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CRISPR/Cas9 R % 15 S DNAKE A E
HLE Rt R

mWE B FENT
(RHI TR KRR U, 40 3R A R S B B A
R R KRB S, 1] 650500)

WE  EFok, REMN NE 642 = L E H /5 7 (clustered regularly interspaced short palin-
dromic repeats, CRISPR) & - #8 % & & (CRISPR-associated protein 9, Cas9)/\~F 49 AL F s R e
ZRREAMTFE. AREFERRART, B R KM EN DM R RAER S T 5K RLH 69
WA KRG T F 7 mey R, CasO B Bad)3] 5 IS 69 F) JR & 28(HDR) K3k B) R Ko ik 4
(NHED)3t F) T sk B 4 48 TAF, {2 2 HDRAZ 4 69 SR B4 T 2 A . A susf NHEJA=HDR A4
A7 XOMHI st TR S A E s e e B S 2tk + 0 £&. X E£Z3CRISPR/Cas9 & 44
i ] i 42 ¥ NHEJA"HDRAS 2. % 42 69 K A ALK BAT & 45 25 G AR KA R R HAT T 2, A A
JAl CRISPR/Cas9#E At FF R34 T &3,

X#EiR  CRISPR/Cas9; DSB; A A ; AR [RIVE A I 4% Bt R Bk RiR 7

Research Progress on Repair Mechanism of DNA Breakage
Induced by CRISPR/Cas9 System
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(Institute of Primate Translational Medicine, State Key Laboratory of Primate Biomedical Research,

Kunming University of Science and Technology; Yunnan Key Laboratory of Primate Biomedical Research, Kunming 650500, China)

Abstract  Inrecent years, CRISPR (clustered regularly interspaced short palindromic repeats) and its associated
protein Cas9 mediated gene editing technology has been widely used in biology, basic medicine and other research fields.
The animal disease model constructed by this technology has promoted the research progress of pathogenesis and gene
therapy. Cas9 nuclease cleavage and subsequent HDR (homology-directed repair) or NHEJ (non-homologous end join-
ing) achieved gene editing work together, but the low efficiency of HDR restricted its application. Therefore, the mecha-
nism of NHEJ and HDR repair is very important to improve the accuracy and efficiency of gene editing. This review
summarizes the mechanism of NHEJ and HDR repair system in the application of CRISPR/Cas9 system, and prospects
the related research progress, in order to provide some ideas for the efficient use of CRISPR/Cas9 technology.
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%4 (double-strand breakage, DSB), DSB& & 14 #L
B2 JF [F) 5 A i 1% $% (non-homologous end join-
ing, NHEJ) A [F] Y5 # 4 (homology-directed repair,
HDR)!M, it Ak, 345 B A1 AR A5 K o i 4% (alterna-
tive-NHEJ, alt-NHEJ) Al #5518 /K (single-strand an-
nealing, SSA)?%5: 0. H A NHENFIK BT 5 T
AN A, R E AR, 2 B HDRZ
—MERENEERRL, BERERR, HETH
FLAIYIA R SJE A G H AT, CRISPR/Cas9
TR T2 9 2 T 2l P 55 1Y ) 2 R 5k TRV 97 4 4
., {H & NHEJFE B 14 AN &2 P S HDR AL PR ) 1
CRISPR/Cas9 Z# Gt b A& e Mo [A B, X HDRA
NHEJ& DSB&E &2 (1 50 WL AT B 50 A F T
1 ZOM A CRISPR/Cas9i AR o A3 T EEXf CRISPR/
Cas9 #GL N 2 P 48 A NHEJFTHDR 2 2 R 4t
(R A B A AT T 2R F R B, B 41
CRISPR/Cas9 B AR KB Fe i it 1 %

1 CRISPR/Cas9&R %) & IMANF N
Eidis
1.1 CRISPR/Cas9#Y % IR FN{E FA #/L1

CRISPR/Cas F Zt Ui H T~ 2 & A1 o A= B 1) S 2
BL, LAFP 314 e 1t 7 U8 7] 5 U8 DNARTRNA, 9
N AL 7R AR IR A B 1 A% S B 1987
FECRISPRE IRAE KT i ZE K20 h i R BB, AT
TR BRI A A B AL, B AR B AR A A
CRISPR/Cas %24t ™. H Al B2 MR K] CRIS-
PR/Cas 54t ", HH 1%L CRISPR/Cas9 R 4t H T 255
BEWEE TR, R e e HUIEICR &, 2 i I
HTZ RTS8 ) B R g TS, B2 i
Cas9ZE . crRNA(CRISPR RNA)F! tracrRNA(trans-
activating crRNA)AL I, 7E J5 8] K& 77 AH 48 2k 7
(protospacer adjacent motif, PAM)JF ¥ {7 7E 115
T, sgRNAF| FCas9H H V) FI HAMIE BLAME, T2
P10, f&i#k Cas9-DSBYI M. #)a, 4l il ik NHEI 5,
HDRXJ K () DNAREATIZ R, SEUMIEIAA . Bk
(indels) sk & #l1,
1.2 CRISPR/Cas9 R G R L FIER HETLR
SE

£ CRISPR/Cas9 R 4t th I 7l , B8 %R iy
(zinc finger nucleases, ZFNs)F4% s B0E 7 280N
WK% R B [transcription activator-like (TAL) effector

nucleases, TALENSs]& 3= £ 1) 2 K g T H, E A 1#0E
T RN R SR R 2 A B [ S 1) DN AR 7471«
ZFNsHI TALENs# 75 22— X A% BB A 5e U1 %] — M7
B, RAFFIGAL . CRISPR/Cas9if e 45 5 8 ) A7 A5 1)
sgRNA 5| T DNAJFF, AT DLy 20 o i 5 A
P AT UIE, sgRNAZAARAL 2 i 5 HL T 3047 2 47 54
%%, 110 HAF B T ZENsFITALENSs, CRISPR/Cas9iH 7]
5 25 5 1, PR8N LA 1A ) 7 51

LR, A %) 32 (1) Cas92 5 [ 1h i 14 B Bk
(11 SpCas9. HAth Cas9FS BRI YA 1 4 2 475 4 BR 1A
1) SaCas9!, W& H ik BR A (1) St1Cas9O! . fini JIs 48 %%
BT I NmCas9U2, 95 B 7H 5 1 (1) FnCas 9! A1 2 iy
25 AT BT 1) CjCas9!™, Hidh SaCas9F CjCas9 I #EE ]
5 SpCas9Af 2 15, 20204, F& [ 1IHF78 #& 7K
B DO & H T — AN 8T /N CRISPR/Cas9 T K, 1%
Cas9R ¥R T B[R & BRI , # a4 4 SauriCas9, H
GEEVO R, MR E . [FAE, IO B R
P2 B Bk 0 Cas9EAT T TREAL it , 15 B A 24552
PAMJF 51| B 1l 75k vT iR 51 1) %) DNA ) Cas9 8 AR 44
SpGAHISpRY!" . 202143 H, /K BH#F 741" I K
T SlugCas9-HF, H H &3k mn . Rk m A g 43
Bl S5 FIE9H, ZER T A MR BN 4224
LRI /N CRISPRAZ IR -AsCas 121, H AR
B AR FLAN A i e S B T s ) B R dm . TR H
KIMSE 56 5 RO J: T IR L 20 P 4 e o (e 3 1 1 5
SpCas9HH 4 [k /R i CRISPR £ %5 Cas12f1, ‘BTN
TE R A R 4 3 TR g R YA T L L3R TR i
. B 7 UI%E 5]k DSB CRISPR/Cas9 & 4t DL A Miff
FEIETFR T ANG]EE DSBHL fit S P B I 56 45 1) i
2 4E R Gt (base editing, BE) R 4122, £ % mtDNA
1) B A i s g Bl 22 4 4 T 2L (DA dA-derived cyto-
sine base editor, DACBE)®, 20194, LIU]RA 24X
FE R — P BORG 1E 25 R 4 4 1L PE(prime editor),
ANGIHEDSB HA 7 B A A DNA B[R] SZ L BAAi 32 A
BN MRS, ET CasE N 4iE T HZ
HARTT, Bl A (1 A g AR RS DR o S AT
ANWrHLEN TG 7T, H Cas9U) #1724 1 DSBS S 1)
[Fi) 5 2H A0 N IR S A B R sl R SR T 3201
1.3 CRISPR/Cas9RZENPIREZEFEH
AITHREIN A
1.3.1 AFE&F 20134, LEZUE O HCRIS-
PR/Cas9 Z4i %} /N R AEF AT V)%, 7E Cas9-DSBE
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SRR AR RAR , AT T RN L. A
I JE T CRISPR/Cas9%E [l 9 5 1 A AE 2 ) 5 T
AL T R . H AT, CRISPR/Cas93 K 4 4
FRTZNH T M M. SR =E S fh i
B B A AL R g S B Ak, R DRI AR L
FF 2R IAYT BIWF e, B 78N s 6 A [F] 5 K]
FROLE AR RS, I8 38 17 A 9w AL 2 Ml o 3 O ik
(low density lipoprotein cholesterol, LDL-C)f]# ik
IKF BEARR SR T3 1 20 I ITILAE /DS BV 7 1 H B
132 AHE&EAN  DSBASFHIZERMAFH T
RIS EAR BN W BRARAY , BR] F T2 TR AR G
20134, RUDOLF IR R F Cas9 R G4 A
2w MR H RN B Nanog . Sox2 1 Oct4 =
ANFEFE . 20169F, HARRFEZKAE KR Thy 14z
RS SEIL T 4,58 56 8 A (green fluorescent pro-
tein, GFP)JER AP, 20184, FKE R =R %
JEERTF T Oct4-GFPE AN I & Bk . BUR i
T 1A) 5 DAL g N A B 2R R = S it 9 IR 1) 2 R Rt N
FARLAYE3T, AE B PRR I AR, 20164, WILSON
526 25 POHI ] SaCas9 A it f& DNABIAR SEIL 1 10%
R 2 Bl P 20 D 5 i 1 Y Tt 2 2 #2 1l (ornithine
carbamoyltransferase, OTC)NIEE . 20194, 75T
AN BRAA A D) S IR T B e 35 ATP (ATPase cop-
per transporting beta, Atp7b)FE K _F 85 4T [ %
BT, BRI, CRISPR/Cas9 R4/ T3 M A
AR B, (7S ECasO IR . sgRNAFIfE{ADNA
B, BIATE m RN AR IE R B, e A
PR, (E2 H AT R RN B S8R AT AR A, L4t
PR B s N A e, KPR 7 AR N AR 3D
WAL | /R R0 DRYE T H R R

1.3.3 #mi%iE  BERZWHI, AWM
B (%) 4 ST T SR TR I SR, [R] IS Dy B IR
AR B AE R AT oKk TR B . FIHCBERIR,
201 74EKIMAE P 1/ B HAL R ATLE 77 AN R
$9% (duchenne muscular dystrophy, DMD)## ! |
B J5 B 9T AL T A . B AL R A DMD
RN R A S AR AL DO kA | R A A ST R
DACBE#0! i) £& Fii 4 & [l MT-NDSTE /N B £ 57 285
RLAAR PR B AL 1421, 201 84F ROSSIDIS %5 I 7t il
F BE 2 4t 0 ] JHF JUE 40 1 5 Bh 52 B 1t A= AT S sl
B IEPNAST . R, #EE R R R
FH ABER G4 1E T DMD/M R LA H 205 4h

BN T RAE, KB T 17% 1) dystrophin g
AR, AREE 17/ R ZhREN . 20214E5 7,
MUSUNURU% “F| F] ABE8.87E 4 A\ R K F A
TR RO IV R A A R AT 1
M9 (proprotein convertase subtilisin/kexin type
9, Pcsk9) M LDL-CHI/KF-. HHl, BERSG X T H
AN B0 20 22 RE R B (EL R R BB 4
YEIE 2 5 B CasO V) A T 1 [A) Y5 H R s

2 CRISPR/Cas9ZELIESFHIDSBIEE

CRISPR/Cas9 R G A7 € AL s 175 57 4 DSB &
R Gt 525, Cas9-DSBIIH A 1 E ML
il A4 e SR R g A 1 H 1) 9. Cas9-DSBIE i
4 HDR. NHEJ. alt-NHEJFISSA, W& 1575, A
F e E & EMA R EIEER T, (ARSEER
A 2 AR R FRIAE 5 G IR BK B 41 i %) Cas9-DSB
L[ BT, Cas9-DSBIFE & TR IL 2 % N
PRBEH 52 R , Cas9-DSBAE = BB S MR T 4i
HIR% A R o
2.1 Cas9-DSB3|HIZHAZMN Kk R

Cas9-DSB/7 A4 &, 1 58 s Je it Ak g H
TRz Z K, YL A B 2% /& Cas9-DSB &
SO Gt M RN R 5 240 B B 1 FIDNA
FIEAL I BB A 08, 41 P Cas9-DSBAE 5 & 6155
H2BK 12372 &4k, H3K79H 3L % — RV HEH
A, e RN A G 0 5T AR 4 A8 g 245 R I TP
Jeta )5, AR TDNABE & E BIE 241 XIS,
bb, HE BRI SR TR AR E S IE E R
HWL 12252 DNA AL 1) 203 . DNAZ H R K
FHTET1. TET2FITET3%5 45 F Jik g 8% 1 (SmC) %
b 5% B 3L i 1 i (ShmC) 17 51 %, ShmCA B I
LR T R, BEE BEDNAS E Y, Yot iR
HIAZIE SDSBIE ZIRA LR A K, pS345i &
11(p53 binding protein 1, S3BP1)F1FL ¥ F B3 A
1(breast cancer susceptibility gene 1, BRCA1)2& % il
DSB1& 538 i 16 B 10 £ 1 R 7, e AT R R e
(1) G €0 S AS U RN G €00 57 5 S 5 4 35 BIDSBAY 55 _E 1)
DNAME K ¥ . 53BP1#E %A F T DSBEE 15 ]
NHEJ, M BRCA1{#DSB1& 5 7E M HDRS(E 1),
2.2 Cas9-DSBHIEE XN X EMLH

21 Cas9-DSBAE 5 JX 51 41 g 1% P G 053 #4 G 2
A J5 , 4 JE Zh1E 5 LI B Cas9-DSB, # &3k
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Cas9

DSB

53BP1

CTIP/BRCA1-BARDI1

End protection
(resection usually<20 nt)

RPA Additional end PARPI RPA Additional end
resection: Polo resection:
Ku70-Ku80+DNA PKCS EX0l, EXOl,
DNA2/BLM DNA2/BLM

Sister chromatods (S-G,)

MRN
Sister chromatods (S-G,)

Ligatio‘n: End processing: Homolo v
DNA Igase IV Artemis, PNKP gy 4 bp-20 bp homology >20 bp homology
XRCC4
APLF.Poly. ({11
XLF Poli, WRN
PAXX

S
BRCA2-DSS1
RADS1

DNA ligase 11T
XRCC1

RADS52
XPF-ERCCl1
T
—

CRISPR/Cas9 £ 4t 175 3/~ £ I)DSBHH 5#53BP1 &2 1 /5 12 52 45 [MINHEJ, 1l BRCA #4252 E [MIHDR.  alt-NHEJE(SSA.
The DSB induced by CRISPR/Cas9 system recruits 53BP1 protein and the repair points to NHEJ, while BRCA1 leads the repair to HDR, alt-NHEJ or

SSA.

[El1 CRISPR/Cas9ZR%iESDNAN ERTZUE & 75 R (IRIESE SCHK[2]12 250
Fig.1 Repair methods of DNA double strand breaks induced by CRISPR/Cas9 system (modified from reference [2])

G R R B 40 1 4 5K RAL (ataxia telangiectasia mu-
tated, ATM). ATR(ATM and Rad3-related) 1 DNA
s 4 & 1 B4 (DN A-dependent protein kinase,
DNA-PK)IX = F i i LA -3- 38 B AH ¢ 2 IO &K
% (phosphoinositide 3-kinase related protein kinases,
PIKKs)# #3E B2 . ATMiE Ak )5 4 21 25 (1 H2AX )
CR i S13907 B R AL T i yH2AX, JA Zh 5 T e i
JR S S AL B, BFERERAL . 12 AR H A %
GBI, R, ATMIE CHK2# 41 i 2 £ 46
M A5 T (mediator of DNA damage check-point 1,
MDC1)I S964 17 rifl A, W&k )5 11 MDC15E 5
A5 E312 2 H 1 45 1 1 8(RING-finger ubiquitin
ligase, RNF8)MIRNF16825 1, iz =LA I HIA
Y A H2A/H2AX, B J5 Cas9-DSBIfIME & 44 55
53BP18{BRCA L HAH B8 5 77 P,

22.1 Cas9-DSBRIRELMEE S S5MPHNFRTE
HABE M I E A MRN(MRE11-RADS50-NBS1)
2 &AM RADS1. RAD54. BRCA1. CTIP(CTBP
interacting protein). ATMAI ATRZE K-, Cas9-

DSBHIEE H % 7 BRCA1EE A N 5] 540 i 3 1T
HDREE . 7E4IMI N BRCASE 5" 1) s v f 8 2
ff)7#1 4, BRCA1-BARD15 CTIPAI MRN DL 41 i 4
At 0 5 sUAR BL/E FH , BRCAT-BARDI1 5 CTIP
I MRE 11135 P 9 3 2 DNA R I V) B, J2AE D)
& B MRNE A )56 B, 3F— 0 72 1) Bk ) e i ok
PIEE L(EXO1) 15 — F 44k DNA2/Bloom%i & fiE & 4
(DNA2/BLM)#% I g —fift el 52 S0 56 1, a4V bR
PR K E ) ssDNAPY . ANFE 1) ssDNAE 5 & il
[ A(replication protein A, RPA)4E &/ [ RPA-ssD-
NA, 57 BRCA2-DSS1E & WiiBh T %M EH
filf RADS145 4, 7 RADS 1 B R it 47 AR 55
RN FER G A, DL N T A= 0 8% 34 (dis-
placement loop, D-loop)H ZHH1[AlfA, 2 J5 DNAK &
Mt LA A5 1) [ US4 SRR, M 33 4E {1 31 DSBIF)
Ty hb— i, AR E PSR X 4K R, DNA K Ui
BEATT 2 1 5" V) 4 J2 DSBik ¥ HDR1E B 75 2%
B, 5MRNAHHAEH K% FH BRCA1-BARDIAICTIP
FEDNAK i V) 6 I 311 SR e PR -2
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2.2.2 Cas9-DSBAF [l & Ktk 405 4 NHEJ/
c-NHEJi& 4% /& Cas9-DSBYE — B E i 12 5 F
DNA B #ZEZ B E IR, 25 NHEJH) FE Z R4
HKuf . DNA-PK. DNAZHEEFIV. X5 &
HA X HAM4(XRCC4). XLE(XRCC4-like factor)Fll
APLFEZ A7 1071,

EEAZAEY, B FNHEME E R &, HINHE]
NDSBBEM EERR, ZRRENDNEZ N B E.
NHEJ[#] 5 — 4 /& DNA-PKAE Ku i — %4k (KU70-
KUSO0ZE )[4 B T 24 2IDSBAL, JHI7EDNA-PK
TR TR 1 R Y 2 W 2 DNAUEE B T RE BT, DNA-
PRI RE 1 & BRIk, 36 B R 1L DSBR T ) G
)5 M A 2 R liE NHEJ R -, {2 N i NHEJ A 7
f) 2 RS2 00 |, 76 LIG4-XRCCAE A WA 5 4h
WA (A i XLEAT PAXXFIAR EAE R R, {28t 4
DNAK Ui (1 IE#ZEH: . (H T B 2411 DNA K vty 3@
WA EAMY, ATRRE S B AR, BRI
BE DNAK Ui 4% 2 AT AT 0 TALFE . 7 Artemis.
PNKP. APLF. PolpfllPolk. Werner(WRN). apra-
taxin A KuS5 0 T B FH T 1588 DNA R o Al 3 4%, B4
o3 SIVE R T AN A [ DNAK B 25440, 40 Artemist% IR g
VBT e 454002 ; aprataxini] 22 FE W22 DNA 5'-K
Uiy 1) AMPHR A& 5 Kuin T v] 45 B U1 B DS BT
PEAE 5 1T DNA PolAFIDNA Polpn] 78 W2 (1) 3/ 3k s
IR RR Bt T B (R o AL B (1) 45 R 5 7o AR
indels, 5 R0 5 AR 5l ik 28 1 E B R 1 1R B Y,
AT 35 281 35 R e ok P 285 R
223 Cas9-DSBHRKMA3HEHE  alt-NHEIREA
c-NHEJ )£ AR L, AL HEF A PR A B 4 (MMED)P
% 5 alt-NHEJ# #% % & PARP1. DNAZ#E 1,
DNAJEFZEFIT. XRCCIAIMRNZEE ({57,

2 c-NHEJ ¥ B 2 1 5k B BT 4 B st £ i3 30 alt-
NHEJKA& 5 DSB, PARP1 }alt-NHEJ [ 4 15 A,
LA N K AEDSBRY, 52 25 PARP1 52 £ alt-NHEJ )
BE N1 % DNAW 25, Mrel 15 CTIPZ K 2 5
AUl UI6R, DNATE BB IIE RN 5 XRCC1
KFEEHZ 5 Run &, &5 H DNAZE R L
DNAE BB T2 7/ 5 DSBi&EH 7). alt-NHEJi#
W AEXT DSBAL i 15~100/M % B B2 Ab i AT DNAFK) 5%y
VI, 25t 11 4~20 bphl [FIE 7 514 BT 8 oK o
[ EHT %P, PARPLISHESH 53 Pol6, Polom] LLF AR
RPAFEE 3'-ssDNAK & 2 EL 1R K, FI R K E 5

VB 9 RERR S A DN A% 1 3" LA o Do 22 K 3 22 1) 1)
i . IR K E MR B N El 37-ssDNA K%
R, BRIV 3'- ssDNA M 75 BLAE PoloZs & /iy
DIBR, Rk, XPF-ERCCI%EME . ArtemisfIAPLF%
W% IRBEAE alt-NHEJE F2 FR 3 R H |, 1% Lo A% TRl 2 B
AE[HJR ) 3'- B8 DNA(3'-ssDNA)JE L, A PoloZh &
BEE AR . A W S TS 78 CRISPR/Cas9it
AT 5L T alt-NHEJ 1 8 5 82 G 1R AR X ey 3 (01621,
SR, alt-NHEJ 5 NHEJH — L2 47 S (AR B &5 - 78
DNA$E A S5 13 % B2 4 A7 {E indels [7] 71
2.2.4 Cas9-DSB#4%£i& K55 SSAFIlalt-NHEJ—
FEH 7 ZEVIBRDNA )5 3, {H Y] R K56 Bl SE K, By
SSAIK R FE 3 -ssDNAR A —+HFJLE M
H IR [FR 7 41, X Pl [P 5138 & F7 /£ T DNA
Iy T WUEE B 7 81 B, SSA K S T ER I MRN
A CTIPE V) B5r74 3"-ssDNAE E, I i1 EXO1f1
DNA2/BLM&RFIEAT ) 2 R PIBx =4 B A 5K [H
JEF I 3-ssDNAJE L. $:35 , ssDNAS RPATEZ A
RPA-ssDNAK 44, H SHDRAN, SSAM G5
T RADS2A TR JOEHE A A KRR T 51 1)
3'-ssDNA K ¥y, #73'-ssDNAR Ui A7 5 3 [F Y& 7 1), #
tH XPF-ERCC1 A VIR TR . T SSAIBRAAEIR
KBS HT P iz R V)RR, Rtk SSAFEUR M)
DNA Bk, 2 B RE T IBEE R, Mo HE
BRI R, G TN N LR 55 I AL sl
[RI2H 552 7 A1 2 1, TP SSATHT i /& HDR [ H %2
BAEAL O, ] e 2 YIRS i 5 i R R v B
BRI R 2 — o

3 CRISPR/Cas9i S HIDSBIE & #lHl#Y
yEi 3
3.1 Cas9-DSBI&EHLHIEHES 40 & HA

T Cas9-DSBAE I S B4 i 2 R 4 55 H 1) 72
NG EEFB 2 —, DSBIEE 7%k &1
HL i BF 7055 - 52 v 2 R g 4 s 6 A B B (70,
DSB1& 5 3 4% 1) 1%k £ 5 41 g & 1 47 %, DSBIE &
7 AR B W 2T 78 . NHEIA 75 2 5 21 [F)JR 1E,
TEAT 22 4y 24 40 o A 390 (0 T A o B I L A G e,
HDRFE 2 7 5 FJEM, . a4
RS G HAIG AR ERS, MDNAKHIZ 5, —
AN A IDNAJFE 51 1] BAE N T 45 R DSBA& B 11
R AEAE T 40 A% o, HDRZE A FMINHETR R EH



N Z545: CRISPR/Cas9 £ 4t 175 S DNA T 2 i 1& 2 L 7F 7 30k Jig

505

End processing

w 4

ssDNA or gapped
DNA ends?

+ Yes

RPA loading
PARP activation

Cas9

DSB

|
End accessible?

*ch

Long ssDNA tail?

+ No
Ku70-Ku80
binding

Cell cycle

L

End resection?

:
——m Ny |

<
¢

No Chromatin

——» decondensation

and remodeling

End processing

v

Las End resection?

+ Yes

NHEJ/c-NHEJ

No
+ Yes
Short-range
resection
Ku70-Ku80
displacement
]
Long-
B alt-NHEJ
resection
i+ ?
alt-NHEJ Yes
Defective
RADS5]1 function? Homology=20 bp?
¢ Normal ‘No
HDR SSA

No

DNAXUE WS AR e PR R HE i I HERR R, SR 4 AR N TS 2 =5 3 DUE HERROR, B R ie AL OHEROR .

The decision node for the choice of DNA double strand break repair pathway is represented by blue boxes, and the activity is represented by orange boxes,

and the repair pathway is represented by red boxes.

[El2 CRISPR/Cas97t SDNAXUEHIRIEE /5 RAEFIRESE CHEK 7211820
Fig.2 Choice of repair methods for DNA double strand breaks (modified from reference [72])

22 SR MG AT X DSBEETE E, 41
SR 1 B AS B K i % = MHDRAB &, AL 2
T CYREN&NHEJ 1) 41 B J& 3 45 5= 1 00 1 551,
CYREN 5 Ku R EAEH, MIHINHEIE & {2
HHDRE @7, UNHEJMHDRIX B f 1 2 g
1252 B 91 F B, 42> J3 31SSAFlalt-NHEJ {2 &

&A%, SSAFIalt-NHEJ# 75 ZEDNA K Ui V) B, Bt BA

BATTAE 4 B S J RN G 3 A2 3 BR 1 272

3.2 R4EIH Cas9-DSBIEE HRAIEIF
DSB1& & 77 2\ ik # FINHEJ 4[5 T-(53BP1) 5k

HDR JCH#E K T (BRCA)EUE I 51 &2 [ 2 44 5 748 H

E FH M 4 BT ¥ 52, S3BP1AIBRCA A H.4%5 i i 9%
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R, EAVEAE SV 2 BN T R RAR S
. 43 24 J2 W LN W A 200 PR 1Y) S O 5, Ak At
FDSBAI & 1 BAK MINHET & 2, WA 4b T SH.
G 1R 08 73 184 L 248 M 0 ) T 36 36 K5 B 1 FTHDR
BE, HRATSH. G EARDSBE gt
(3 B IE B e FDNAK i VI Bk S3BP1ZEE 7
PRI CEER TR T, T S Ku T Rk 5 DNA K i
454 I HIDNAK 3 U1 R )5 /5 ZINHEJZ &2, *4DNA
AR iy Y B g W2 EHDRAE & 1 3E 4774, DNAK Uiy
(1) &35 4 A A 52 e L AT) ok 1 B 2 PR 3%, WissDNAK
B 5K RAARGE ST, 110°F AR B M T DNA
At Ku R ARG A T, ssDNADA [R]BR I DNA
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