a8
glnll:l
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5 DARSEHEAN & R L 7oA T = A O M 7 f R
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BR 7 AmEHMNE, 7 A EofRg LR OBIEZWERICT A2HMTH D,
HEETOEREY -V E LT, A RMIICBW TR FHINTWS, $iZ, CRISPR/
CasO Y AT AL, 7 AWERITI S0 TULEL 2 D57 ) ARER D O %S HAZAT
Z 5729, in vitro IZBWTHFEHIEZ 2 FIHT RO =0 ¥ =774 V7RI LT
BLLTOVSZMLL TV, BETEOHFIFIZBWTYH, CRISPR/Cas9 ¥ A7 AT A&
GEEEZLZHLTWAS, UL, 427042y ya vERERGEILER EoHiy
75 EAL T AN X B ML EIE T CRISPR/Cas9 ¥ A7 AWM EN2AS, ZoHiETIE
ZRGH0 % ARV CHLD 4 ) B D o 720 AT, in situ TOMHEREERIEIC X 287250
EPROPEEIN TS, INOLDOHFETIE, 7/ ARERS ZITRTOM~ 7 A DJIE %
BHHLTHENEALZD, BHANOREIRIESNC X o TRIBBEMIZBHF~NEALZD LTWb,
CDE) B — 7 REETFEATMIE, 7 A O R O RSEANE DR
M0, F T OBEIRBEOBRFIE O RN D 5. ARFTIE, AMARNT CRISPR/
Cas9 AT A& W THRIETHES Y A Z/ER T L RO A OWFFERR % PO IS T 5.

K5I AGE - ZAVAESS TE

R a%0E

&I

VAN TE 5T F R A SV R S A
7 — ¥ (zinc-finger nuclease, ZFN), #ix 5 4:
b7 227 % —xX2 L7 —%¥ (transcription
activator-like effector nuclease, TALEN),
clustered regularly interspaced short palindromic
repeats (CRISPR) /CRISPR-associated protein 9
(CRISPR/Cas9) Z#EZFMHL TR 7 LT —¥
Lo THEDT ) AREHNCHZEZ MR 5 2 &
DTELHEMTHS Y, HTH, CRISPR/Cas9
VAT AL, AT I =7y MRDPAL SR
P TiERVwbon, EBEROTFTHFAL VR
B THHALTELBETHL I 6L L O
FECTHHIN TV,

CRISPR/Cas9 ¥ A 7 2 DAEHI B F & L C
LRV ME, Cas9 TV FRX 7 LT —E

BIZFREHY

in situ

<A /

(2 & % DNA @ — & $§ ¥ W7 (double-stranded
break, DSB) D #FR THbH, ZDX 7 LT —
Y2k o TH U72DSB %, DNA GO BHE
RO L %5, BEOSHA L % 5 DNA 23
ZWEA121E, DSB X IEMFE K A5 A (non-
homologous end joining, NHE]) 2 X » THB#H
ENb, NHEJ IZBELT —I1C L 2B RHE S
DR, WWEBIZA YV EIERE T V¥
LALGBBOWA, KK, BERPEL D, 2O
R Y URTHBROBO 7 V-7 NER
BLIELIFTI &R &, KEoKEa KT
VT F U BlT 52 T, %2
EROY YT EPFIREN v, FrE VA
ZERIEH LI D Z DI, REIICIZE
BEW D > TV B F ¥t v 285 PE mRNA
SREBIC Lo ThREONERERD Y, L1

R EE R R BBl R 2T 78 >~ & — BRI A5 e8I
Division of Biomedical Engineering, National Defense Medical
College Research Institute

Tokorozawa, Saitama 359-8513, Japan

AF34E 6 H 11 HEEfd
A 34 6 ] 22 A HE
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o T, AREHTEREEEIBHNLT, wb
w5/ v 777 b (knock-out, KO) JIRREIZ 7
5o —7, BEOHR L 2 %5 DNA LMD
HHEVEET kb L) H50IE—ARHE
H (200 bp L E) % &de DNA 234748 L 72354,
DSB % IEfEIC I8 S & % 72 O (M AL 2 15
1% (homology directed repair, HDR) A% Z %,
ZLTC, TOHDRZFMT 2 Z & THENZ
WHEALA % DSB O~ A T 5 2 & 28
WREIC 2% Y, Zhid, /v 2 4~ (knockn,
KI) &IFpiEh, FEBEOFEETIZ 20 ~ 30 bp O
BIA%E R 200 bp LL_E OB ILEHIAMEH S
52 NS, 2O KIHMKIE NHEJ X%
AV TNVOFEFRERTHRIEESL T LML
WEENTED, X512, NHEJ IZIEm ML
T2/ TH S 525, HDR IZ4Z4A0
TEERMIGEZ 22 RN TS Y,

CRISPR/Cas9 Y A7 A #fiH L T#H / A&
W ZATH I, —BWIZIE 22507 7 A
WP LEE LD, 1D2FFICTr ) A LED
L O3 ILAL Y % Rk 3 A #7714 F RNA
(guide RNA, gRNA) LI BT, —HE
@ CRISPR RNA (crRNA)  trans-activating
CRISPR RNA (tracrRNA) 47¥, %7213 crRNA
& tractRNA OB EIRTH L v 7 Vi A4 K
RNA (sgRNA) 2 SHE SN, 9 121, —
A% DNA Z Ui 29 3 of%E %49 Cas9
IVFXZLT7—¥TH5H, gRNAIZ, Z
DA L7 —EELHITEE D DNA KLY &
G3ELTLNTEL, —~EHEGETHE, &
DA LT7—=XiZ70 b AR—H—FHEF—
7 (protospacer adjacent motif, PAM: 5-NGG-3’
THREOT LN 5S) @ L 3 bp D4 T DNA
DZARR YW 5. €D, ol NHE] %
HDR 72 & X F & F 72 DNA IBEREMEIC X -
THFEDSBADNABEHINL Z IR D,
HRMWICKORKINFEREEINL, bbb,
CRISPR/Cas9 ¥ A 7 & Tl gRNA O EiH %5
PEFICEETHY, FICFZEIORNIZ
Loh ) %k SN R 7 ) AR RS
5N F v, CRISPR/Cas9 ¥ A 7 4 1% ZFN
Y AF L% TALEN Y A F L% LMD 7 7 A
WEPME CORPBER->TBY, YTV T
WRWTH D, TN, BE& R

BiEE KGR « 20214E12 H

RICBWTHHEINDL L) B oTWD, ZL
T, CRISPR/Cas9 ¥ A F LA ZF Db DD D
WAIZED SN TBY, B 2 1358 O KI G5
WCBWTIE, Cas9 =y FXZ L7 —¥EMH
L%WCRISPRZD3HDE S VARV ED
P X o T, KI A3 10 A ol i < 52 it
TEXLWREMEAHE S TWD Y,

BEIEFREYY XMERO -0/ LiRERM
DE A
HInTRERKEK flz @R THESY T A
(genetically modified mice, GM ¥ 7 A) OfE#
BT AR T L, [N EIL, 2k
PINOEBO~, 704 v ay, B
1, WoORBAFE~NORBH] & \v) —dHo T
#, Wwbwb, ex vivo handling # %5, Z 2
W2k, A z7a4 vy g IR E
GEBEBEZOWYFPNAF IV, Z LT, HH
DORAL, WRERIE, BMIERSZ E Y 5 &%
HMHAFVHPLHETHY, £ OREEMDA
B2ARAEINTWES, MAT, HHEERD
MIGICRE L b, 72, FFEDEET % KO
HRIE% S5 WA, ESHIFOR Y v s
J MR e E OB T AF VL LET
%%, CRISPR/Cas9 ¥ A7 A%, Bizbo# b,
YD ) LT VTV EFRT L L
TUHBIETORAEEZ KO T& %, K%
RIZOWTHHTABDOE) TH b, L7223- T,
CRISPR/Cas9 ¥ A 7 & % J§ 4 L2250 B~ H
T5HZET, GM <7 Z/EH D 720 O i o
R 2 FrBLE ASBA % C & % & OIS LR
WicEFN, 20720121, CRISPR/Cas9
VAT A EZRINNEAERIE R ST, IhE
T A R S T&72 (K1),
GM~ Y ZDEMTINETIHHEINTE
x4 ruaAfryzrya iETOEANL M
oot snszhgichy, SHTHERR
FEO—DThHb, x4 r7uf I rav
HiiZzob o) EiL, ZRIBOMEE I, b
55, MHMOBOEEZEATELILTHAS,
7O AmERSEFH LA 20 Y2
7 vavEoFMLE T P aVEREEINTS
D, IESFHER TS,

A UL VY a VBRI AF
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F1. w7 20K, BHFIZxEd % CRISPR/Cas9 ¥ A 7 2 DR EMN 2 FHED —E

itk iy i HERA e
TAZIAIIE s wqsmwavay B ENE KR, 0
TRV GME -y yATA  HOHAALE |

In vitro &R &IL
(ex vivo)

TANWVANRY & —

B ILEE,
ZRN A u~x=Yal REE KBEEEOB (200, (23

—YarYvAT A

SRR B X UVERIN,

M A2

OB, WEH % KRR

%ﬁiﬁ? TR AL r e R (13), (14)
GONAD/i-GONAD/ SRS In situ 2 TERD 72
AAV-based GONAD oy ASHLEEH DIEBES X OB (15), (26
(in vivo) IER < AE IR
e ) (TR In situ {2 CEH D 72
TEPRETRA RN Gl xxs s wBERIED X OBH @D, @8
Vive : RO A <Y AL
. In situ \& THEED 72
TPOD/TECDGER LM weicpme ey wlhfes L oBE 9. @9

<7 AFIIAE

NelBEE$H0, ThzR#ELTGM <Y
AT 2 BB MESED SN TWw5, B
KI9121E, CRISPR/Cas9 ¥ AT A D7/ Aiffi
B %, AN (1A IIR) & % v id 2 M
N IR 72 & D 25 R R 75 IR B IR S~ &)= 1 2
DORFIWEATHI LT, 7/ LwmERTZE
BEIETERAATH D, ¥ 7 ADMIZINER
FTENTREREL TV 2D, 7/ AWmERS %
CNANEATLHERERDOLEZARLATY
%, Lino & " % Kaneko '? &, iR DM~
7 ZA DIRE D LRI L 722 kIR kb2 45 (in
vitro fertilization, IVF) TH% 5 M 72 k5 P02 &}
L, ¥4 27u0Af Y7 aryFERin vitro &
224l (electroporation, EP) 7 & @ BEAFE D
Ffiz#H L Tr 2 AERSZEALZ. &
BV, DX YA OBEAEMICADLS D
DL LT, invitroDRIZBWTT [ VAR
y—dfHIN, —EMITHEHIN TS Y
ANVARTZ =X, LYFIANVA, 7T/
AWRA, 75Ktk £ )V A (adeno-associated
virus, AAV) THb, LY FIALNVART T/
7 ANV AL EW A AHLY Bz T RYE " L7z

AIRFIRIZEGT 5 2%, B AR TV 5 IR
CIESR L 2w, — T, AAV 3%
BT 2b00, EWiEZ2HFHFORICEGRT S
CEDPMEENTEY B, ) ARG %
FeoMIRZ 77/ Witk 4 )V A (recombinant
AAV, rAAV) O FERFITENDEG I X - T,
GM =7 ADERIZI L7z 2 & ST
w2 13,14)O

In vitro @ IR 5% 3¢ 72 & @ ex vivo handling %
Ml % [PPSR EEEIC K %7 7 A
4 (genome-editing via oviductal nucleic acids
delivery, GONAD) | W FH L WKW T 7
0 —F DA % o TG Sz P17 S o
Tk, 2 MR DAL B AR E D IR 12
7 ARERST Z1EA L in vivo EP % FE i3
%o TORER, 7 KM 2 MR
BATL, 7/ 2EREIMEY 37z vy
bOTHb, TLTEDR., 7/ ARERD%
F rAAV OJE NG L 57/ LG
DEHIZO VT HERSh T2 Y, Th
5 OMFFERRIZ, BIRFIEOEARNTO T/ 4
WENTETHD, ZOKRELTGCGM Y7 A



(150) A E T 2

MMEDIHELZ L ZRLTwD, T2, R
%Y, EBIZ220D invivo 7/ AEET T a—
FHMEE N, 101k, ERBEORFZ2TH
WTH ) AEET 2770 —FThHY), 7/ 4
W7 % F5D rAAV 2 FERNIEAT A &
T, BOEW AR ZROMRF OBIETFMBIES
N, ISR L2 T2HETHE Y, D
12, 7/ 2k gZEa—- L2797 X3

F DNA Z iR o< 7 Z BiR~NTEAT 5
HETH 5, A~y 20 Mz s shi:
7 AERERST DT T A I K DNA I a#E % #%
ML TR~ L, 2o8R, 7/ 2fEhk
FAEY SRz e @B shTws ™ 2o
HArix [ AT HER O 7290 OREIG I
#Ar 1% 3% (transplacental gene delivery for
acquiring genome-edited fetuses, TPGD-GEF) |
Laftireniz,

IR DA 2 g & L72mise b irhbhTw
5o PIZIE, FFifiigd 72GM~ v A1k
BOFLR Y =7y MIhD I ENRIEITHE -
ThhoTELs WS OPDIET IV —TFT
X, EBRCHFEMRO T ) Ay ETLHIL
TGM <Y AR L7z L i LT
DL BALEDS, ThSFETEVTRD
in vitro TORFEEHIRIEN LT LETH Y, £
DR PNAFIVDBATRTH 5o

MERARKBERZEECLDIGM Y7 XDOMER
(GONAD %)

NI TEAE, BRI T BT AV
2 5% DNA O #IEFEANICHT 208 %2 D T
By, FIZIE, IRHESLHWIVEICB T B I8 2 x5t
RELEBEEFEABEZRELTHS M, &
D F 125k LT CRISPR/Cas9 ¥ & 7 4 D il
kM7 T A GONAD 0B ICED, F&
f5, 4% % (enhanced green fluorescent protein,
EGFP) #1ZTHMARETNIZGM T Y 2D
EGFP BIZT I LTA TR FERINS Z
L 78 Takahashi 512 & o THE S B9, =
DG T, ZHINAEAE T B IV N Cas9
mRNA & EGFP ¢cDNA % 19 & L 72 gRNA &
rEUHWEEME T CHEEAL (X 14A),
EHICYFHVICEP 25T 52 LT, Th
DT ) MRER G DRI NEA SN E L

BiEE KGR « 20214E12 H

TWb, ZOFER, YEZHIVHED BT O
(21X EGFP #0000 A DHERR T & 72 5 DIAFAE
L, EGFP N2l b 26 b AFAAE L
72 (35%) . HEAEBHIMFEATIC XL, FOLAK
BLZBFEESA 2 ER 2 R->THBY, #kt
AL S BHFIZOW TR 7 L Vo KO
B CTH o720 TV A 7 EENFERINIER
D—o% LTI, GONAD EDENiE & D
RS T S, K~ ® CRISPR/Cas9 ¥
AT LADBAZL DA EZ O, 20O
EZIHEDONT, BEWA 7 ERENT 5720
® GONAD % @ & L A% Ohtsuka & (2 & - TH
faxizz®, BARMIZIE, Cas9 mRNA O ftb
DIZCas9 TV RXZ L7 —X¥DY U7 &%
i L, GONAD oS hile il 2 ik 0.7 HH,
OF ) IR OBINCH YT 2BRL L
72 (1B, C)o Z oI, 1MWK % &
B ZHCY PAA T EP 12 & B~ DAL RYE 0
A=WT BN &% 2 5 7290 e i o Bk A
HEARMICL D725, HimhidkL, 1~
TN FEO 7 AN RIZEFITEL %o
72 (~98%). 512, TOBEEIZE>TKI
AL EET DY I, FOERLBEIZ
RO Z TNz S OB RGBT
GONAD 1%, [improved GONAD (;-GONAD) |
LT ohn, Fo%, Ty MIBWTHLHER
ThbIEPWEEINTNE Y,

BIEBHEGFEEEICELS GM v ZDOES
(TPGD-GEF %)

1995 4F |2 Tsukamoto & (38 {5 38 A K3 &
WAL X E7-7 5 A3 FDNA (pSV40-CAT)
xR~ > A O REIR I LR S5 &
EC, S EETZ2EASEL I ENT
XrWMELEY, $abb, Bk 20R
BRI TEA S N R SR I 238 b o i
FICEE SN, SkMEEE TR~ Y AT
BLLEOWETHL, TDOR, KrllkoT
AFEOFHESER SN, X512, BASN
73BT R IR O Ui & PG BR R ~E IS
MASND PG shY, Zridihz
TPGD & 4 fHF, oD, BIZF2ROFE
A BT 552 % PN B BFE R0 I 8% T TR
2B AR THRIODDEHELTWS P,
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B C

AR

T ) LimEERR

UVHEETJ—F ERSE=2EN R|ERN DR N ENEER R R ERER
= AARATAAT @|AAT GTTTCRAGG G AARDRA

“ M
f , ' lq
b | MW":WB[\[VWJ IV\ J\Mr‘”“u'lﬁﬁdl lh/ﬁ\/'ﬂw‘uﬁ'

B 1. GONAD IZ2WwT (KK (17) X 95IH, $ELZb D),

(A) GONAD ®ii A, CRISPR/Cas9 ¥ A 7 A % WPl KR ~NEA L CTZOKEH I EP LI 5 2
& T, ZHGYI~CRISPR/Cas9 ¥ A 7 AN A E N5, (B) CRISPR/Cas9 Y AT AL LTCas9 Ly KX LT —
Dy N2 /gRNABGHRE TV F L, V4V FF 74— b (FITC) 7% A 5~ 3kDa 2 &t
WL, k0.7 HH TGONAD #:ix %l L7z 2 HEOKRZ 58 LBI%E L2 25, FITC @)t
MERH 2R (CFD) DFFEL, ZHud Cas9 & 7327 H /gRNA HA1KEB L O°FITC 2°EP 12 & » TIR~EA
ENzbneE 2517z, (C) FITC ORI FER I N OB ILEAEN 217728 25, 7/ AmERIZ
WEIEEHXRT, PAMEY] (AGG) OEHRMTX 7 LAF FBHAIN TSI & (KEN) HREEHE,

Control group Experimental group
(EGFP-Tg fetus/intact) (EGFP-Tg fetus/showing genome editing )

(c) Direct sequencing
PANM

L1l P U O TR O Ty
SCTGNCCNTGN NTNNCHNNG

Overlapped
sequence

[ 2. TPGD-GEF (22T (3CHK (17) X D5, &L D),

(A) Fx OFMT 2 TPGD OH A = 2 23, IGBIEBRAWE. L 72 B 0112 TPGD A3 HE S W72 554,
EIRIMLANC G- S N7k 7 9 A 3 F DNA/ B2 FEARERERIEID R LD 2200 — F ThHRIifFAE
T AR Z 2 N, 121, BBRASEANELLV—FTHY, b9 1 2RBBHEED, SINEEATL L —
FNCH %, (B) TPGD-GEF 23% i & Nz fFodicid o o > ha— vt (a) &I T EGFP #tosg
HEWA LT 00860 (b), LIRTIIFFICHEEZETH 72 fNA) . 4062584 L 72 kF o EGFP
EH) (5 4HI) OEILECHIEAT TI1d, PAMEA O L TH—N—5 v 7 LEEESY] (¢ @ KH) »BigT
E2b0NHY, TNTEFA IERTHL I LERL TV,
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TPGD (2 & % JEITF AN D EIE TEAD X H =
A LIZDOWTIE, ZOWREEZK 2A 12/RL T
Wb,

¥, TPGD ~® CRISPR/Cas9 ¥ A 5 4 D
BHARA SN, TORE, BT
WA YTV FREND Z LMD THES R
729, ZOFEBTIE, Cas9 Ty FX L7 —
LR RLHIIZ R 9 % gRNA O 5 % [l I 12
BB GELIENTEDLFT =NV TV HA4T
DTFAIFDNAZIEYRY =25 A4 TDi#
REARIE L AL s, WIRP I o AR
M~ 2 DRFIRNNEFIRTS L TWb, 20
PRI~ Y 2%, REHES (Tg/Tg) RED
EGFP @ifn T2 %D Tg i~ A L KB I N T
WA OETORF AT OB (Tg/+) &
%Y, $4bb, EGFP # 43 HBLTwa L
EZzZbNl, £LTC, BAIN/IA—NA T
Y% A4 7D7F 5 A3 FDNA L EGFP # &
L 72 CRISPR/Cas9 Y A7 LA THh o272, =
N EFLIBFNEASINTZEORENTEH
UL, gefaufk b o EGFP # 1= 37/ 4 #
HENTEGFP OB LNV TS 52 &
P ENT, FEBIZ, TPGD @ 2 HR 28k
L7224 EDRFD 5 5, 3ILDJEHTO.LlE T
O 9 RAO DA DHER S 7z, AR
FEANT DFER,  Z D REAT OO D R 1) 8 Az T
WA Y FVHBHFEIELTB Y, IEH R e A
BLZZMLE THEINTVWDEZERbro
72 (K 2B), ThHDiEErL, TPGDIZX 5
CRISPR/Cas9 ¥ A F LA D7 J A, EHW
A 7 ERIZEHMOOERBETIERITDIC
THERNTH Y, ERELEEZETRE L
DE R BT 7OV ORI O BAZFiRHR IS
FIHTE A REMEOH A Z LHRBEI N, £
D%, TPGD-GEF 12 X - T, ~ w7 AWFEM &
RFO7r ) AREDEMBTE /-2 LG s
TV\E) 29)0

BBhIZ

A#FTIX, CRISPR/Cas9 ¥ A 7 & D54
THGH~OBHIC L 2#EZGM <™ AD
PRI D WT, A OIFFERCR & b IS
L 720 CRISPR/Cas9 ¥ A5 L, HL%»
LREHMDO—DOTHEDOD, + 75 =7

BiEE KGR « 20214E12 H

N DR DO FEPEATR TN TV 5 1S 2 OB O
BUROBRAYH 5. Z D712, CRISPR/Cas9
VAT L% P OBRFIHEMRICH WSS
DEAEMEIZDOWTIE, HERTOEfE T HEBII T
LS INOMERH L L ENTVD, 2D
EE RIS B 720 ORI OIZERI L LT, #
L7 R ERE D Cas9 X 7 L 7 —+ (SaCas9)
WZHI3k9 % [SaCas9-HF] ETEIEN A Lwv X
VT —E¥ORMMBHY, F 75 =47y ME
PEDHI 90% Kk 2 EAHE SR TWwE ¥, &
DEIBF 75 =4y PRIROKRICET S
CRISPR/Cas9 Y AT L ZDH DDLU REIZ, GM
YT ADEEICDERTHAH) ZLidEEVi
Vo AP THEESL L 72 GONAD i, i-GONAD
%, TPGD-GEF DA IS, £o—HICE

L 7245 T % &t A 5 B 2 %1 (germline)
DI WREC X B 7 B E TR EE Y O
BICHT AIZEIEBAEDED SN TS, Th
SOFMICIE T B3 E LCiE, in vivo (in
situ) B TEATH 5. ZORERTEDE T,
FHZDH ONMMICH 523 TR L, B
S D EWEARE OB D DR B AiFTE
S ORI, REEYEIE CEE L E A
17 8 T\ B AR TS B W) o il 2 VR 3EAR O
BHEANL D%, BREEWENEZDOLOD
HERICHMKL Wb e Hiffsh s,

M =EHER
KL LT, FRd & COIBtRICZDH
BARER B3R,
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Novel and simple methods for generating genetically modified mice using
genome editing techniques
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Abstract: Genome-editing techniques make it possible to induce modifications in a
predefined region of the genome and are now widely used as promising tools to manipulate a
gene of interest in various cells. Particularly, the CRISPR/Cas9 system is extensively used as
a powerful alternative to traditional gene targeting methods using homologous recombination
in vitro, because of its simplicity in designing the elements. In the field of developmental
engineering, the use of the CRISPR/Cas9 system, has brought about significant changes. This
system was initially employed in early embryos, utilizing classical gene delivery methods such
as microinjection or electroporation, which required ex vivo handling of zygotes. Recently,
novel methods which facilitate easy embryo manipulation in situ, have been reported. Studies
utilizing these techniques employed pregnant female mice to directly introduce the genome-
editing components into the oviduct or were dependent on delivery via tail-vein injection. This
unique gene delivery technique may be a useful tool for manipulating embryonic cell functions
in vivo, with simpler procedures for generating genome modified animals, and has potential in
the treatment of fetal genetic diseases. In this review, we describe our recent achievements in
generating genetically modified mice using the CRISPR/Cas9 system in vivo.
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