R, TSI A NHEJ
AF DGR 1 I AT DL ST 300 7 5 R g 0 R 2
400 NHEJ 454 CRISPR R4 Al LATEVF £ 5
YT ok B L AR B R, -
NHEJ & 48 40, FLAR 22 4 B 4 9 02 o0 R A
P NHEJ R, FEfk= NHET HLHI ) A%
AW, Cas9 15 510 DNA V1% S84 ffiser-,
AT LA 5| ASNEYE NHET @20k ok an
W 5 AZ A BT B R ku D ligD 2 R 4& 5 3 K
FRE 91K 36 RecB RSN , LA# & NHEJ
%S DL S BT ok B R3S AR T Y
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FnCas12a ffi Bl NHEJ R G5t 0] LA RUb A H
AN B REAL K /N LD B2, X R G )
TR KA B, (HRCREARTY . M,
HL 5] A DNA 45681 Ku FEHEE LigD >k
B2 A H) NHE) k4%, o] LU 25 42 = CRISPR
ARG . CRISPR-NHET /S (9 2L K 20
B AR B T RO T SR A, SR BT
TR A S 6 R A 02 T BE A F 9 $ (L A6 1) 2% 7 o

5 ZEREE

Ak IR A i 4 B2 AN DNA BUEE K24 11
FEBE RGBT — WA L X 41T NHEJ
AR P SRR A T —E TR, AR
NHEJ &5 7 158 %] T 45 35 DX 41 A2 M R 1
W AR ESE, METRIEEHBEE, NHE]
AT RIS A AR, (A5 40 B R S 7E 25 1 4
B TR B = 0 PR BE DR A A8 B XU
4, XL BT TR A B0 T VR AR I s ) U
Wra e G nl e R HEE RAE M . BT, BR
T NHEJ .08 [ Ku Ml LigD A, 2k i
HERME UvrD1 B 2 BERE Sir2 ] 825 NHEJ
A, UL AT BEAAES 5 NHE) i AR H .
4k, NHEJ Al HR 7EA8 5 SUEE 45405 5 TRIAF 7E—
Fh A& V-5, Jf H Ku fil LigD & A 5eA B F
% NHEJ 508 L VI BR 1852 46 o Ath DNA B & & 4%
B, JMAFTE NHET 454 CRISPR ZR4:A[ L)
TEVEZFP AT ik 2 R R BR 0 H 1, G —
Y47 NHEJ @42 A4, 0K I 45 .
CRISPR-NHEJ 45 9 5 [H 21 g i H R 7 4k 1T
Gy RO TR A5 4 D 2 AR PR I F e e

SRAEXTTF NHEJ (3R AW, B
K F BRI DL R oA 4N NHET i A 1R 241
il WA BB, QR A AETES 5 R ¥ NHEJ 1
HAh 12 NHEJTHHR 7E4& 5 SUEE 15 5 18I ()
X F 7 NHEJ] 5 H & & J5 X Ik & 2
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CRISPR-NHEJ Qnfuf 76 25 4% 43 B FF 1 55 58 2 4
P 7 A BB NHE) s 24 A B 1
AT BT B HLH], BA A
Y12# D) RE BYIA IR o 3L T CRISPR-NHEJ J: K 2 4w
BE AT & A A 5T A AR KA 2 o B AT
W ERAE Y, A B FHURS A &

1B & STk = ¥
PR SCWRE, BUAAH W
PR GBS BT RPEE Gs.

1B # A 25 oF BT = WA

VR P W B AT A AT BB 22 52 W AR SO AR A
TAEME AT i sl AR R
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