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CHI g MO R 2A, Wiaahy) S Tanie A 24 ma 4 o s =, ARi S bR 24 A TRFsE b0y, K10 410013)

WE  NEBEREUR R LDl RS RA, XIS . SRS E Rt iR AR =, ST AR
RICHER R SIS (G) SRS (A) Z I, MiJT CRISPR/Cas9 (clustered regularly interspaced short palindromic
repeats-Cas9) FRGLHY ARSI SR 7% (adenine base editor, ABE) i#il¥f A5k G, MIMMEE X BL5AS I IZF %
BOABAE AN ALRIRTT R B, T4k, ABE AWML, R e il g b 4 0 1h M A O B Bl B o . AR S
TH K ABEWWFFE e, F55JE ABE R A M R h B E 288 04, WIS X B ABEAISAAFAE M BRIGIHAT T E . Jidh, X

ABETEIRIK CFIRRRTATFS) J7 RSN R T 1 0BT, AN & SAEAL T ABE MO R 2%

KEER RIS, FEBIAYY, CRISPR/Cas9fiAR
FESES Q812

BEPINAITAE N BAL PR IRYT i 60E d %
B . MEEFE#Z TR B¥ (zinc finger nucleases,
ZFNs) H1 % 5% 0% 7 08 200 W) ¥ TR T
(transcription  activator-like  effector nucleases,
TALENs) %5 TRALRYNUIRGE ', B8 A IS
240 T RV 0 TR O EE SR A 5K A CRISPR/Cas9 %
gt, WEEENIARWR SR8 o 5L R g ok S AL R R
7, LAVA@P . CRISPR/Cas9 4 M 4l 2 4t T
2012 FE WA, ol TR A AT B OA IR L 4
R, HBETC ) Z 0N H T 2 M b i B R 2H 2
1 2, Joi 4 ZFNs. TALENs it &2 CRISPR/Cas9
G0, Yl e R A A AT U O A
DNA W45 Wr24 (double strand break, DSB), ki3
B DNA I H R . XS5 R A0 45 ] 5 1]
&4 (homology-directed repair, HDR) . f#{[r]Jf4
T ) K ¥ 3% % (microhomology-mediated end
MMEJ) Al 4k [7] ¥ K ¥ % #%  (non-
homologous end joining, NHEJ) ®', 75 %45 H Y
J&, HDRECEHIARIT B A2 AR, 1M NHEJ /]
AE 5 B 4 4 A R B 2K (insertion and
deletion, indels) ', X KRR I CRISPR/Cas9
FORTEIGIT NI T Y & JE o 4 T sefikizn]
W, BHIFA ST T 2T CRISPR/Cas9 R 46195k
PP o TAE SR S BRI 595 5 RNA (single

joining,
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guide RNA, sgRNA) . Cas9 £ [ Al i & B e gk 47
TR, COANOURS B H R R T 4 AR 2848
(indels) M/™=H:, FEFUILEAR, ZFhIEg 2508
gL faE, Flan. JFHMEeEnE (C) [mREEKE (U)
575 1 M W E R L 4 4B 2% (cytosine base editor,
CBE) . /5% A 2| G 2 748 1) Jiit N 04 el 6 s 48 2%
(adenine base editor, ABE), DIMNiFET C3|GRA
B CG B 3 4w 45 %% (C-to-G base editor, CGBE)
. BT, MRIEClinvar 55 %2, 48% ) N2 f%
TR BRI S R A G CR ATRIRA G H A,
I, ABE fE# &5 G YT 7 s I L 3
5L T CRISPR/Cas9 % 4t 1) ABE Hi & H KT 18 1Y
Jit Wi 24 i ——TadA, il 1= sgRNA L J nCas9/
dCas9 (nickase Cas9/dead Cas9) ZH i, REWESLE
A B GRS . /95 ABE HAG B IR Y7 9% O Al
s, (BN TGPE . BERRLY, (5 55 4 g
(bystander edit) ) LA K& J5 8] b 7 %1 4 3 5% )%
(protospacer adjacent motif, PAM) [ il &5 [i1] 52 il
AT S R T fRdes sen) i, WFSE N L E

« EZ A E AL (20232D0500502) , K H R R # I 4
(82271910) FIMIEEE HAARI -S4 (2024113024) WHIWIH .

s TR RN o

Tel: 0731-88912412, E-mail: fgu@hunnu.edu.cn

W B4 2024-07-26, 132 H I : 2024-09-09




2024; 51 (10D

FER, % BREREERERRHIGKYR

+2649-

KA T ABE, ML= T —F51 ABE 24814,
1 ABEH#LEI

CRISPR A2 H Cas9 HA PG PE U] #1454
I —RuvC FI1THNH, RuvC Y)E|AF#0 5 4%, HNH
PIEISE 4% . ABE B9 6 Cas9 2 [ 0 P4 B
Hrr—APIEIZE RS, T2 dCas9 B nCas9 ',

FRRlG 2 AL B TadA . 7E sgRNA BT S T, 4%
HARBRIERS (A) FAL R BERS (1), Bl 240
RGN S IER (G), MIMSEEL A ) G %
25 (1), dCas9 HiF RuvC Fl HNH fi X 2k 37
MTITACAT ) Dy RE I TC DRI 5 17 nCas9 H T
— GRS, IR T UV AR TR, TR
B L gnia s i, e gmaios.

Cas9 Cas9
sgRNA nickase sgRNA nickase
3 3
5' e 5'
H w2 | (T
> T X
Cas9 nickase WWHTHTWWW([\
PIEER L I
TadA TadA
SEEHFTIT
FFZIDNA

DNAfEE

Bk

Caso A

SgRNAf z nickase
L C
3 5'
, T ,
T L
TadA g 3
A G

HERIZIDNA TSR TDNA

Fig.1 Adenine base editor principle
Bl PRRICHEERERRE
sgRNA, HESRNA; Cas9 nickase, CasOfkIIf; TadA, BRiFAEZES. sgRNAB|FTadA-dCasOE & W40 n HFRDNAFFS, HrhdCasods H
PRSI B AR A EE , Tad AT AR BEA R, A RHLEIIRGA NG, TRFEEnl EAREBa, IS AR GRY S .

2 ABEHARIHE

A ABE TG %5 w48 15 PEAIG . PAM BRI LA

AR Ny R B S I (27w e I U O S AN
TF TadA Fl Cas9 %5 J5 T X =T T AR, 7=
AT 2RI RAK (FR1),

Table 1 Evolutionary characteristics of TadA in adenine base editors

R BRIEKHERESR P TadARZH KL

ABEFhZ Tad ABEAL IR A L e JI B e ZH IR
ABE7.10 HecTad A7 EAb T oK 50% it 0 4w 45 7K TG T ABESe [7]
ABEmax TEABE7.10/12E 0l itk IlLABE7.10%1.3~7.9f% TERNAJKF FHIM S i ya oy [8]
10%~80%
ABESe TETadA7. 10/ Al Fod it 18%~86% Jit 40 4 7K ST 5 T ABE7.10 9]
PANCE/PACEHE{L I 2K
ABESs FEABE7.10/1 56 A k4L ENGG-PAMAY 5, 5 ABE7.104H L, [10]

ABESYE 58] W17 B AS-ATHI AR
TAN5R%, 16 A3-A4FTA8-A10 KA
BB E 1432405
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ABEF Tad ABEAL T 5 ETkicene It R e SR
PhieABE TadARZAAFI FBEEDNALE 4 hyABESe-NG (TadASe 5 DBD il &) hyABE8e-NG ¥ # g fizin [11]
sEifytk (DBD) s GRS N 67.8% 0%
SpRY-ABESeF148A SpRY 5 F148A R4 [ TadABe  #E HEK293T ZH Al 11 1) % %8 2L ¢ 4 5 SpRY-ABESe Lt , H 4R SpRY-  [12]
EShey 50.73%, {fHeLa4ll i i [f) 4 #5203  ABESeF 148 A& B (% 1 S RNAJL
N42.57% HMSNVHL, HEZERIKTARGH
RNARE B AT %
hyABE # ABE8e 5 Rad51 DNALE & 43.0%~94.6% hyABEFIABESeZ [H][F*FHRNAML  [13]
b Sy B4R AR, {HhyABE T 11
RNAJE G #% £ T ABESe
apt-ABESe A=A T3NS BRI ERE M EARTEHIRAF RNF2AL £ 1) G4 [14]
T Com fill & F TadASe ) %% /& ABE8e-NG 4 AU K 1) (77.7+
N 19.3)% Al (46.1£10.4)%
NG-ABEmax-KR 45 & NG-ABEmax-R fll NG-  40.87%~64.22% 5 NG-ABEmax #fl tt , NG-ABE-  [3]
ABEmax-K (TadA % # % max-KRFTRNA 50 J 45 /b 5 38 i
NI27TK A5, TadA* &5 iy 5
QI54R%EA)
ABE9 TETadA8e ¥ £ Al ESI ANBIAL  36.08%~62.41% SN RNABSE S LA e [15]
fRIL145T 547 KLU ¥ Cas QAR AR A T DN A FE 24
iABE-NGA ¥ AS6GRAZV MNP miniABE  151°60%, {HH{ABESef JiE FERNA 4R 33T T T8 [16]
(V82G)-NG (JH TadA* (V8
2G) HUACABE-NG H (1 figt 1
W Mt — R Ak (ecTadA-
ecTadA*) )
NG-ABE9e #5717 R111T/N127K/Q154R %% NG-ABE9efE JL-F- T AT /5 L% SNG-ABESe#flt, NG-ABE9eft [17]
BN HACRH ENG-ABEmax DU 50 B G 4 P A
ABESr KT A TadA R E L (65.1£11.8)%; fEAA. GAFICAMEE HLABE7.10 P4 H £ ) gRNAKKH  [18]
#, ABESrfJE U5 ABESet il PR AL s AR gRNA M S
ERCE] 3%+ ABESe
TaC9-ABE  nCas9 55 TadAwt* -TALE fill & o . TaC9-ABEW LL5E 4 B Casofk i [19]
CTadAwe 6 1 % 13 B M gf% FACHSABETIOMBURS omm, iR ol e sy
ABE7.105# 3| TALE) iy
mitoABE 833 TALE-TadA8e-V106WH1 mitoABENt. BspD6I(C) #£ H th —su fir i # XK B DACBEAK (1) £2 [20]

TALEGk B4 &

IR R 5 1540%

PANCE/PACE: W & A5l B iy JF 1% 2% 2239k (phage-assisted non-continuous/continuous evolution) ; DBD: DNA%E G4 (DNA-binding

domains); SNV: HUEHTRAEF (single nucleotide variation) .

21 BREFER (TadA) HEE

TE ABE # i & 2 HiT, WF5R N O3 K M ot 2 Tl
55 dCas9 5 nCas9 fili 5, FH-7E IR W W W 5 A0 g 0 1
7 (uracil glycosylase inhibitors, UGI) HZ 5T,
H1 sgRNA 75| 535 B WE (4 4, RDCBE . &
T CBE WML ms , He [ #E ABE H AN it
I8 AR P e 2 (2 L P YR B T B 3R
TRTIRWENE , JORe U IS AR SR AL i 1 1 55
Z 500 BRI, AR A IR R IR Y Lk
DNA JJRH B0 =Y, XUl A 7 F 2017 4%
1 X K AT R TadA #5477 56 m ik, AE R T

TadA7.10, %5 IRRRIEIEAT H4E DNA Bt i 2.
s, AiE—P g iGN T 2018 4F
f£ ABE7.10 () L il W & T ABEmax *', JfF
2020 4F- 7€ TadA7.10 By S At LA A5 A 8 S RAE
WA T ABESe ¥/, HiZmiE G M E . A
FE, 20204F, Gaudelli 41\ " 7 ABE7.10 % £ Al
I 7 fk T ABE8s. M ABE7.10 %] ABEmax.
ABES8e ) )t ABESs, 4% i 1) G B0 775 4 0 058 L 255
o7 S5 (] AN A5 380 A5
2.1.1 Kt E TadA R AL

2021 4%, JElJeuk AT BA 22K v82S Fil Q154R %
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A5 A B TadA8e P, AR BT M IR R A R ——
TadA9. Y TadASe AL, TadA9 7 g 6 P 2%
o, MHEEEE DAY K, TadA9 BB 5
CRISPR/SpCas9, CRISPR/SpCas9-NG #lI CRISPR/
SpRY LA Bz CRISPR/ScCas9 &kt 1 i 2 40 12 2 .
2021 4F, HUEKIEHAIBN Y JF & T —Fh ABE T HAH
(PhieABE) , 4 #E4k i) = P TadA8e 15 HL5E DNA
45 445K, (DNA-binding domains, DBD) Fl4,
43 )38 i SpCas9 . SpCas9-NG. SpG Fl SpRY Xif Jif
R B AR A . 45, DBD A5 140
T, R TR, 20224F, Li%E 2 g sy
4 PAM-less SpRY %Rl 5 F148A 5875 1) TadA8e,
IF & B 1Y 4 B #% SpRY-ABESe™ . 5 SpRY-
ABES8e #H [, SpRY-ABESe"“** 45 /N 1 4 B 7 1,
B EREAR T A F) G Y RNA ¥ ok 1 MR Ar & .
2022 4F, ZAEHIBN 2 AT SpRY A5 ) R RS
Tk 32 24 5 2% zSpRY-ABESe - i FH] T B L fA F 5%
zSpRY-ABE8e 7EHE Sy farf i, A Bl G I ZmiE sk
% i I8 96%. 2023 4F ik e A A 3E A R
ABESe 5 Rad51 DNA 45 &l &, 724 7 HIG I
ABE (hyABE). % T.H7E PAMfIiE (A10-A15)
XL T B A A B G ISR 0K, 5 ABESe
IR T 1.2~74% . hyABE 768070 48 7 11 Y1)
A3 G JRiERCR W 5 ABESe #H24 . 20244F, Komor
BA T4 —ANE 93 MRS R E T, K —
%N Com 45 ¥ il 45 %)) TadASe AY N 3t (Com_93-
AA_TadA8e) . %M HARTE HIRA o7 51 1 i B A0 %
h B bf ABESe-NG % 5 250 % 1) (77.7£19.3)% , 7
RNF2 37 5 AR 350 1 (46.1£10.4)% . AKX
— AR 444 apt-ABE8e.

2021 4F, ZEHTERIBNE fegd sy THF Ak
YL ABE TG PR PEAL BRI LB T 24 mid e
AR, Hid 40 45 NG-ABEmax-R I NG-ABEmax-K
RASR . FEICEEAE B, A9 & NG-ABEmax-KR
(7 TadA Z5F I 5] AN127K 2875, 1E TadA*45#4
BHPSIA Q154R 2878 ), NG-ABEmax-KR 758 2
A ONEEIE RS T L1~5414%, WEHEE
4 40.87%~64.22% (FHILZ T, NG-ABEmax HY{if
P R 7.6%~60.27%) . 5 NG-ABEmax #f It ,
NG-ABEmax-KR {75 1 55 19 g i 06 11 (LT
ABES8s) DIJME) 1z g e 11 P Jeong % Y &
P, D108Q Z7AL[4AK T ABE7.10, ABESe fll ABESs
) B I O it 2 P, 5 VIO6W 28 A5 Bk 2 RE % sl /L
JIH0 RNA g, A, P4SR 225 H /I T ABE7.10

(A B i M 2 TG, L AL T R I R
20224F, ZERITAIBN 1 KB, A N108Q ZE4E 1
ABESe RE % V5 /1> Ji V2 W5 11 it 1% W [1%) 55 0 34 2 %
W3 5] A B AN L145T 748, ## T ABE9.
ABE9 JE/R T /N RNA BEHEAEN , I AAG I 21 1]
5B 1) Cas9 FE MM PE ) DNA ER A% . ABE9 fi4 %5
HIGMER T ABE7.10, BARIE(LT ABESe, {Hip#
WD T RS S5 G, JT K dm i T 4N 2
2R, (EIEPEA TR EK . 20214F, HAN
BA 1) F TadA* (V82G) HUAX ABE-NG H 14 i 12
W B 2 B R 1K (ecTadA-ecTadA*) #4 & H
miniABE(V82G)-NG, ZJ& W ABE-NG f) g
RN FE, 7F miniABE(V82G)-NG H1 78 /il
A56G %2748, i T miniABE(GG), JF¥ H 5
nCas9-NGA %% & 1% 1§ iABE-NGA, £ & miniABE
(GG) 1Y 4 2% =K T ABESe, [H 52 W34 4 4
K F ABE8e., 2022 4F, %8 Jr 4 A1 B\ i 7¢
TadA8e 5| A RITIT/NI27TK/Q154R 7%, #adt T
NG-ABE9e., NG-ABE9e 7£ AN [R] %) & K 41 15 5% F1 41
JLEREE b SR B A ) i o 1R IR 9 55 UL G
B, NP T L g T B RE S e
NG-ABES8e 4 A3 & A12 i 1, 1fii NG-ABE9e 1%
it A4 T ATH H o BN RZNLT ATH, NG-
ABE9e & P it S 25 (7o 2024 4%, W EHIR A
BA 118058 5 6 K AT B TadA HEAT TR E 17 R AL
BT TadAS8r, TadAS8r Y I 4 1% YE 9 & & RA
(R=A Y G), It TadA8e H HRiFEHALFEGA. ABESr
FE TG TA i i 0 0 T B 40 /N TGPk 2205, 78
AA . GAFICAMIEH 5 ABESe I Y, HE{L
TIa#H
2.1.2 B SRS I AHERON & 1 (transeription
activator like effector, TALE) 5 TadA %€ 78 {11
G

2022 4%, AR R A A BN 6 ABE7.10 H Y
SpCas9 (D10A) iy TALE, TALE a5 HAbx
DNA J7 %1 B JC fift 12 Ji€ 2 fig . 98 J5 4% nSpCas9
(D10A) 5 TadAwt*-TALE ff &, JE & T TaC9-
ABE, Z57B A BN 5 ABE7.10 MLEE 2= iy
B GRHRA% . TaC9-ABE fEfS ¢ 4314 14 Cas9 1K
PER RN, TASBEAREE [0 G AR 0% . 2024 4%,
BSCHEAIBA ) ¥ TALE-TadA8e-V106W 5 MutH fik
PG (MutH R BT B At (0 7 51 e S 1 gl 11 )
A4, HWET mitoABEM™, SZPL T =Rk AHE 1A A
3| G LRI 1A DNA 4, DNk Z2 Fh b AR B ik
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) 3 R T R AR TR A B L IR T AR AR T
MutH 28 28 kA ——MutH*, HF % 5-GAT-3' B i 3
YIRS, KRKY T mitoABE™" 1) mtDNA
IO . 120 &I, Nt.BspD6I(C)J&JLT
A ZAT AT U0 7 50 R Y B, g — 2B PR T
mitoBEs (AR E o
22 Cas9IIKkRE

HAT, B98N G AR HIY Cas9 5848 K F 240
i Ak e P BE 3R TR R VR ) SpCas9  (Streptococcus
pyogenes Cas9) Fl 4 B {64 % BK 7 K I 1Y SaCas9
(Staphylococcus aureus Cas9) . H:rv, SaCas9 H AT
RGT R INFTE PR SR 2, SR, AT Ak n
PAM JP A BRGI LN o ik, 58N U AL
Cas9, J74 T —FRYIRAK, HT SaCas9 iR AL
&A1 45 KKH-SaCas9 fl efSaCas9 (enhanced-fidelity
SaCas9) 2275 FLF SpCas9 1) 58 45 (A 15 SpCas9-
VQR/EQR/VRER, xCas9 3.7. SpCas9-NG.
SpCas9-NRRH/NRCH/NRTH A K& PAM-less
SpRY %), BfiFiX 2 Cas9 RAFKAIIEAL, PAM FR
KRS g 42 IR SE T OB S
2.2.1  Cas9ZABRMARY it

12020 4F, 5K BTN >l TR ALY SpRY
SRR RTE KRR AN T] I A A 3t 1) PAM 57 s i
TR gl . SpRY BEME 77K R i 3 H 2 v o
NHEJ HL i 52 3 i SO ) i5 48 o A, A AT T
ABESe JF & 1 —Fih = T 1 SpRY it REER4 0 ik i
#% (SpRY-ABESe) , XJ 7K1 (1) PAM i sl SC B T
138 79% ) G BRI Ho AR . TR 2022 4F
Welker A1 BA 5 FF % T $ e PR LR 1 25— SpCas9
GEARA, H XL SR B L BT LA 1
FARA . G5 AT R, RuvC 2530 — 132
PEFRFEE T H bk DNA-sgRNA 2= 58 B2 it )41 3
Fo A BV A7 7 S DT BE A 0t BE TS SpCas9., i
PR SRS AR I AH AR LA S G R 5872, b
TP & T AR EE 5 1Y SpCas9 748K, Ul SpCas9-
HF Fil Hypa-SpCas9. # — 15 28 & 44 4 SuperFi-
Cas9, HH—MRAERMIL, G RERI,
EOR FLRE T o 24 5 0 1 9 ABESe &5 45 1,
SuperFi-Cas9 fig 55 ¥ = 24 R 55 1% 1) DNA i 4
(] Ff 920 1 5% L2854 it 0 SpCas9 A4 381 1 1 M 0L
Lot
222 Cas9%45taEfk

2019 4F- Huang % ' #5387 SpCas9 H I HE
TR G B a5 o S, 7E SpCas9 Hr TR Ak Fg AL

i i e 1 25 4 B R AR R e il Y 2020 48,
Hewitt 4] A B¢ 3l o X 9 28 HE 1 (circularly
permuted) FIZ5 Ik A (domain-inlaid) f* Cas9
Bl g2 1 24T, R 30 ABE (1 578 RNA i #E4%
I AT AR 5 FE R AR — 20 25 44 Fl 5 SaCas9 1425 [H] 5
FHATIRT . ZEIBA LU TR A el A
(%) Cas9 B Ji 6 4% 119 i BEEARRAIE 0 IR AR Sl A
JEATBR T LS L m G . 205, ABfiTid i 454
ST T %% SaCas9 ) ABE %825 /& microABE 1744,
55 N Uity 4 211 SaCas9 ABE 28 A5 IR AH EL , 2544 Sk
UNGEINTE S/ OE &SI T
RNA i ¥, microABE 1744 () K/N# 3.8 kb, i Jif
MR AH %5 5 (adeno-associated virus, AAV) z#h{Ak
BRI, I HA R0 14020 25 (R 24 JE 2 1 S K ]
51275 . 7E2021 4, Schwank K HHATBA 7 I
KT Y R RN AL 4 4% HNHX-ABE, 18 4 H]
FAR S TR AR TadA 5 4t SpCas9 ) HNH A% 12 il
GiREL, PR T g% 0. HNHx-ABESe 7 5% 4
400 5 5d g AL R Ik 19.8%, 7d ik F
40.4% 7o TE20234F, BHEZRNIT R T —MoR
R ROFE/NH B PAM T v 507 4 8 14 11 11
Bl ABE———sABE. i il ilBR SpCas9 ) REC2 Fi1
HNH Z5F9 580, 258 1R i W% T At s, 42
 UASEE, JFRA SR PAM ZRER T 1 Y 752024
4, Sontheimer /N P 3l 33 235 A dl ik A RGE Tk
T W B R 23 B B 1) Nme2Cas9  (Neisseria
meningitidis-2 Cas9) WIHiFEiE%s (Nme2-ABE),
Nme2-ABE JUSF BN SRR B AAV ik, HHEA
/DB Y PAM, 38 2o 2 5 G 4 A 1 RN )
O L — 2P
223 CasOFPMy kR

RS M PAM R AN RR I, SFFE N R T £
P AR R Cas9, 2021 4F, MR 2EBIRFSE A
ok ok IE T B K BE ERK B M SpaCas9
(Streptococcus  pasteurianus Cas9) B % ¥ |1
5'-NNGYRA-3' PAM, H H R} AL 581 SpCas9
AN, dERE AAV —RAR IS K, BETE AR/ R b e R
R R 2 g ' S5 T AAV ISR R, X
BEATBA 20 T 2022 4 & T — BRIV HEA
712 PAM e 45 ME 1 ABE, X 22 ABEs 43 il fil &K
TT25 2 AT B 1Y CiCas9  (Campylobacter jejuni
Cas9) . IR T Mk 5 5 4% 58 1 1) Nme2Cas9 L ke ok
T5 T B [ # 46G BR B8 19 SauriCas9  (Staphylococcus
auricularis Cas9) BOY) B, §7 R T myE FJT6E
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g 0f NI R 21 rh 24 82% Y IR LW WEAT S . AE
20244F, FIKHBIAE ) B gpE TP Re i R
NNG PAM i >k 5 T #% XB 4 % 2R B4 19 SlugCas9
(Staphylococcus lugdunensis Cas9) HJ5AIK, 144
} SlugCas9-NNG. I 575 {4 J& 3 13 X} STugCas9 it
TIPS HEA T AR 1 o 7EXT SlugCas9-NNG [ 4 57
PESEATRIIN S, I H 0 50 4 i () 491 %2 8 SpCas9>
SlugCas9>SlugCas9-NNG., XHEMH, RANNY &
T PAMBHARE R, BREAL T HEC 2. Bl
fiF 5% B BA B+ TadA8e 5 SlugCas9-NNG 14 41] 1 fif g
4, T SlugABE-NNG. %4k T B0
BHT 10 6~12, SlugABE-NNG fiE % iif )3 NNGN-
PAM S, HARGENmEE D, My RTH
PRy, (HABG T S50 it i AU . R4, 5K
FWFFEAIBN ) 5T TR IR T Wit 2 S FrCas9
(Faecalibaculum rodentium Cas9) 1FFH %) & K 2H %
BN, JEHEE KR . FrCas9 fEAE I S
-NNTA-3' PAM, Ff7Ea A A (FenlEre s
B ISCTA S AR X I) RIS L SpCas9 B (5 1) Z
iy e
23 ABERMEMELZRE
2.3.1 F:TFCasI2fiYABE

2022 4F, Kim BIBA “7 & B, 4%t Cas12£9878
e, THRAEAY sgRNA FBLH T =5 R0 0 1T g R A% R
U TE M, X I 4 R Bk FR A JE T TnpB
(transposon-associated transposase B) ¥ 5 %I RNA
1 2 K 4H 9w #5 $2 R (TnpB-augment RNA-based
genome editing technology, TaRGET). #ff5% 01,
ST AL Tad-Tad™ ‘5] A V106 W, D108 Q %
A5, WQ) ZEF A R GRS K. b, fi
fiT#g % 7 3 T TaRGET ) ABE——TaRGET-ABE-
C3.0. TaRGET-ABE-C3.0 A% fis, 3t 2 6 7 11 AH X} 4%
78, KUT ABEMINI, [H 54 45 5508 1 35 5 T 5k
F dCas12f iy ABEMINI >, {HAIK F 3 F nSpCas9
) ABEs ({$5 ABE7.10, ABESe }& ABE9). %M
P Tad-Tad8e (WQ) —HiAMIH 5 dCWCas12f
(D354A) Filie, J£)% TaRGET-ABE-C3.1, iz i
N, EREACR R ERI . EHEEENE,
TaRGET-ABEs 1 i@ itf AAV i#3%, H7F 4.7 kb 945
B2 8] AT T 259 A Th R4 49 o
232 MEMABE

Ry Ve ABE Fo 2 30 1T R 3G o R #E JRURS: £ (1]
M, 20234, ZoudF M BLTORIBME AR, #Ok
St 4G, WHE T MAGA-ABE &

Bio RFRGEI TS B S 4R ORI
H1E . MAGA-ABE AU AE S X1 5 B 2 (1.5
1 (enhanced green fluorescent protein, EGFP) #i
G IEURN 2 NIRSE R A T ke, IR HATRG
IR AGE, Selllk 72215 Sk R IR .

2023 4F, Wang 5 7 R, B KK el8 1
(—Fh RING 45 #0358 E3 77 2R AE{K) 5 ABE
Rl T3 S AP g e e R 1 T R R
i MER IR A /N AR B 1 . 5185 ABEAH L,
ABEmax-e18 1 ABESe-e18 Y Cas9 {1k A #ifi
PR AN B BRI, BLAk, €185 ABESe (Rl G
A A 850 /> ABE 415 %) B s I 2 i, B v G i
WgifE, It — L4/ NmiE
24 BREREEDREERS
241 A FARNC/TRZ K IHE G & (A-to-Y
base editor, AYBE)

R v MRE B ABE TG S5 B ISR 1] 1 I R ()
BRI, BHGEETT R T 2l i M e i S5 0 ol 4 1 25
20234, ARERTBN ORI, e A A 40 P e
VIkr1E5E  (base excision repair, BER) 4%, ABE
5T B R T A VIBR WT RE 215 3 B 22l A i 45
W, ZIEETIX A% A UK ABESe 5 B AE Y
A N-H LS DNA #3546 (methylpurine DNA
glycosylase, MPG; PR A6 55 iR EE 4 DNA Ml 3
fLHf# (alkyladenine DNA glycosylase, AAG) ) il
&, WE T AYBE (FR AR CTRE). BAK
AYBE [ 5 R P s in A e 5, (HHEE
B AFAL R T A AR B MERE R, S TR
PAE . Hid, AYBEV37E A7 il A8 (v B R B 42
AR Y Sidh ) IR RCE, AL A O 5 F 25
HAR G, 20234F, MR ' R T
pAKBE #54¢t, S I /KFEH AR ARIK (K=G/T)
B L 4 # . Hof . rBE120 (TadA9-SpRYn-
MPGv3) TEH HEE KR =D iR T
64.29%~100% I A 3| G Y527 . 2024 4, [liE ]
AIBA B0 X5 AP MPG (hMPG) RIS F- P4k id
F K MPG (maize MPG, MzMPG) BT T.F¢i%
Th, KRG B K BRI B L S 48 2% ZmABERe
(%) Coig, FEE T WIiH AYBE 4l &% ZmAYBEv] (if5
FARNC/THRA) ., W), #¥ hPoln Fl ZmPoln
J#%1) (human and maize Poln) 24 A ZmAYBEv1 H,
5y 3R T ZmAYBEV2 Fl ZmAYBEvV3. 7E FOK IR
JiE PRI R, ZmAYBEV3 55 R T AF TAI
AR C RS 0%, Hrh ZmPoln YN A —
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BARTET AR Y HIRERACR
242 FFABICRLMIEISG AT (A-to-C base
editor, ACBE)

2023 4F, AR T AT B Y /0 BB R i R
DNA ## 3 fb B (mouse alkyladenine DNA
glycosylase, mAAG) 5 nCas9 F1 it & [ TadA-8e
i, ME T ACBE R4t, AITEFETHIT 5 T
TR RR WEE RS e A0 Ay g e . ACBEs (A5 s ks B2 11
ACBE-Q) F# H fic/INE Cas9 AR A : 5 #0380 o
TEVERE I RT A A5, 51 AN108Q 2751 ACBE-Q
V5 0 A0 2t e AP B 422 0 75 K (P 19<0.3%) .
AN, e I R s, 5 AYBEV3 AR L,
ACBE-Q R I AHMRIAT A 2] C P gniGtE, HRK
W T ARG IS G

3 ABEEEIRIETT RN A

3.1 ABEZEMREFATHRIRA
3.1 BHBH T I AR 40

B i #E 1M (beta-thalassemia, BT) J& 42k
R WL E 2 —, 1 BEREE (2L A 5]
o IVS1-110 (G>A) J&rh 2R Fli o ifg i X BT fx
Wk R Z —, FHEPEREARILBEEML, 1
BT, BEREE ™A A R 5 AR EN Y o3R8 11455
AR, HEI S B A e T &
fiE . 2023 4, Hardouin % ) | F SpRY-ABESe fi;
BRI Y IE T IVSI-110 (G>A) 2748, 1E
EERGTHBE T B o SRR, Bk
TR, [FAE, Liao%s ™ @i i S5 L
ML (HbF, o2y2) R/ A:, IGY7 T AR
MR o %% Il (transfusion-dependent P
-thalassemia, TDT). fib{]F]] ABE8e-SpRY RNP
B IE B E R TR A CD34" 3 1fi T 41 i 7 (1Y) HbE
(G>A) FIIVS11-654 (C>T) 8745,

PR A0 95 (sickle cell disease, SCD) +&—
Flih pERE IHE (HBB) 58785 LAY Y (LA e
PRGN . HBBlH At N BERE 1, 7ERE SR
PR, AR B BR AR T E0LT 4N A P9 i 2T R 2R
A ALK SR IR ek SINAR:) I ZAR 0K SN
o o AR ORI P ZEAE B, 202148, XAk
BA 54 fif F§ ABE8e-NRCH ¥ SCD 45 {if &
(HBB®) %% Ak A 4F BUj% PE 9 Makassar B 2k 8 M
(HBB®) 7K, W4 dntid i gmE #5 1 mRNA 54
[i1] sgRNA TEARSME 33 3] SCD H 3% 114335 ifin 1 20 Jifd F1
40 2 (hematopoietic stem and progenitor cells,

HSPCs) J&, 80% [ HBB & 4= #4k . %52 4t
AN ARG AT RRLA EL, IR A S BT W
LB A 2 B

SCD FI BT ¥Jt HBB L5 7L 51, 15 H 4
S N ML 2T H (HbA, o2B2) BB Ek#E H I
B BEEMRILySREAEK (HBGI/HBG2) %
KA R RAS I BEREE 1 (HBB), X EEPR7E H
A JE I W BLAE IR B, 2023 4F, Mayuranathan
A 5T AL A9 ABESe 184 1A 713k ) CD34+41
Mo R I {E B AL AR Y CD34-+3 i 41 it y Bk
HH-175A>G J7 /s, ABE7.10 B9 4 5 50K K
(36£11)%, ABES8e [IZiHRHE N (56£9)%.
3.1.2 SuAlJegtim

JEAIJE#X Ml (Fanconi anemia, FA) & —Fh™
HIBEEEN, FERHMEOURERERE . S
NN BE S . 1B 25 FA/BRCA DNA i
Uil Z a2 1) 22 A SE PR AT — LR 58 AR 5 e Y,
20224F, Corn BN ) S it AL B S, LTIk
52T FANCAFER Ry F3E . FAE AT IhBELL &
XIAERFN A PUTE . TELE SR FA-55 Ik I R4 R
(lymphoblastoid cell lines, LCLs; FA-55 #% 47
FANCA FER A A R4 (¢.295C>T) ) o, WA
DUOWEES| FANCA S HHBI RIS . FA @ B FB S
(43 TR, DA KA BE o 2 4 40 8 3 04 38 5
i
3.2 ABEEEEMIREETT RHIAH

Leber & K 1k 5% (Leber congenital
amaurosis, LCA) & JL# 542 B A% 3 25
Z—, FRAE A IR AT M A B AR M RN A T 3 Ok
RPEGS SE R Gl I 5 6,25 | Je K5 5% 65k Da £ 11
(retinal pigment epithelium-specific 65 kDa protein,
RPE65) , MBI 8 0G0 vt 4 B =X o8 Wi e
1629 11 B T 0, RPE6S 45 2878 2 SR AR
WAEIA, 5B (L AR . RPE6S 2848 1
LCA /B H R I W HEMOLIEAZ 28 D e i fsE T,
SRR Ak . Ak, Suh % Y FERUAR /N
W0 T VE 5T %6 1k ABE Fl sgRNA A8 57, 41t
Rpe65 3 [H o L AF AT IE, 801K 29%, H
indels 1 /Il #0845 B /MK . 28 ABE &b B 1 /)N BR
Rpe65 2R e ik LA K 24l W g A g TG IR R, AR
o) AL 5 T RE 4230 1E K OF o 2022 4F, i 1A BA
E— LS TSGR T T 40 FIRYT . A TR
HRR BT 1 5K ABE Fil sgRNA 5 A rd12 Gnat17/)s
B rd12 /N ERBE AR B T RPE6S BRI, B HOHEIR
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JCIRAZ i AR PR EUR AL . HEALR W s e
FER . BT HEAE T rd12 /0N B 0 TR
KM, BRI rd 12 /N BURT AR A 2F-Aits i 32 2 48 XoF 4
IRPRIP AT 50 () BAR AR (2

Ui, Leber o RIEESE16 %! (LCAL6) J2
— P WL LB SR PR WG , ti KCNJ13 2
RS e, X P g8 T B M IR R b
(retinal pigment epithelium, RPE) #fifiif (Kir7.1)
DIREESS, M Kir7. 1 38 38 6 4E4F RPE ARz fi ik
FEECEHE 19, 2023 4F Pattnaik A1 BA ' BF5T £,
fif = 4 Ak fE 40 K ik % (silica nanocapsules,
SNCs) Kt 4ifih ABESe 1) mRNA {43 | RPE, 44
FIE T KCONJI3WSWSXGAR R85 T 2 240 A
7S Z AT 40 I K V5 ) RPE 1 4 85508 43 501 15 2]
47% F117%,  [R)IRF 7 5 /N AR AN, . b
TE 2 5 (9 LCA16-iPSC-RPE A& 1] 1 D gAY
Kir7.138#38

PR B 8 2% A8 P (retinitis pigmentosa, RP)
SR G ARBR M e, b —Fh SR iy G
FFAR B BR — FER Bl B L 3L (B subunit of the rod
phosphodiesterase, PDE6B) 13 K 2& 4 fiir 5 2
rd10 /N B A7 PDE6B JE R 2845 o W92, 1E
rd 10 /)N FRBEHY bl LA A SUBRAH DG 1 R Gish ik
RIS B LR (SpRY-ABESe), 1 A R4 I
28 A DR B SO MR B R 1 R E S (single
nucleotide variation, SNV) , Zi §& & % 5 1A
49% ',
3.3 ABEZERBIEERIATT RRIE A

PCSK9 (proprotein convertase subtilisin/kexin
type-9) Kk A I 1R A i K] G A 1 AR G —
2021 4F, Kathiresan [ A ' i FH B8 Jot 44 K UKL £E
TR E81% ABES.8, A &L HKi#fi 5] A PCSK9 Ui
BRI, WFFER L, B TE NG 9 R BUORL
JIFRE h PCSKO JLF-58 429 2k o I PCSK9 A
P R 1 FIELT B A 23 3 AR T 249 90% F1160%,
AR AE B AT IS 20 8 H AR R 2 o
[F4E, Schwank BN 7' #8358 T ABEs 76/ B AT %
Tkt FH JEE v e AT il A1 %% BE B AR 1 (low-density
lipoprotein, LDL) 7KF-[AG &M fnde bk, Al fi]
{6 FH IR Jot 4 KUK 2 15 ABEmax ) mRNA Fl1
1] PCSK9 1) sgRNA jB% A/ RN . 4551 IR,
/INERUM 3K PCSK9 Al LDL 7K F-43 Bl R 5 FEAK T 95%
H158%, TARAGE M2 P X IR AR 3 ] PR T 32%
M 14%. ESEZERE, %S ABEmax A mRNA

B B, HLAE LK 2 DNA A A K6 I 2] g #e
3.4  ABETEUBERRIATT B R A

AEJE .0 LK (hypertrophic cardiomyopathy,
HCM) & —F s & vE.0 LB, KRR AN
1/500, B OFNE . Al R
O JULEFGEARSE i O IUER B P BB ) S A LBk
a8 SR R ECHCM 3R H FTTCIETR A A
SRR RGO Ty AL TR PR SR XU . 2023
4F, Seidman [ A ' fdf F XL AAVO 2 4F5 ABESe
ik AREN JR G T HCM B0 s 5 (W& G
R403Q) /MR, XANTTIELIE T 70% LA L%
LA A B A8 S, IR 1R/ BR HCM B2
¥ HBURBEREER O FRAE R A . AN, WUEREE
#4% 7 (myosin heavy chain 7, MYH7) F&R KA
5+ (pathogenic variant, PV) J&—Fh# W HAFFT4E
TR S 108 X L PVs 1 H 2 Y (0K A
S, PEEURTHENEEE F LR ACOIENLYY, A
M5 1 HCM BESETEFER N . oS M ek e
Eric N. Olson % ™ JF & T ABEmax-VRQR #lI
sgRNA R4t, ZFR G 0] LITETE & A SO R IE N
PV, [R50 G R BT e Mo

SenSa FEPR BB AR 57 0T 2803 BYK QT (Al HAZE
BAE Y, SRR S AR A B TR . 2024
AE Qi & Yl it FE SenSa L H 5] A T1307M BUK
AR5, I T K QT 2 Ak 3 B/ NERUBE AL, Bifi
J5i ¥ #L1] SenSa T1307M PV 1) ABE 3 i3 AAV9-
ABEmax i i % 3 B/ R AR, 2R A8 15 5%
A LT 5E 4P IF (mRNA 535 99.20%, DNA =
K 61.77%) ",
3.5 ABETERMEIATT HHI R

TERT (telomerase reverse transcriptase) Ji
SR R — P SR, A G AR 3 i S
ANEIKEE S 7, TERT it X A4 40 i 58 22 18
AN IAE W, HIRER S sh 1 AR 52
TR 2 NS iE b e v, B 83% 1 it A
e R e dRE (glioblastoma, GBM) 7/, X 25
A8 F R AT ATG IR 55124 Fll-146 Bl 5L X 4b
AP TR B (2300 9 -124G>A FT-146G>A
[ XA A -124C>T Fl-146C>T) o 3% 6 58 78 oy
E26/ETS %% 5% N 5 ZK i W 61 (4 45 ETS1 Al
GABPA) Bl & T — A Hr 0y LR 45 & 7 %
(GGAA), MIfié58 TERT J& 8 FI% . 20204 A
R REATBA 7 3 ) Jey R 5 B CjCas9-ABE i AAV,
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BN T #E A TERT Ji 805 2842 0 i e A= K o
2023 4%, P BN X — 5k, ik T
JH R B TERT 5 8 5878 . ARy, 2=27484
1EJG, TERT Ja 30— 1 M g by Tl 0% 4 34 A2 2141
fil, 30 TERT 2Rk N MRS A LE 7'
3.6 ABEEERZRGZHIERTTHHINHA

Hutchinson-Gilford ' 32 iEZE A fE  (Hutchinson-
Gilford progeria syndrome, HGPS) J& Hi LMNA &
PR E IS R7E (c.1824, C>T) Fres, Xfhse
T RNA IR BT 3, 77— R R A
mEE, SRR T A, 2020 45X
e A BA 7 F A8 9% FE 3 2% ABEmax-VRQR, A
DA IE T K55 5 JLEE 27 4 40 B F HGPS /) BB
AU B0 T HGPS 2872, 75 B R IR I 35 57 4 iy
Hr, WREEEN 2 90% 1K [ 41 DNA 3 B G 5B 4
LMNA s AW BURPEAS IR BT 1215 B0, F 2
REA TR, WAL ER . 20224F
Eriksson AT BA 78 fifi HIFE B 5 (148 55 22 2K R 481
% ABEmax-VQR, £{1F HGPS /) Uz ik H i HGPS
o HEREIR, 20.8%~24.1% I TR A58 AR 15
B IE . )5 4 18, HGPS /N Jz ik A5 2]
e, IR 2 R B 1 B 4 AR R A L
[RIES, %5 AR AR A0 L RN 70 F 1) Bz JER 200 i 2445 31
AE. BRIV AR EZRAFTE 22 5, [HHGPS
/N BRI B2 Jik 6 700 15 HGPS s AL, R iZ/ N
SRR AT VR A AR T P A A
3.7 ABEEHMEERIATT RN

K 2 R 3% H MR A ik B Sk = S (arginine
succinate lyase deficiency, ASLD) J&— 7 Hi ki &
iR B% 31 1R 24 f# ¥ (arginine succinate lyase, ASL)
AR g R A B PEACE S . ASLTEIR R A L
b R b EOCHE M 6, B7 T A0 R R BE F R
(arginosuccinic acid, ASA). J“E [ ASLZAF ] T
BOMEMAE . P& B, HERHT 7 2024
4, Wartiovaara [ BA ™ FI] ] Jig 5 44 K S0k 326 3%
ABESe, MINIGIF T ASLD. KRl A G T
JREFAEANML A9 ASL A2 57, HLBCAT Wtk ) 4 i 25
P, BEERROV N, 6T IR, ASAKERET
R 2R AR AR, IRETBFR DI RERS BIMR AL .

1M ZFEPTER (hemochromatosis, HC) £
P N HP B DL A AR 2 —, EEE
HFE gl C282Y RAR G . X Fh s AR
FEHFE R MR TS, #Em Ik e 7 2 40 iR

K, 5248 1) HFE 88 e 5 iR R 132 Ak 1 A2
PHEAEN, m4niRe gy, B mTaed
B Ak O PR R LS S E R Y 2022 4F Ot 1]
BA UKL, R AAVS 3% ABE7.10 5, A4y
1E T/NEUHFE K R C282Y (c.845G>A) AR,
SERFFIEFRGA RN 10%,  ELIALR AT 20 i kA
KSHATE W E UGS

LS 32 A B fiE (Duchenne muscular
dystrophy, DMD) J&—Ff &4 9 st 144 LR 25 456
P, k= AR U 8 3 B L ZE 40 B 1 5
2 2021 4E Olson BA ) F] i ABEmax-
SpCas9-NG & AT ZE 45 8 1 BT AR S . 7
ENE N7 B A e i DN RN Rz O S (A R R
T 51 54N B T WL DMD B4k 278 (AEx51)
Bk, MR TP Rk .

4 REERE

H 1if ABE 2 AR BORBR B, (HRAAE 241
Hr L R R EAIGTT , R RONS HE G SR A
FASRA BRI, FERE S R A, X
HuBR I ABE (R o BR T i 25 A B Al g o 22
BE— 2R LASS Tl s 25 28 3% 3] B 4% B R
ABE Sl RIGF W HEM AR NEZ — N T
ThF M ABE 7EA= B i, ARSI
# ABE W& J& LT . X F ABERIMLAL, £#
KA LU SR . — 5 1 B i o ks, %
It SRt A T AL, RS RT3 51 Y Cas 5%
R s 55— 7, a2 R 4 24 45 alphafold
TR 25 0 3 780 vt 42 I R Cas S8 8 A SR AR AT
JRI T AR . WA o R0 42 v 196 4 1 R 2 ABE X1z
(G THE R B —CABEAE W EHE ., B4, 3
TN 7 1 AR 2R T & BB 7Y ABE L)
BT N R0 SCE R . e 3 2% 5 T
HETRRARSCHT 8 AR BT R ORI 1A R 2
UM ABE# IR RS, HT AN E AR
WA HGE, EJE AT R IR R, R
WP A28 RGAHSCBRIIRTT , TSR PR A
SRIGIFIE . PEAAHC B85 R 40 H AR 2 ABE I IR
I FH e T 25 I IR, PR R LG 2R 45 JE R i i)
BOCRFBSE T . 28 Brk, B —1C ABE A N
SER gt T HAR T “RIgR” OB
o3, e S Bt A R A AR B 7 g
B 1R S
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The mutations in human disease-causing genes are predominantly caused by point mutations, with

more than half of them being transitions between guanine (G) and adenine (A). Precise and efficient in situ repair

of these mutations is the most ideal approach for the treatment of genetic diseases. Given that most point

mutations are transitions between G and A, adenine base editors (ABEs) based on the CRISPR/Cas9 system,

which convert A to G, are particularly important for repairing these mutations in the treatment of human genetic

diseases. In recent years, ABEs have been continuously optimized, with both activity and fidelity being improved.

Here we summarize the progress of ABEs, especially those key mutants developed during the process of ABE

optimization. It also reflects on the existing defects in current ABEs. Additionally, the article reviews the clinical

applications (including preclinical studies) of ABE. Overall, the article aims to provide references for the

discovery and optimization of new ABEs and their applications.
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