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Abstract; The engineered endonuclease (EEN)-based genome editing technology is an important tool for
genome function analysis and genetic improvement of biological varieties. The silkworm, Bombyx mori, is
the first economic insect to be domesticated and bred by humans, and also an important model
lepidopteran, which has been used for functional gene analysis in the post-genome era. In recent years,
along with the rapid development of zinc finger nuclease (ZFN), transcription activator-like effector
nuclease (TALEN) and CRISPR/Cas9 system-based novel genome editing technologies, the targeted
genome editing technology in the silkworm also has had significant progress. In this review, the

compositions and action principles of the three most commonly used EEN systems were introduced, and
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the establishment process of targeted genome editing technology in the silkworm and the application and

research progress of this technology for point mutation of silkworm endogenous or exogenous genes,

genome structure variation and integration of the exogenous genes into the silkworm genome were

comprehensively and systematically summarized. This review also discussed the main problems and the

corresponding strategies for the low-efficiency of the knockout of endogenous genes and integration of

exogenous genes, and the off-target effects of the integration of exogenous genes in targeted genome

editing techniques in the silkworm. In addition, the potential for multiplex gene editing and the

development trend for the combined application and diversified development of different targeted genome

editing systems of this technology in the silkworm were prospected. It is expected to provide insights and

references for promoting the development of targeted genome editing technology in gene functional

analysis, mutation model establishment and other research areas in insects.
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HEIN 21 2 45 ( genome editing ) & — R i 4/ A |
fif e R 4 A5 T B, xt B R 2H R A 7 0 Y
HOR o T I PR 2 i B R R R A L 58728 BE DA
TE R BEPURME ST R D RE , MRERS LUIE SR
G AR IL AR AT BE NG YT, A T AR e 5L K T
RE AT B I BE PUIA Y T F 9 5 T EAG T R g T i
o ] SCIRHE DR A R HOR i B HC & e D A,
$5 + B F 6] J5 5 41 ( homologous recombination, HR)
REHER R FT#HH R (complete gene targeting ) |
FLFA7 SR R HE 4 R 4 (site-specific recombination
system) f{) 5% 14 3 K T #8 57 R ( conditional gene
targeting) A1 3 F AN T. % & N VI B ( engineered
endonuclease, EEN) R 4 fi*) 5 [K 2 # [w) g 5 £ K
e SCHY KL PR 2 G 15 AR e 4 0 ) R T B 98 A% TR il
(zinc finger nuclease, ZFN) 2854 %005 K300 )
1Z R B ( transcription activator-like effector nuclease,
TALEN ) F sl S A (8] B 2 0] SC 52 )7 471 ( clustered

regularly interspaced short palindromic repeats,

CRISPR )/CRISPR #H 3¢ # Mg B Cas9 ( CRISPR-
associated nuclease Cas9) & 4t ( Bl CRISPR/Cas9 %
58) 1 3 B[R] EEN A5 05 1Y J DX 20 408 [ Gt 48 45
Ao H Kim 55 (1996 ) B Y8 i 57 REHE 1) 45 5
SE DNA {3 i3 3155  BUE B 2419 N T ZFN $2R LA
e, LA I AR C 2 HER A, BT, Bk
3 Fh L A A8 ) G BB HOR & 289k 2 T 5 AR A
HIHR LRI T Arabidopsis thaliana KH 5 Nicotiana
tabacum JKFF Oryza sativa . /NZ% Triticum aestivum %5
Y /N B Mus musculus .3 5 Danio rerio . 75 TN
A28 i Caenorhabditis elegans . B W& SR 1% Drosophila
melanogaster 55514 , S I 1 32 PN 5 AT 9 7 ALt

I B SR B 5 A8 5 BN, TR W A o
SERERIERIFTE |25 5 4 Pl 1 B R L B A S
B 5 3R 97 45 SUB R 3F T E K AE T (Gaj et al.,
2013) ,

KA Bombyx mori Jk RSN T HIAL A1 7
BYLa R L. R TR A K b G
KU S T 15 B S48 0, TR 2
PRI A A AL IR 437 0 7 0 A R
o1 (Xia et al., 2014) , HE[R L0 ) i H A S 5
T LR P 535 DR DI B S5 o3 o R P T8 T
H, BEF AR ET ZFN, TALEN £1 CRISPR/Cas9
RGO DAL RLI R 1 U R, 5 7 L
SFLD i i R 05 PR A T TS
RS R 3 P LT BEN F 3 PR 4180 1) 4
5L RGO LRI P BT , ) 3¢ 26 S
LA )RR S K ) A7 B ) R 5
BT IS

1 ERE A HmER AL

TEAE WAL R v LA AR W A L 22 AL T
TZMONFE R DNA #5303 16 S L, F T3k 5. DNA
BT | R R AT E G (B 1) o Horp Lk
%7 DNA S48 Wr 24 ( double-strand break , DSB) f%{&
52 EEARHS T A [R] YR K % 1% 22 ( non-homologous end
joining, NHE]) 5 [6]Jf %€ [ 1& & (' homology-directed
repair, HDR) % 2 F{& & L] ( Wyman and Kanaar,
2006) . Ik A, 4K M T R BE IR K (single  strand
annealing, SSA) T IT % I A (ol [7) Y545 AR i 28 422
( microhomology-mediated end-joining, MMEJ) &5 #]1
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Fig. 1

Several different pathways of repairing DNA damage (adapted from Jasin and Rothstein, 2013)

DSB: $UEKiZ4 Double-strand break ; HR ; [f] i 5 4H Homologous recombination; SSA : Hi4%iH 'k Single strand annealing; MMEJ ; {34 ) J5A- 5 K Vi i
4% Microhomology-mediated end-joining; NHEJ; 3 [f] 35 7K ¥fij % 422 Non-homologous end joining.

il 5L B DSB & &t & 2245 2 HIE 5% (Jasin and
Rothstein, 2013) ., 1T DNA {541 i85 R,
0BT T DNA 453493 0 0 548 5 3 R R A
AR , 100 e D] 2H 38 1) e 8 R 2 i ST 7R AL A
DNA #5852 L I BRBL Al - ) R 20 SR R o
FF ZFN, TALEN 1 CRISPR/Cas9 & 4t & @i
{181 5 AT 2 8 o) e B R, BV S A B 23 2R W)
FFB, N NBETHR RARAFTE Y RE A5 HE 1) U3 O F
56 R E DNA JP 8 Y 25 R IR N DD Rl 5 JF A8
EEN, Fifi 5 %8 n] ] % 5 K 41 DNA JE i DSB, 3 1717 38
it DSB SIEAILA B S DNA 514518 52 i 428 S BN
LA ZHHAZ 13 DNA AR R A A S5 5 A
1.1 ZFN WER K& 1ERRE

PERAZIRME (ZFN) X 44 548 3 A% TR , & —
Pl B8 1 HB (zine finger array, ZF array ) 53R4%
S PERY Fok I A% 2 g fi 5 107 B 1Y EEN, L85 Ay 26
— R AT gAY EEN (Kim et al., 1996) . Hriv, 24 i
ZF array (848 45 1 ( zinc finger protein, ZFP) B
2 ANLL B TR ARG, ST AR T 2 5 5k
K 1 %0 S5 A8 B, Be U IR 45 5 7 5 DNA 7
1, Fok I I3 1k — 5 Ak 7™ A 1A U7 il 7% e , 8 1 %o 36
J%41 DNA 347 H1 5 i DSB( Carroll, 2011)

TRp a5 b 5 A 2 A Cys 5 2 A His 1y
C2H2 # ZFP 2 B A% AW i A7 )12 1) DNA
255 L (Miller et al., 1985) ,Gete N S E AR S
IR N FE A BT A AR, X 2K ZFP
H 24 30 DRI &I W B-B-o 54, I B
o-BEE 1) 2 3 R AT UM I 25 6 DNA SUEE Y Al v 11y
S 3 M ( Beerli and Barbas, 2002 ) . 3 %% %
T,/ 3 ~6 4 C2H2 #I ZFP HREC4H Y ZF array fig
e EIR 9 ~ 18 bp By DNA J¥ 41 (Liu et al.,
1997) , HUL AT WLES I %8 /75 A 4 64 B ZFP IR
1K) ZF array , 7 fE T 2 5% 3 PR A 307 9 9
SN FNEIE] 1 18 bp i DNA J¥51 BV a] Sk #E 7
RS

G T IS YRR 1 N DI B Fok I REAS 4 5717
HIXUEE DNA BEA7 A, Bl 5 — R ALH Fok 1 Y1 3#1 4544
SRR S M U) B RE AL AT WE RS DNA BUEE (Kim er
al., 1996) . FIFZRH K B Fok I Y1) 31 45 ¥4 A1
ZFP {1 C Uil & ¥ 1, ZFN BA4K (zine finger nuclease
monomer) , TEYJHEIEAEH,2 4> ZEN 453 51 F] H]
ZF array PURIIF 455 5'—3" I [m) Ml 3" —5"J7 [0 1Y
DNA 741 ;24 2 AR GIEE 51 1 18] B8 X ( spacer )
Fia— B ZORI (GEH R S ~7 bp) ,2 A Fokl Y1H|
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zER I — B Ak I V) # spacer F=4: DSB ) O ( Porteus
and Carroll, 2005) ; HLIAXT DSB #ATIES B, W RAE
FE—BOSUE s 5 [ 57 41, 03l 5 HR 5} SSA &
SR A KL PR 2H S B DNA 3 s 4 A B 46 (Jasin
and Rothstein, 2013) ; {1 ALELE R IR 731, HLAA )
LI NHEJ J5 =085 DSB, 4k 11 5| & ¥ A7 157 51 1) 5
2875 (Jasin and Rothstein, 2013)

HHTTT & 1 ZFP LA % S BE il 12 52 o] 4T 2 %
), AN EHEE GNN =44 (GNN triplet) 1) ZFP 25
JHY ZF arcay S5 T 58 [0 HoA =R AAR (145 ANN,
CNN I TNN IR {R) (19 ZF arvay , BT RS K 3 42 T
T ZFN {1y i% 3t 5+ 28 i )5 ( Carroll et al., 2006)
A, EARA I Sangamo S5 Rl AL 24 ) T 42 4 5
R PER Ak ZEN (HI2 R ZFN /Y 2% AT IH A+
o35t s — MRAIFFE A ME LLARAS A R ZFN Xt 2R
IR T ZFN (14 5 PR 2 888 ) i B8 BRI T Y
FFHNZ—,
1.2 TALEN Ry2E R R 1E AR I8

H 2009 AJ1 45 , AIFFE N O B Wk 1 2 0 A vh 2
— T 24 Ry el SR A RO A% R T ( TALEN )
(5 AR i EEN A5 14 i [R] 2 808 o) S R
(Jens et al., 2009; Moscou and Bogdanove, 2009 ;
Miller et al., 2011 ; Zhang et al., 2011) ,

TALEN H 2l 5 RE A% 8 ) UM R 55 DNA 3371
R 28 2 SRS TR 8O ) 2 L 3 (TALE array ) 59
RSP B Fok I UIHI 2544 sl 5 44 i ( Heidi and
Jens, 2011) ., TALE &5 [ 5 5L I A 455 Ji 14 i o
MIAT B Xanthomonas spp. 7 & BB — Fh 2015 S50
6 198 1 ( Boch and Bonas, 2010) , FEH&F
% ENLE 5 (nuclear localization signal ) 5 %% 5% 815
25618k (activation domain) (%) C Vi .25 A 515 25 F4 3§
(translocation domain) ) N ¥ L K G0 5 DNA dEf7
RS PESE G 1 R 45 X X 3 A2 ( Gaj et
al., 2013) ,

TALE 2 A b (| 4 iy do2 —Beh 1.5 ~33.5
A~ TALE PG 4H B Y o 52 2 B 1R 1y 91, v A4S
TALE F50 AL E 33 ~ 35 A& BEERR, A T 5 & X 4k
KR 0.5 A~ TALE $50H 20 2 B2 4H 1 ( Boch
and Bonas, 2010) , TALE BJGH5 12 F1 13 {i (& 3L
PR 3% e 1 Bk O T 52 W] 8 XU BK KL (repeat variable
diresidue, RVD) , B 22 A1) A 20 35 8 1o B2 AR ST
RVD $hiE T TALE 5T 4E 5 PRl 0T 45 & B4~ Tk
FE A S, 4 PO TR R A, T, C F1 G XS Y
RVD /351 J& NI( Asn-Tle) , NG( Asn-Gly) , HD ( His-

Asp) 1 NN (Asn-Asn) (Gaj et al., 2013), #4&
TALE B AR5 s 5 0 3R 0 AL S, B B B ] A 4
AR L DNA JP 81t ffg i TALE array , Jf:
H 5 B Fok I DI FI 2544 48l 3% 4 LU ARAS HA mi &k
SR EDIENE M TALEN, 5 ZFN 19 9) %175 A
A, T BB R 1 Fok T 1) %) 4544 38 4 H AT 1) &)
W, I R D)8 2 /D72 1 X TALEN 2L fm] 2
Yo TR TALE Bk HAERE e -0 0455 1 4>
AT R, 3 H AR TALE SR BEHLAL 5 T8 i TALE
array JEAN A2 B 2 B T AR, AT {75 TALEN
REREAS 14 ZFN —FERG i M 1B 1 52 2 i LR 40, AL
A LG ZEN BB Ly et i R R AR AR
1.3 CRISPR/Cas9 RGHIH R K AE AR EE

Ishino %£(1988) & ¥ T K12 M FF i M i
i 5 DRI B 30 1 R 06K 1) B 5 52 0 410, B IS A RIS SR
XA ] o T 5 PP 90 I AR T 20 T R oy 0 R ) e PR
ZHrr, Jansen 55 (2002 ) AR %R 53 I 91 1) 45 4 F
LA HAE U 44 S R KL AR 1) B e [ S AR )
(CRISPR) , 141, Jansen % (2002) if £ CRISPR fff
kI T CRISPR #H &) Cas H: [, Marraffini
Sontheimer( 2009 ) R4eHFH] T CRISPR 5 Cas &
A HADIH DNA (9B T) . T4k, &id mE R
KW 6] 8% 0y, B &L oK IR T Ab Mk BE BK R
Streptococcus pyogenes [ Il 1 CRISPR/Cas o E R4
B, N T H ETR e R Tz A AR AT
4% EEN——CRISPR/Cas9 £ G 4 5 09 3t K 41 #1
[l gm%E Y AR (Jinek et al., 2012; Cong et al., 2013;
Mali et al., 2013) ,

FHE T ZFN f1 TALEN, CRISPR/Cas9 &5/ T
(149 356 DS 2 B0 1) i A D B LR B Y, AR T 21
R E T — B S B AR 7 ) BAMY A RNA,
FI R M HIi) CRISPR/Cas9 &4t J&#% CRISPR T
5% 5% 4 B CRISPR RNA ( crRNA ) Fll trans-
activating-CRISPR RNA ( tracrRNA ) X 2 4~ JF 4 15
RNA P 1 i — Ffr B2 5 [i] RNA ( single-guide RNA,
sgRNA) . sgRNA BEfS5]F Cas9 & 455 I DI
i 35 DNA %1 (Jinek et al., 2012; Ramalingam et
al., 2013) , CRISPR/Cas9 % 4 5L r ) 1) B[R 21 1
PLEFHI EE SRR A 2 s (1) & A Tkt
A A CRISPR ) % S5 i 12 7= Y)———H. A 0 1] P4 (1)
crRNA FI tracrRNA 20 & 1 8% i) seRNA ( Marraffini
and Sontheimer, 2010) ; (2)sgRNA 5 Cas9 & A,
sgRNA-Cas9 I A4, 1 orRNA i RE 4751
5| & B AT X P AP T Ry (protospacer adjacent
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Fig. 2 The CRISPR/Cas9 system-mediated DNA damage repair process (adapted from Clontech’ s product descriptions)
PAM ; Rijla] X 54 4B FEF Protospacer adjacent motif; DSB; X4 HiZ%¢ Double-strand break ; NHE] ; JJ 7] K Vi % 42 Non-homologous end joining.

motif, PAM) [ DNA #0741 (crRNA %5 & 807 51
(Jinek et al., 2012) ;(3) sgRNA v B 8 o] 45 57
1) crRNA Z544 5 DNA B 5 7 51) LARE I B ML X
4551 8 Cas9 %R EE V) E] DNA XUEE, Hor Cas9
A0 HNH 02 il 25 #3587 U) B 4MeE , 177 Cas9 11
RuvC-like (RuvC) Z5 45T VIR BAME , A T 7E4E (7
Y77 4 DSB ( Makarova et al., 2011; Jinek et al.,
2012) ; (4) MLikiE L NHE] %852 J5 X% DSB #E47
B IR R g A SRS,

sgRNA-Cas9 1A WL B AE sgRNA 5] &
TR 23 bp BEAL ST A (245 20 bp 5500 5F
FIF13 bp PAM J¥41) , 38 ik il B4 b OO [ 0] 2%
& 20 bp #EFF A, X Fh 455 I UL ZFP & TALE &
FiE 2 1 B 5 DNA Z B AH BAE TR 455 J7 U8
JNESE I B, Ak, CRISPR/Cas9 &L ZFN k.
TALEN A LY, H 3 ZAUHAE T ] 10 24 ZE B2
sgRNA , Ff7E— Y FTHE Hh [m] i 56 i 22 & R 98 7% ( Cong
et al., 2013; Wang et al., 2013b; Zhou et al.,
2014 ) , I FH 2 A et RIAT S 306 PR A 83 | 22 35 A1 )
% V45 DO B L MR 2 A PR ) R R B B <5 ]
A &AM A B B4 5 155 2K ( Canver et al., 2014 ; Han

et al., 2014 ; IRAEFEEE, 2015)

2 REERANOBRERARWEIR
v FA

2.1 REEFRABEFRERARGEIL

SCHRIC 2 X6 R A A 5 PR A 7 ) 5t A 1A
(R AR 1B A Yamao 55 (1999 ) 2212 o [m] 5 8 4
JE B A5 BIAT DR TR S (5 (8 1 (GFP) KR (K
NIRABI R A 2 R LR T MM+, M)A,
] A A AE AR BT R T (D05 i A Y R R TR SR
Wi S A N IR A BETE S A B PR 4 e A AR D s i
2 18 (Wu and Cao, 2004 ; Li et al., 2010; Xue et al.,
2012) o HJZ T 5 A v i [] 3 i 20 0% R AR Ab
Y5 RE PR B 5 ARG LA S 52 30 ) ] i O 2 A
B LT [ 5 R 2H 1 58 A R TR DT BRI R AE
KA IRAGAENT 5T S04 21385 38 7 FH

Fujii 55 (2008 ) % 3 [H 2l B L K 41 fifg v PR 1R £k
G5 i O RG4S 57 WK ek A R A Y
RAKF A od, LI N Z YL a4k I ) BnBLOS2
FEPRANE 7R A TR A, BS, Fujii 55 (2010)
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T 2o i B DR IR D SE GG UE S, BmBLOS2 A R IR G 1k,
R T A OGS PR AR R PR R A8 2 R B od K
AR R A, [R] 4, Takasu
££(2010) DL BmBLOS2 JEPH Fi 55— [ A 4 5 A
Bz PRIZIORE A5 WU 675 HE DK Bmaoh3 SRR EER , 43
BT A O T ] RRBR X 2 SRR ZFN
mRNA, Fifi 5 38 2 R fR T S HA Gy AR A 2
U, 25 RTE Gy FA MR T AR ihde” &
R I Em A AR TS T BmBLOS2 JER R BR 245 G,
R F A, Takasu 55 (2010 ) B 58 25 R0}
IR A i DR 2H B o) S AR AT 1 A R 31 1 AR A Y
YER o TEME 0 2 4RI ] B, 58 A i PR 2 ) 8 o A
SCERE ) Ma 55 (2012 ) Fi v [ RL 24 B - A 4 A= B
Az ZSHIFFE T ) Wang 45 (2013 ¢ ) 2351 F] TALEN F
CRISPR/Cas9 G843 14 5k R 2H L [r) Zhi 6 15 R 50 R
T X BmBLOS2 BEPA Y€ smR , F4R15 1 FRPEATS
RARAR A, IS, Ok A H A E S AR AE ) B IR
GERT L HAAE M 27 21 4 238 LA S VLR 2 sh Wy
e B 9 ST N DL, M 4k R R T TALEN 85(
CRISPR/ Cas9 £ 4¢ i)k A 4 8 1] S BB AR S B 17 %k
%4y BmBLOS2 ( Sajwan et al., 2013) . Bm-re ( Sajwan
et al., 2013) .BmFib-H( Wang and Nakagaki, 2014 )
H Bm-ok (Wei et al., 2014 ) 2 Py Y5 3L XY 58 55k
[, Wang %% (2013a) fll Takasu 55 (2013) 43 51 F| FH
Golden Gate IRIARE L T —EFEHTHEED
TALE ¥ # B2 15 %2 20 %< J7 %, Liu % (2014 ) 4%
sgRNA il Cas9 1% 1% i 2535 8K FURLIR & 5 AR Sh
FEFR AN, 52 BT %k 5 2 20 Jfd e DA 2 B A6 R 1Y)
R0 o A5 B 5 G A 5 A 8 S R AR, O IR 52
CRISPR/ Cas9 F4¢ HAT 1E 5 i A M AR Jif v A 2 52
IR T 1. B, 23 i ZFN, TALEN
FI1 CRISPR/Cas9 £ 5iiX 3 25 EEN R4/ Sy A
ZH I 1) e e R I 2 AE B AR RN E ) 2 IE5E L
WIS IF B AL 56 3%, Bk 2017 4R 6 AR, B4
A I 40 J P e SR A 5 DR 2 B 1) Gt 6 R R 0 T B
G SCLIB SRR (KR 1) , X Ul RN K HE S 1
i DR 2 ISR K A i DR ) R A A ) SRR I Y 5 A
AR T 5 K o

I, ) P D] 20 L 1] G 10 5 R 52 XS K e
PRI ZH #0282 A0 4« 58 A N R R A TR 1Y
SE RSB R L DR 2H 45 A8 72 S DL R IR P E K
T BRI 2H 8 AR o A bR R A 4R ST A
R PR R AR AR AL, k)i T X R Aok
FINIEEER B T BE 23 5 22 %€ (Yoda et al., 2014;

Enya et al., 2015) 4 224 15 53 WHLHI 5T (Xin
et al., 2015) KT M Z 3T ( Daimon et
al., 2015) PEHEAETSE (Xu et al., 2014) DL M 5%
PR G A 22 i ) BB s T R A5 U (Ma. et all.,
2014b; Wang and Nakagaki, 2014), tt4h, #F38 A
D REDRE 2 A e DR A L 1) i R R B T R T Y
KA EL BRI G I TR B Ry k& #h
W5,
2.2 RBENBFEEEERARETRIE

I P PR 2L 48 1) i B R A S A R LA R N
TS L PRI R , B0 50 A= 0 WA 105 20 % 55 PR D BB 1Y i 32
WFBz—. B, 5T 5 A 5L K A R 1] g R R
SEPL S A N IR DR g i 278 184, BN T
AR 3 A4NJ5 T :

(1) IE [ A% 2% B BL R D) RB S IE . 28 HY 1 ] 35
2 E B E AL a7 1, %50 B H AR AR IR KA 1Y 5
PSR B DR BT G B AR AL i O X L 9 i 4 43 A, B
Jei LS A= BG4 S R ek, ) A DR 20 B8 1) o g R
I E R R R B R I o R B A S AR R
AR AL TR L A3 AT LGSR o7 FE R R MERfR 1 . N
FIH CRISPR/ Cas9 £ G¢ 4 B Az B < Ax FE A 2 vp I
TR ALEGFE ] BmGC-1 1 bR 25 2R W, @R 2=
AFUR BmGC-1"" 23 B 5 KAR G AE A quail %y BUAH W)
(S AR R Y, NI UESE BmGC-T B PR & — 15K
w0 R A R TR PR R OCHERE D (Yuasa et
al., 2016) o HAhE F b3R5 2k S8 08 1 58 4 P U5 A
PRI 475 < 2 620 3R T90 3 AT DG s R ¥ R X api-like
(Yoda et al., 2014) Sl il 2132 1o S8 Ak ) T 2 1)
(cardinal ) T8 % 75 1) . & [R5 5 | Bm-cardinal
( Osanai-Futahashi et al., 2016 ) F % 8 Mk 55 3% fi
ZDHHC18 Z5 ) 75 11 4 i %5 X BmAPP (Yu et al.,
2017) % (52 1)

(2) il 2 M BL R DI Re 43 B o 2815 B 3 A
i 176 5 e KL DR 2 Hh D R v R 58 A A T 24 DA 5 PR B
HAt B Ay (— e g Rl ) © %€ DI Re 5L 1
A AR RN JRRE DR A HE AR, A1) PRI 2H 38 1) 2 4
AR AT FEAR PR A RS S AR AR S i, B i e
0 PR S AS AR AY | IR B 722 A R 5 A 53 AT i
HUBRHED A D RE . ) ont SRR A e T RK S-5% A% il
( glutathione S-transferase, GST) &K 7EZ &M H &
[FIJE LA nobo-Bm ( GSTeT) W miBRIFFE 45 R R, 4l
AL EE G 1 R B (nobo-Bm ™Y /nobo-Bm*™® ) B
(AT AR J HAR B G i 28 A8 3R AL SR i T - A
RH & EE (7-dehydrocholesterol ) ¥ 28 A5 1A 5 4 Fij i i
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Fx1 EFAIZBAVEBNEERARERESARERETHHIANMA (EIE 2017 £ 6 A 30 HEIE)

Table 1 Application of engineered endonuclease-based genome editing technology
in the silkworm Bombyx mori ( data by June 30th, 2017)

NTALRR NI

LiLE-SPRVg Ul 7l

G M IMEFEIR 751

. S i
Engineered Target gene/ A s ﬁ Integrated exogenous 5%
- Mode of action References

endonuclease Target sequence gene/sequence
ZFN BmBLOS2, Bmwh3 HE B Gene knockout - Takasu et al., 2010

A5 Unpublished
BmFib-H

FEPREA Gene knockin
FE N #i: Gene knockout

A3-GFP-SV40T

Daimon et al., 2014
Ma et al., 2014b

Ma et al., 2012;

TALEN BmBLOS2 K55 Gene knockout - Sajwan et al., 2013
BmBLOS2 , Bm-re FLIHE % Gene knockout - Takasu et al., 2013
BmBLOS2, Bm-re, Ser2 etc.  F:H IR Gene knockout - Takasu et al., 2014
BmFib-H PR F%: Gene knockout - Wang and Nakagaki, 2014
BmBLOS2, Bm702 %[ﬁ]ﬁ&[&%/%[ﬁéﬂ?ﬁ*@ﬂi% . - Ma et al., 2014¢

Gene knockout/Genomic structure variations
=k ik
BmBLOS2 i?ﬁiﬁzi Cnockin hsp90p-EGFP-polyA  Nakade et al., 2014
R i 53/ 5 DR e A g
BmBLOS2 iifﬁckﬁgine knockin HRS-IE1-DsRed2-SVAQ Wang et al., 2014
apt-like PR Gene knockout - Yoda et al., 2014
JHAMT , Metl, Mer2, broad — F:PH i Gene knockout - Daimon et al., 2015
Bmdsx" FL N % Gene knockout - Xu et al., 2014
BmOR1 LR R4 Gene knockout - Sakurai et al., 2015
nobo-Bm FLIHE % Gene knockout - Enya et al., 2015
Bm-re FLIK Ei R Gene knockout - Takasu et al., 2016
DH-PBAN, DHR FE N #i4: Gene knockout - Shiomi et al., 2015
Bm-cardinal FLK F R Gene knockout - Osanai-Futahashi et al., 2016

CRISPR/Cas9  BmBLOS2 LR Gene knockout - Wang et al., 2013¢
BmKu70 LR R4 Gene knockout - Ma et al., 2014a
BmWntl LR R4 Gene knockout - Zhang et al., 2015

Bm-ok, BmKMO, BmTh,
Bmtan

BmBLOS2, BmTh, Bm-re,
Bmyellow-e, Bmfringe,
Bmebony, BmKynu

BmEO

Bmawd, Bmfng

Bmsage

BmGC-1

BtR-175

BmKu70, BmKu80, BmlLig IV,

BmXRCC4, BmXLF

BmTUDOR-SN

BmBLOS2, EGFP

te-1

EGFP

BmBLOS2, BmP25,
BmSericinl , BmSericin3

BmSxl, Bmtra2, BmImp,

BmImp™ | BmPSI, BmMasc

BmOrco
BmJHE
BmFOX0O
te-1, me53
BmAPP

FL N Gene knockout

FE DR R HE R A K

Gene knockout/Genomic structure variations

FLH B B% Gene knockout
FLH B FR Gene knockout
FLIK FBE Gene knockout
FEP R BR Gene knockout
FEIK S Gene knockout

FEHEEFE Gene knockout

PR Bz B/ 22 DR i A

Gene knockout/Gene knockin

FL N EE R Gene knockout
FE N F5: Gene knockout
FE A R B5 Gene knockout

FEAFEFR Gene knockout

FE N Fi % Gene knockout

FLIK F B Gene knockout
HFEH B % Gene knockout
L BE Gene knockout
FEH g BE Gene knockout
FE N #i % Gene knockout

EGFP JE:H 4t 75
EGFP gene coding

sequence

Wei et al., 2014

Liu et al., 2014

Li et al., 2015
Ling et al., 2015
Xin et al., 2015
Yuasa et al., 2016
Lin et al., 2015

Zhu et al., 2015

Zhu et al., 2015

Zeng et al., 2016
Dong et al., 2016
Song et al., 2016

Ma et al., 2017

Xu et al., 2017

Liu et al., 2017
Zhang et al., 2017
Zeng et al., 2017
Chen et al., 2017
Yu et al., 2017
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A rp 5 KRB BT S8 (Enya et al., 2015),
HoA e iy b 34 75125 M 5 118 5 e PN D5k PR 0 4 -« 1
= AR R Z RN BmOR]1 (Sakurai et al., 2015) |
i Hz % 2% S LB ( ecdysone oxidase, EO) K:[H BmEO
(Li et al., 2015) .4 miR-2 BY¥EFREER Bmawd 1
Bmfng(Ling et al., 2015) 58 & 38 & & SCHE A 12 5k
BmWnt-1( Zhang et al., 2015)  F &S K2k
(odorant receptor coreceptor, Orco)F&[K BmOrco ( Liu
et al., 2017) FIZE ZA% 4% 2 B (juvenile hormone
esterase, JHE) 3L [H BmJHE ( Zhang et al., 2017 ) %
(1),

(3) FE BB E 1) Ui A8 K A it A, T E
FUOEZE R B ) B © 22 5 W B TR R TR, B
TR S HA R PR R 2 22 S (R B 98 AR o2 A
A, B TS EE 20 BB A% 28 ph §E L I T BOVHZ 98 8 oK
Fx S AN IEAT E— AP AT R 9 e S R R A
Bmdsx" £ IH (52 & doublesex FE DR e 5 S M P332
1A SR ST A B 45 R0 4 BF B S 10 AR S
FRIENF AR (Xu et al., 2014) ;i i B R 5 A
BmPFib-H DA ] £ A 73 W I Fib-H 288 H 19 2218
SRR G A Sy FRAR A A ) B ] A AR (Ma er
al., 2014b; Wang and Nakagaki, 2014 ),

2.3 REERAFNTRIRE

FLIR 21 45 4 2 & ( genomic structure variations,
GSVs) ;e B ZH N BE R T 1 kb (1) DNA | Bk
AR S A A B A K. DNA $5 D150
%+ (copy number variations, CNVs) AFI 4, ] F 3%
DR ZHL L 1 i B B R 2 S BER J BeE [ 4 DNA
HIHIIN B BV FN5) (7 55 GSVs , T3 B[Rl i Xof 2 4~k 2
ASUA B RGBS EAT E RS AR IR . Ma 55 (2012)
i PR 0 5 TALEN mRNAs #9757 2%, 3815 1
BmBLOS2 KK FF 41 [X 125 800 bp DNA J Btk 4% iy
NT R A, B, Wang 45 (2013¢) F1 H]
CRISPR/Cas9 RGN FL I T H A MAREE P 4K
BmBLOS2 3K % 3.5 kb DNA K 7 B4 w2 %0 B3
Ma %5 (2014¢) F|F TALEN 23 T/ 54K 35 8.9 Mb
(A YRR 1/3) 5 A B R 2 R Fr Bk A
TR 52 AR 157 45 GSVs, ik — 5 A 7 43 M7 45
BRIXEE GSVs 38 i NHEJ () DNA &5 i 12 5
Mo AHh, Ma 55 (2014 ¢ ) Wb 38 108 N T8y S RE
F A% 2 ( single-stranded oligonucleotides, ssODN)
5 TALEN mRNA JRA RS HEA R B, L8 T H
ssODN A3 A B I 1] 66 DXL 20 4 1 B DNA IR A
A7 GSV #4F ., Liu 45(2014) F| ] CRISPR/Cas9

RGER MM F LB T BmBLOS2 JEH 3.2
kb DNA S F BRI R AEN 32 55 GSVs #24E
2.4 RENEEENERATEREGRE

H Tamura 55 (2000 ) 4F g 57 fH 5 F 5 6
piggyBac i i T BEALEE 5 3RAT B LN KA LK,
108 3 2 R PR B AR A 5 S IR U PRI A R A i PR 2 1Y
RS B E N AN R RSN B O

Mon 45 (2004 ) % BL7E 5% #x Bk IR 40 45 5 i i
A DSB, ] A4 55 52 i BmN4 4 i v & 2 [v] 5 2 41
HIRE . Daimon %5 (2014) F) A ZFN 45774 DSB
JFAET HDR 342 SC LAY GFP A R IAAE (A3-GFP-
SVA0T) 7 7% 4 3 R 41 2 a8 G A AL N
0.0085% (1/11 770) , 7R K Ax 2 v (1) DNA 1B 24
&5 F2E ) NHE) 32508, S AR DGR IR 45
RN, I R o A AL R A NHE B 52 i A2 1Y
F g L K (/L F5 BmKu70, BmKu80, BmlLig IV,
BmXRCCA F BmXLF 55 ) , BEUEA RR R K A iR fif Al
%A BmN4 428y HDR @42 503 i MR R E
B AR (Ma et al., 2014a; Zhu et al., 2015),
Wang 45:(2014) F| J§ TALEN 4 55230 1 48717 [m] I3V
Fes i i 2H R heS-iel Ji5 31 2H 5 PR 45 ) DsRed2
BN 1E K Ax BmBLOS2 J: A BB A i 1 58 U B
Nakade 45 (2014 ) AR Ak T {34 [F] 95 8 2H A 5 oK i i 4
(MMEJ) (PMEE ML, 857 T TALEN 254 Hbrje ik
K& Hf 44 5 (precise integration into target chromosome,
PITCh) Z 45 (1 41 I 4 [F] #& & S g ( TAL-PITCh) | Jf:
SEBLT A AN TE K At BnBLOS2 JE[H 4 it IX.
FOALE R E MBS b, BT CRISPR/Cas) R 4E
[ PITCh 5% ( CRIS-PITCh) [FJ#E HA3 /i 5 4 5k
DR A4 2 2o JTUE R L 30 0y 200 M 256 DR) 4 4 7 4
E S A BT 7 (Nakade et al., 2014)
2.5 RBEIIMNEEER S RERRIRE

B T Bk T ¢ A 3 DR A B 1) g AR A, T
CRISPR/ Cas9 45 1) 5k R 4 H1% 1] 4 P B A 348 5 43
TR A MR AT I BLAM IR LD Y 255 il
BRWFFE. J T ¥69F CRISPR/Cas9 22 45 Y MR I 1,
Zeng %5 (2016) il Song 45 (2016 ) 435 #i| f§ CRISPR/
Cas9 R GEAE BmN i g AL KL P G A MR b S8 T
EGFP L[N 4 % MM ER . filT, Dong 45 (2016 ) 7£
BmN-SWUL 4 Jitd 7 s 3h 8 57 7 3 T CRISPR/Cas9
ARG HE AT Z f R B ( BmNPV) 52 1] 1 40 0%
T B de-1 FRELIE B 2 U5 T M AU R, B
FHPE T BmN-SWUL 40 ig T BmNPV 1 5if i) fE
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F1. Chen % (2017) | H K % piggyBac R 55
CRISPR/Cas9 R 4 W P & 57 7 nf £F 2 Mk #il B
BmNPV JE K211 ie-1 FEPK FT meS3 FEPH A 5 FE PR 5K
A INBESL IO ZE R RIS LN R A SR B R A
HH LB 2 AP BmNPV fiE

3 REERALERERRFERID
R % fi IR IR B

3.1 XENBFRERERABBYUERR

HT 3 MOR[E EEN 2 S0 00 5k DX 41 38 ) g B £
A TEZHFP N [F) S A8 ) ) Fh v i 07 FH 5L A M
{HSE W TR 2 50, S H0X 28 R G AR A R P Fh
A A NI PR S R BRACR I 22 R . R H G
N FH B R T2 RGeS O s % EEN SR Y
mRNA 53Kk 844 (CRISPR/ Cas9 7 Gtk 75 M 7] 7
A sgRNA) 3 A K4 k& RIS, 515 1 K A N
5L DR A SRR SR AR, R 2 I 22 S A [
I IR R AR MEB ORI A K A N U H Bl 5L B
Y608 SE I — U R B D R R (Ma et al., 2017)

i EEN RGEA 5 09 R A AR K O #E L A
FE SRR AR, H AT AT R B R R R R A R
TR INRRFE I AG & & R B9 EEN 2 1 BERS 3k
BORS S, i SRR Cas9 8 1 g
S K (Ma et al., 2014a) , F| HEA 58 5 3036 P 1Y
48 T3 8 T (1 HR3-A4 F1 HR3-hspT0) 4145 UK 3
EEN JL[H 2235 (Ma et al., 2017) , 8% i@ h R &
2H R S B (T IED R IE2 J53hF) 34 B B
RUJR 3+ (40 nanos J5 3l ) J4% EEN JE PR FREL 4
FERMFE R Z A (Xu et al., 2014, 2017) %5, 11t
A I HR3-BmU6 Ji 8l T 415 3K 8l sgRNA ik Jf:
B2 A TEL 2K [13255 (Ma et al., 2017) 85 &
t BmU6 J3 3l 7 P45 sgRNA FFE0 Ao E Rk i K
TSI AL 3R (Zhu et al., 2015) B4 36 A 1A
(Zeng et al., 2016) , ¥ fiefs S2 W2 2 CRISPR/ Cas9
ARG T 09 Z A N IR FE PR 2 AR RO
3.2 REIMNEEETEREBEMERR

T Fh 22 S5 Pk i s R 1 Y o IR % = F DNA
¥ A2 2% BEAN ], AE G B i 4 1) R 3 PR 4
) i 5 2R Sy B HDR AL, 76 SR g A g - mp SE 8 A1
PRE R E S B A E R (Yu et al., 2014 ; Kistler
et al., 2015) , | HDR & 4% 52 A S A 3 (R 7
FAT IR L A R B, A Ak
JEFEA B DNA | Be R/ AT R (<5 kb) (Daimon

et al., 2014; Nakade et al., 2014; Wang et al.,
2014 ) o At v HM IR B R 7R 5K 4 ik PR 2 10 B S AR
LR T R E A = EEN 8 (7R R AR N K5k
BRI S B Z A BT B A — DR R A v e T
HDR #Li 1) HR {8 52 38 %5 H Al b S [7) 1) 0F 5%
BEfli b T & O T R A i BE R A T (B =
HEME KK, 2015)

3.3 SMNEERESHFE"HEBRIN” 5]

LR 2 R 1) 2 4 R R Y IR AL ( off-target
effects) ” &45 EEN 25 (4 a%, sgRNA 53F#1 & DNA ¢
GIFEHC, IF I AR UL P 8 2 i LR (Gaj et al.,
2013) o “ Wi HE AL 3 B T ST BV 22 N 2
PE NI H 29T EEN A5 (1) 56 PR 20 90 1) 25 4
RS Z R 5 K . Wang 55 (2014) 5 30 £ 5|
TALEN A5 AMJE J PR G T ¢ A 5k R 21 B0 67 251 DA
PIR SR N DN TR WE Y VA SR /N E R IET S
A CRISPR/Cas9 Z5¢ I FH T 58 7 ik X 241 24 48 0 50
(RSB B G 40, B AT BRAA TR 0 B R0 1]
A ANBESE A HERR o

e EEE SO TR NI TE Ge A E
FEEW 2 ATy T 2 WA 2 2 R A
BRGNS AN e] e B B b R AR HE XU . H
T 2 2 P AT [H 3R F 5 B e 119 5 12 SR e 4k
A0 B PT fE A AR I AN, Y JE R 4 DNA 7471
(Wei et al., 2014; Xin et al., 2015) , i B2 45 ChIP-
seq £ K (Duan et al., 2014; Kuscu et al., 2014 ) |
GUIDE-seq i A& ( Tsai et al., 2015) B 4 i 5kt [ 1
PN HE AR (IDLY) K5 I 3% (Wang et al., 2015) Fi
Digenome-seq 7 R ( Kim et al., 2015) &, ¥ B4 L
FH 1 4 R DR 2 3 L A R 0 2 4 s A S AE A e
LD ZH A0 ) 2 4 2R G0 G RO KON Y . R R]
22 JH T REAL L) CRISPR/Cas9 £ 48 WAL R K
e KL DR 2 A8 1) i B3 A o 8 XU 79 o 2 SR g A 45
(1) @580 09 N Tt (Hsu et al., 2013)  Jf254
FEPRAH P 90 A= WA 5. 27 Lo X 43 B sl ffi - CRISPR
Design( Hsu et al., 2013 ) #1 CRISPRdirect ( Naito et
al., 2015) FFAEL M EIT B AS SR FER
sgRNA J731; (2) F] 2848 #Y Cas9 ] i ( CasOn)
254 Y] 1 i 58 W8 ( double-nicking strategy ) 1] I #1
T4 (Ran et al., 2013 ; Shen et al., 2014) ;(3) | H
ZEARAR Cas9 & [ (dCas9 ) ( Kuscu et al., 2014) 5
Fok % 2 Wiy 45 & JE Wi fil & 25 11 fCas9 ( Fok] -
dCas9) 8 1 — AL J7 X #EL P 1 ( Guilinger et al.
2014; Tsai et al., 2014); (4) F)] H eSpCas9 #0
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SpCas9-HF1 2§ i #1 Cas9 & [ Y & #0 /5 %1
(Kleinstiver et al., 2016; Slaymaker et al., 2016) ;
(5) R REME FEAIR Cas9 R 145 0 25 20 B2 10 45l Y
sgRNA PUEE 51 (Fu et al., 2014) , B35 i i FEAR
gRNA Fy3 AN (20) Cas9 2 H mRNA 7 21 i o 19
ek (Fu et al., 2013; Hsu et al., 2013) % 40
%535 Ik (cell penetrating peptides ) 3415 Cas9 &
H5 gRNA # A 75 I 48 M2 ( Ramakrishna et al.,
2014) ZEAI Al 1) S50 7 A AR, 49 15 050 XL
FHREAK

4 REERABOFERALZRSRE

4.1 RURTEHEREWHRSTE

B 1 ] 5 Ay 383 1) 28 i EEN ZH 1 mRNA [5%
FFEIR AT Y L PR R 5 98 A8 AR 52 Ay, L0 ok SR g =
SR WA R AL 5 5 AR 1T S PCR 430
Frig 2, Hor SRR ) Jr kid 1] T 488 iR e
23| B B R B AR A i B bR BE K, I BmBLOS2
( Takasu et al., 2010 ) F11 Bm-ok( Wei et al., 2014 ) &&;
BEXT R 5 O B R AR A i B R BE B, H i H
REZE o 9 I 90 Tk A6 o 5 AL o 5 44k,
BmKu70 (Ma et al., 2014a) F1 BtR-175 ( Lin et al.,
2015) %, T EEN ZE11 mRNA BERF Rk 74
BE A R S AR AR R A Y ROR AR, 2 PCR ) B
FE 7 X S ge TAR R B R, BRZ O I AR
TR S2 98 = (4 I o 43 0 i 37 K38 Cas9
HHMRIR sgRNA B[RS BE R 5 i 2%, il i 58
Ty 2 S LA DR WU R IR 5 AR A e DRI 2 v iy
RE MRS (Xu et al., 20145 Zhu et al., 2015) , &
— P R R ELE AR HE T RS T ] i AR A AR A
FEPE USRS AR T vk A, 2%l i TAL-
PITCh 5% CRIS-PITCh ( Nakade et al., 2014 ) Z&3F R
I3 EGFP DsRed i e bn 10 36 PR 7E 58 A8 ¥ 1 1Y
TE RS WIGRE S 0] S B 5 IR B R AR AR K A
PR 8 Y A RAOR S 2 — o
4.2 ZAZERAFFEN

AR, LE 2 R R 2 il 1 A 20
PR o 245 3 (W] IR e, 1 A p B DL R 4, T
DAIE 1 0 T B PR 9828 N REARATH hy AR ) mT
BERFSE RIS, DAHESh S A B IR T g S b F i & F
GER TR E bR i ik DB 5 DR s A 31) 22 66 X [
IF AR A, R S I X 22 B PR S [m] e A W AR 1Y)
WS, e 2 i B DA A HE ] G B R ) R e e 2 —

HHiH H] CRISPR/Cas9 % 45 52 I 5< #ix 22 HE A [W] iy
BB T 17 P 25 7 50 5 41 MO FOVE B o 9788 5
(Liu et al., 2014) , H4b, FF piggyBac ¥ T 1Y
KPR R W AT 5 CRISPR/Cas9 R GE K5 N
FH T S BRG A B PR 20 22 3k A ] e R BR A 98 0

4.3 EREARNFRERGHRENASSTUFE

R, Zeng 45 (2016) K oL A N PR IE RNA 5
& i IS ) 7——BmU6 )3 37 HA P 5T B ik
KRIHIR (A, T, CH G) B4 AT, I
4% sgRNA P 5 88 47 2l 38 3 19 GNIINGG 5§
GGNISNGG JF#iE 2\ iy N2ONGG [y P51 .
AN, Bk 7 H TR 5l Tz ) ZFN, TALEN Al
CRISPR/Cas9 R 4, fL 4% SaCas9 FlI AsCpfl 45 #fl [
ANIE] PAM 51 380 8 EEN £ %, ot % iF 52 2L
A I T 8 A A DR 2 B 1) i 140 T, AT AR R
e T CRISPR ZR G016 5 A hk PRI A v 8 R A7 s
it (Ma et al., 2017) . HBETELIE b E KA HE )
e ZR G0 T S IS % A i DR 2 A R ) B
i, (H R AL B R P AU BE \GC 5 B
S5 DR 3R B AN TR] 00 A0 DK b 52 i 5 R) 26 38 1) 4 8 R
Gkt B ARHE R 0 B G P R, A T 2
MR TR] EEN £ 45 52 B 55 R 9 Bl i) 52 A A Y54 )
FRIRG B 7 B, Ko 2 R R 5 e ik IR 20 L 1) i 4 5
AR EER I Z—

F34h N THGE TALEN 5 Cas9 £ Y2
I O oL i e ST SR AL N
T 2H AR 1 2 T S 3 X A I 4 B PR T
K AMIRIKR ARG A I8 4% (Wang et al., 2013a) ;4
TAL Y piggyBac % 5L R il 5 223k, LA S BB 5
FeVE T AN R E R R B 2 1 B 5 508 (Ye
et al., 2015) 25 15 S50, AR A e 52 4 L A
AR ) i R G Z ook T & S . T RATIL,
G EE = LR RSP N L SR i 24
GRS OC T A ME L i e ) A 223 AR R L 22 iR
A= BI85 T 5 ) L) PR S T
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