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Kigim HEAgmiEHAR, BRI EEE R SCE K (clustered regulatory interspaced short palindromic repeats; CRISPRs),

CRISPR-Cpfl
ZFRH9ES Q812, Q3-3

FE R G AR S TR E A B R AH BB A7 5N
IR FF A — KR, BARREE R A A L B
gy Br#SE, BEak B gm0 H L ik,
PLEE 4B A% BR B (zinc-finger nucleases, ZFNs). % 3%
OIS 7 R RN R 7 A% TR B (transcription activator-
like effector nucleases, TALENSs)AIlf% K43 1] b5 &5
A 3 #H & (clustered regulatory interspaced short
palindromic repeats, CRISPRs) & 4t 44X & i &
Hemie T RPN MA, FHAESh ) A A ) 2 ]
Hfud . REAE . IR IBYT SR 43 202 B
FE4. Hrr, CRISPR-Cas Z 4542 i 43 40 1 Al vt 40
B PR — A S B 4 2R 8, T CRISPR-Cas9 4 4]
HewdE T H Bt DR RERE R Wt = R 2R A
MR TE . BURII AT, BN fr k2 U R A
AT SEMBAR . Bfi% CRISPR-Cas9 % 46/ il 0t
X L7 A ) e B AN DR LA AR A5 B R R BE A v, (H
F2 24 5 R AH N 4 R S 7 A ) AT A AE ST 1K
—RE R T PRI g 8 PRI 5 2 A A i By
T RETT I, Cas9 M B0 I G Ak 5 01 2. (E R 6% iR
AIFVIEI S HE DNA AR, £ TAEXT AR
PRI AT REDNVR TN MR e i e LR, BROK
iR | 1 25 PR 2H G SRR AE N S R B S
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— MBI ——Cpfl, J& T CRISPR-Cas £%t 2 2K
VAL RGN BF 9 FE 1R U] %) DNA IE
P, [RI N IE e B HH 835 X 53] T CRISPR-Cas9 ) 4
PR O PR BTz A B R R R
Cpfl (A cidaminococcus Cpfl, AsCpfl) Fl E 82 1 £l
Cpfl(Lachnospiraceae Cpfl, LbCpfl), {H:&H T &
i1 ) 57 -TTTN-3" (1) 7 I8 X 57 41 46 i 2% 7
(protospacer adjacent motif, PAM) ] & if 4 A &,
BR A1) JHC A 5 K] o B A0 38 10 S 16720, 283 [ A
B R B T T == 0 M R OR U I Cpfl
(Francisella novicida Cpfl, FnCpfl)7E N4 o 47
FERUN AT )RR, I RGME T RS,
i PAM W7 504 N 5'-KYTV-3" (K #8148 T
G; YHfRC. T; VMR A, C. G). Hitk, Cpfl
BAER BB N AR TH” 5 Cas9 Kk —id
RRFAE TR G T BT L A 5 ) R R
A3 [ajUs. 2623300 ARG A Cpfl BIZ5AE . AR 5 2 A
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1 Cpfl A%, (ERREMEIETS

1.1 CRISPR-Cpfl R E/F{ER RIE

W5 # W], CRISPR-Cpfl MU X DNA A A%
PE, T E6T RNA [R5 s R 2302, FH b
T8 % H B CRISPR-SpCas9(Streptococcus pyogenes
Cas9), Cpfl 7 FEEDN, N2 1200~1 300 4

AR, FI, HA R 5 & ) CRISPR-
SpCas9 AN —#f. XJIfE T Cpfl REAFE Cpfl &
4 F CRISPR RNA (ctRNA), i A& A e s
CRISPR RNA (trans activating CRISPR RNA,
tractRNA) & 7] , M 1l & % T tractRNA 1 14
CRISPR RNA i { (pre-crRNA) &, 4 () 25 1135736,
I, CRISPR-Cpfl 5 CRISPR-Cas9 &4 fEIR £ 7
H#A AR (R 1, X5 LA E 1) CRISPR-
SpCas9 MK AT LLEL).

Table 1 The comparison between Cpfl and SpCas9
Fz 1 Cpfl 70 SpCas9 HILLER

Cpfl SpCas9
SR RE & i
ik & i
HAFSTFRE 7N x
R 1 DNA I RNA P VB T DNA P 1 B i 1
I G T A o R A o 1K i
pre-crRNA Jin .77 Cpfl EEIT RNase [0 T-
PAM 5'-TTTN-3'5% 5'-KYTV-3' 5'-NGG-3’
YR E PAM it DNA 23 AR ¥EEE 18 A7 PAM i 3 AL EZ IR M
EZ bRV = fi&

Cpfl &4 V) E|JEHE 7] DNA 851 RuvC #%12 s
SERIE, DL Nue 45 M3 & T Cas9 1) %I )
DNA 5 ) HNH % B2 g 45 46 304 9. #fF 50 N\ 51 48
i, RuvC B4 3 4 [ DNA 4% & Nuc 87 7] #1 [
DNA /)% th 26 . CRISPR-Cpfl &%t/ H i K
TR B 17 B A B S e R 8. Cpfl 7T LAY CRISPR
DNA #3% J 5H) pre-crRNA #E4T BT, fi 2 fl i
RIEEE ) crRNA, BiJS Cpfl H crRNA 5%, 5

SpCas9

F#5E PAM [T ) DNA /7 5IM 454, 4L DNA
X% Wr 24 (double strand breaks, DSBs), (K 1, 1%
K22 SpCas9 Al FnCpfl )45 #4043, %4
1 E [R5 K i 1% 4% (non-homologous end joining,
NHEJ) 2 [F] J5 & 20 (homologous recombination,
HRYIEEHUH], SCIIED PR HfA . & 55
iﬁ:ﬁ{q&‘[]{ 16,2122, 35,37-38] .

(b

FnCpfl

Fig. 1 Comparison of the stuctures and domains between SpCas9(a) and FnCpf1(b)
B 1 SpCas9(a)Fl FnCpfl (b)45#4H B FIIZER BB L5 1038 LL R B A
SpCas9 Fl FnCpfl #5 & 1 V) EI-{E4E 1] DNA % 1 4% 5 15 45 # 35 RuvC. (a) SpCas9 VI %I 4E 7] DNA HE (1 1% 18 By 45 #5808 HNH, A orRNA H
tracrRNA 1Y, pre-crRNA JE . (b) FnCpfl V) FI4E 1] DNA H A% BREG 45 M350 Nue, s erRNA H Cpfl & H EL#EMEAL pre-crRNA JE K.
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T RS Cpfl W HIFI BT ] RNA L&
DNA [EF IR BE,  AF 70N 53 MFH OG0 5 74 7K 7 %
HAAT YT, RIS Caso 1EHHLHI A A .
B L AF I BABIENT T LbCpfl-crRNA — 0 E &)
e RS H, IRBZEAGMAN RGN, SPUE=
A, Eemthofl —WIERAMEE. 5
sgRNA LA F (1) #) G il Cas9 45 & 195 KR [A
crRNA & —Fhm I A %, — B4 Cpfl & H
R I S R % IR 45 A 45 f I (oligonucleotide
binding domain, OBD) 5], RIAJ i 58 S AR HL
Cpfl EUVEEN = MLEt. ki, EAF AL
() 1 FEL 77 38 18 RE 0% 252 crRNA RIEE 5 41| F B 1) S
PEAEE, e N —0 . BN RN A
OBD ) ¥ IR 42 Ji€ 3 (looped-out helical domain,
LHD) 4 #4355 1R 55 XU DNA Y ) PAM 7314
K. ZAPIBTEST AsCpfl-crRNA-DNA =t HE &
VS AR SR AT gk — 22 R I, orRNA L%
I PAM JPHII “FhF 7517 (seed sequence) ] g5
Cpfl FIfSEAHICENS, 7E Cpfl 454 %8 DNA i 72
H, MR T INTEFE] “A B SR 5
Ay, EiZid RS, PAM BAES M KA “IF—
K7 IR, ULENA T A BUF 7 7 51 A0
H! DNA, JFFAE IE A8 TE P T 8 Y AUE 1% R
. Montoya [ BN F FH —Fhgk B A X S L6075
s P T 4 AR Dy b o] RRAE L R 3R T FnCpfl
I LAE R, FHafiE T FnCpfl 16 XF ¥ 1] DNA 1)
B2 5 R =5 R-loop(“R” TZEIR) 4k, X sk
8 K6 [ AT o B R FnCpfl A5 vEE 3t iR ) #E DNA 5
G AL B EE R X

i, MRHANRKET Cpfl RGHATH
S0 3R DK 2H G 6 P S B8 YRR (protocol), IR U B T ]
BE WL Wit TRE4L ) CRISPR-Cpfl 4114, M55 &
W8 N UIBE ) crRNA AR 1A Cpfl £ 1) mRNAs,
WA T T7 RN VIEE T (T7 endonuclease T,
T7E T )R [m) % B2 Wl 25 2 A A2 N 20 B 2 v 9 2k [
2] 2 v e A I A R0 1,

1.2 CRISPR-Cpfl #iE4F =

Cpfl 55 Cas9 AN [A] A AL A0 45 44 4 1 2 3
FE AT Je R 4 4 ) AN B B B DB AN A =
4F e, SEfETS Cpfl 75 2 5 K 4w 4 7 1 2 A 3
SIS
1.2.1 CRISPR-Cpfl VJEHEFR DNA K7 A

ANETF Cas9 FI ] RuvC A1 HNH 45 #3876 Ff -1
[X 433k 47 °F K %t (blunt ends) ) #], Cpfl 1 ] RuvC

N Nuc 25 M3 75 P+ X 38 M E DNA Mk 1) 23
PLFIAE EANBE R 18 Ar, 7= A2 22 #E D) EI = P R =
2B B R i (sticky ends) Y. X [E i B BARORN 78 T
Cpfl UIEIRE &, B T UIHISE bR DNA B AN
23 fii, Cpfl REfEAE L AMER) 14 A2 3] 18 7, LR
VIR . BRI Ak, SR R I Cpfl (1)
I A7 52 3 18] K5 [X (spacer) 7 51K B H 5200 . 24
spacer J¥- 4K & KT 45T 20 RIS, B T b)EEe
F» DNA HAMNEER 23 f24h, Cpfl Wim T HIEHEEH
FNEE ) 18 A7, 1M 24 spacer 7 51K BE/NT 20 FAHS
16, Cpfl Wi T VIR FE B AMER 14 £7. X —4etE
{157 DNA J7ZIF4E NI BT Cpfl Aefg 5wk
HOE HRE,
1.2.2 CRISPR-Cpfl %F PAM )ik £i0

KZH Cas9 H MU T & & G 1 PAM 751,
M 5'-NGG-3' ] PAM %} CRISPR-Cas ] L /7 41| ]
R TR KRS . M2 T, 16 # Cpfl
FOR R T 35 S O i s E (1) PAML 1B 9%
PR 2535 [ B PR TE FnCpfl 03 1) PAM 7
Iy RN 5-KYTV-3', Ktk Cpfl I TCEEY
J& T BRI H g iE e RO L, A B TR RN S E
FrEIE (1) PAM [ #E A7 2347 dmdE . BT David R.
Liu B PAO S i+ H—FhFr A xCas9 HIHTBESE— 20
Je& 7 HRAL AU AT IR XA, A BRIEAT R RN PR AR
etk B RSPAT AR, KR E X Cpfl (4
TN,
1.2.3 CRISPR-Cpfl HHEFE

Cpfl AMYEA RIFMPIFEME, LRI &
FERRE S PE. TEAR AN, Jin-Soo Kim [ A
FIH Digenome-seq £ A, X 2 AN 7] i 5 [K 4 45 g
YER G M R AT i A R 2500 6 TR —
A~ erRNA, LbCpfl F1 AsCpfl 23514 6 A, 12 4
Jd B AT A, R I b T Cas9 & 1 BEHE (> 90
AN). X crRNA [ 3'3 4~6 AMgdE, Cpfl 7 LA
Z 1 ~2 DS ST HIAITES s 0 34 X B
W, N EER . J Keith Joung 55 ™ F| H
GUIDE-seq 7> #T tL 8L T AsCpfl HI LbCpfl 5
SpCas9 TE A 4 Fr B #1550 . Cpfl 78 4 K 22 S0t
B, RAFENER(Inde) FIATRIET 0.1%. W]
DLk, 5 SpCas9 #itk, Cpfl JL-Fi%A iEE, XXf
= DR 2H ¢ 8 0 I R DRIV 7 A K ) A 2 440,
[EfEHh, I TE NS AT R Y P SR T TE A
BEAL RIF HEAT B B A I, 2B 5 HIBAR2 R B FnCpfl
TE T N 2 DR 20 G 4 ()3 2 PP oA 0 v A R
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1.2.4 CRISPR-Cpfl £ 3 [H 4w

Cpfl & T CRISPR FK &, Pk i 45 1%
WA Cpfl BEIA & XF H BT 1) Cas9 AR KR HE )
W7e. ERRATHREN 7T, B F RS fEG, @
WL RN AR, [KILFIF CRISPR £ A#ET
ZRENmBEA T EE. BREEFIAH Cas9 it
T2 3R 9w B, W RNase [l 1 Cas9 JL 3%
5SS A K #5315 RNAGIRNA) IS 1] RNA 45 & 1) 5K
I Ee-48), (R X A SR T V8 A TE T U A B AR T T
PIRA T EHE AT, KRS T Cas9 7£ % 5
BRI 2w 65 T O S . 1T Cpfl 9R4h 1 Cas9 7 %2 3L A
YniE LBk, Cpfl N7 E crRNA B 7T DL 5E il 3
K H g%, H Cpfl REBE M7/ F pre-crRNA il T
MATE A 7RI, I BT RNA KI#E
7T DNA BIYIRIThAED. FIF Cpfl X Rl i)
REE, k0§ BN e ) T CRISPR [%%, {F HEK-
293T 4 Mg s 8L 1 [\ B 4% %% DNMTI, EMXI,
VEGFA, GRIN2b 55 4 N[, 75/ BRI rb [ I
Y% DRDI, MECP2 Rl NLGN33 %5 3 NEEH19. 2
# HIBAFIH FoCpfl 7E NB4HfH sl T 218 5 4
BRI g (R D). BT B> crRNA AT 3L
g 4E 2 N FE R, T H orRNA #8848, 78 Ttk &
BT T A BRI, X8 Cpfl £ 5/ 5 K
L R 4H 4 4 B T Atk

2 CRISPR-Cpf1 R it &

X4 CRISPR/Cas9 CL&ETE L& F. R
SRR T N, (22 Cpfl 2 A E
5 R G 4B 4 05 A SN S Cas9 T RE BRI BT 2 2
Kgm#E T H. BFFA SR A Cpfl FERAEY) . Y.
W FLBh T A T R ERER.

2.1 Cpfl EREYFHIL A

BATRKEAT B2 H AT 2 R 1) S R R A 77
PR, A PR R IR BRI R 85 77 2 A IR R
bbvese, HENAR A o 5 R T RE SR e, 4 5%
HIBNENGE & sk B 20 R4, FIH FnCpfl #5717t
L- i 2R B oot A1 ) P s 7 TR R, R O S0 R i
FEIEE] 100%. FIHZEA RS, W G0k
e — A R R A Gm AR i 21 3 K. RIS, A
TN AR BN FH ) SpCas9 2 L H W 45 & e #e
FFEE AR, T FoCpfl 5 23 &0 B8 # 4T 14 & e
Himadri B. Pakrasi [4]BASU7E X 8 4H 1] (1) 55 P G 48 19F
FH R T FaCpfl MFEPEMG. DU AIAH G525
SR, N W A0 T R R g T B B R

HR, AL H— . &AL N9, | Himadri B.
Pakrasi [] \EF] H FnCpfl X £ JI 388 55 22 Fp A [F) 28
T F W 41 T 3 TR A R D b 3R AT T R DR AR . AN
H S 9AF . 1X N FnCpfl & K 4 4 i R 476 R R T
PR B B BuE SR it 7 AR A S
2.2 Cpfl EEEH YN

N T AIESE Cpfl REf% 75 1 47 v i 3] 5 (K] 4 5 11
fEH, Sang-Gyu Kim HBASYRIAZ BB B A & & 1K
(ribonucleoprotein complex, RNP) f] £ = F| H
AsCpfl 1 LbCpfl X K & ) FAD2 & 5 A1 5 1)
AOC FER AT o . Cpfl A A T8 o 3= & ok
KPR, R AR R S, BIAE
ANTETE B IR A7 AR DA 2 B B B 4. 2k
e 5 A BAEIFE KRG I 3 AN HIEELT 6 AN st
FnCpfl 1 LbCpfl [ P #F 17 th 4, K 3w F
Cpfl #REFEAKFEF 51 A M R4, H LbCpfl 1)
W& PE T FnCpfl. 1% M BA#E — B X OsRLK 1
OsBEL 3£ 15 73 3l % 11 7 4 /> crRNA H 6 20 f% 11
crRNA FEFE 751, &AL U i bR R 3 TE 40% ~
75%2 18], E & FH BASHE R Cpfl R4t % %K
948 B RO R KB AT T 2 B B 4. Cpfl
RGLEKRET R, wRuh 2 IR e S, e
T CRISPR RG{EMH N, R/KFE R 4 &
R AE T —ANEREE
2.3 Cpfl FEMEZ P HI R

TEM AL E Y )71, Young Hoon Sung [#] A F143
SR H 2 LA R GO S AR SRR 3 IR Cpfl 22/ B
AT RS b, A fE D AE /N BV fi o s B
TI%MIRER AR, BLAE 17 NI AE BRE AL s Ak I
HRIBFEIL S . Eric N.Olson [ PAUSH R E 1
] FH CRISPR-Cpf1 7 A 25 2 fg A1 0 45 AL /)N B A
LA EEREE . BN SRR T AL RIVE IR
N K (Duchenne muscular dystrophy, DMD) /s i 13
7 ) DMD & # KI5 2 Re 5 5 T AL (PSCs)TE -y
WEFE A%, ¥ Cpfl mRNA M # 5 MDX & K )
crRNA B FE S NN ZHEON,  FIE 3G/
S [H) Y5 1B 1) HE DNA B (ssDNA). 45 ]
2o, FIH Cpfl S5 1 R 5 4048 5 3506 i v ]
1k 50%, FRAZFER BB E /N BRI AR HILA 2
GRREAH SCHIE , LRSI R B 35 0] I F R I8 mdx
HH. JKeith Joung FIBACNIFIH Cpfl REGEEFZ
B DR gm AR AR i, R e AR (R I e sl 2
A SRR T AT IR AL, AR
7E ¥ N\ Cpfl ) U20S 41 g o M ¢ 8| gBB Al
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AT, R HINCIFEZ R R T M H Cpfl %
GRARTT R LRI G BRI 7E R, T ) FH ey L
)iz RNAGRNA)NIEETUINLE], X Cpfl &4t
i) crRNA BEAT 1 25, MR HdEm 1 Cpfl E40 /i
RKMBIENG R R g R AR . AR T,
HFFE N 53 B 28 2503 BT R Cpfl 2R 9w B R 4t
MR WRN FEEIBEAT 1 kR, 3R4e 7 A E 41
FARME R, i Cpfl /T 1) A 40 ffn =
g 5B EER, IR T &R RE
PLN £ K3 30197 5k B0 L FE BT LA K. DMD %
PRI 53 2 B A ER LS TR AN RAESERE TS, D AIT R AR
LB HG T T BUR At 1 AR A RS AR
2.4 £F CRISPR-Cpfl HIF BN T HE

2018 & 2 H, Jennifer A. Doudna [4]B\PYF %
THET Cpfl BHT AL IR AR A . W T 141 BA
K L5 SR LbCpfl 1 A A 2K L T Casl3a i
“collateral effect” R Mi: LbCpfl 5 crRNA 45 &
Z G, TEVIE|H PR NEE DNA [FIR, Eih 2] gk
DNA(ssDNAVER VIE] . FEFiX—4ptk, 14 &
TR G B BRARIR B B B BOR R =
B K, JF R PR “DETECTR” (DNA
endonuclease targeted CRISPR trans reporter) 1] 12
ARG, WA MEWR . R EREA T > &
DNA BEAT BRI L 74 3 BRI 73 A . BF TN S 6
r N #. 3% J8 9% 5 (human papilloma virus, HPV)FJ
EHEAIZH] DETECTR #EAT 7. # R EoR, W]
PR Z Bl AN [F]) HPV AL A AS b B I 72 ey
KK ) HPV 255 . HPVI6 Al HPVIS, i T
DETECTR 7E12 Wi J5 1 B A M 24w (0 R U A AR
KA SE BB EL

ik B 097 [ B\ 7E iR SHERLOCK (specific high
sensitivity enzymatic reporter unlocking) ¥ A [ 2 fitf
EHEH T SHERLOCKv2, T HiLL Cas13/Csm6 Al
Cas12a(Cpf1)/Csm6 FARFR A T 2 M 4T
SEARJEEIAR IR JE B i 5% A0 R B g B 4847 132
VU KA 5 B 20 e I 2 121,

BIRCAHRIE R KIEH) Cas L IREG 5 HE
K A B mRNA % %5 I i 1t £ JIk (apolipoprotein B
mRNA-editing enzymecatalytic-polypeptide, APOBEC).
5 T 3 A s i 5 & B (activation-induced cytidine
deaminase, AID)EX ecTadA (Escherichia coli TadA)
R ) 2 Y ER I 2 AR BEE SR I G+ C — AT B
AT—G-C B HE e e, {H 2 H Al A Y6 B 2 )

PAM J7 71 ) BR il o8, R 4 [ BA @ 25 2 F 1)
CRISPR [ gmfi i A, TF& B A Bl 4 4 R
41(Cpf1-BE), % RS 1E Cas9 Mt LA A/T
B PAM [X S AT SR S iR . I P IR AR A
FHRG, A R KT SRR g B R 1) Th g X 3k,
J It R i B T

3 CRISPR-Cpfl HIEfa S RE

CRISPR-Cpfl ff] PAM H 4R [X 5] F Kk £ # (1)
CRISPR-Cas9, # 5'3iil)&E & T J¢ 41, (H2AHNT [
JE I PAM J7 41 K A FERR 1) 1 Cpfl 7 SEFr b H
W RIRRIE R, SRR R DR (1) SR A 5T 2 RO AR L
RIEMNK “HH7 . %8 A X SpCas9 Al
SaCas9 PI(PAM-interacting) &4 F 3 1) tdeids, Bh2E 5K
A LATE ©F R 45 0 1 3k Xt Cpfl 8 Ak 47k
. RAE, LUK IR H AT R 2 285 PAM 1) Cpfl
RAARM, 1M H T 24 H M 9% AsCpfl AR
;‘@UOJ'

e Cpfl IR A IR+, GFTF2
2 1) 1) LR AR, T 0 BRES ) R h A FE p f EE EEY
. AR IRIE Cpfl fREMELF, (HIXFFARE
Cpfl ANAFAEBAE. TER VAT R fErp, ATf—
AN It A 5 R ¢ 4 25 T R I R R E . R
VEZ BETH 22 Itk SpCas9 1T Bl A=) TR 7
R PEE FaCpfl IR EME? 8 00 = SOl &S
REox, HHET FnCpfl f)3EPES SaCas9. SpCas9 #H
FEATSRAN 7Y, SR A 7 v G Pk, el 5
R T b A U0 J58 AT A AR BT 9T
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The New Member of CRISPR Family, CRISPR-Cpf1®
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Abstract In recent years, genome editing technology has been well developed, which have major implications for
basic biology research, medicine, and biotechnology. As a new member of CRISPR system, Cpfl greatly expands
the choice of target sites for genome editing and has significant advantages in multiple gene editing. In addition, its
shorter RNA sequences (crRNAs) make it closer for the application via industrial direct synthesis. Here we
summarized the structure, gene editing characteristics, application progress, current limitations and future
prospects of Cpfl system.
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