J. Mamm. Ova Res. Vol. 39 (1), 9-15, 2022

BE T/ LARERMOER~ERH SERKICE T~

EKEEY (YU RX) ICETBRT/ LIRE -
REET IV A{ERDOER

Genome editing for developing disease models in mice
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Abstract: Disease models using genetically modified animals have contributed to the progress of
research in medical science. The conventional method for producing genetically modified mice using
embryonic stem (ES) cells is time-consuming. However, genome editing based on the CRISPR-Cas9
system, which was introduced in 2012, enables the efficient introduction of mutations into given genomic
regions, and the application of this method to fertilized eggs has dramatically simplified and accelerated
the production of genetically modified mice. In this review, we introduce the basics and applications of

genome editing technology used to produce disease models with reference to the latest findings.
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AESHBERDFASIIZI4EBSE. CDXATYYIR%
IHICKESE, FEBRZIZIETLEHDEEFRE~YY
ZHEHEE N 3. ESHIEEE AUV /B FIRESES d
WU EFE, BEREETIDHDOTHY, FIHEZI1>D
R B OMBHFICE > TEBICHENESVHDE 5 1.
EZANCRISPR-Cas9 v A F LEHLE LS/ LiRER
MOBIBIC LY, ZORRIE—FL 7", CRISPR-Cas9C
SN ZREIMTOEEFRAEDAIGEE L -2 T, BIEF
WEYY AMEREIRENICES L6, FRICETDIHAH
CEEHREBICHBE S N EEFREYTIZIRBREP (S
BOTE] TlHAEL, SLOMBEFSASESLERTES
V—IbEB)DDOHB. AEHETIEEGFE /v IT7 T b
YRGB ERBETILHMOMEREZRBL T, 7/ LIREIC
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B/ 9 VA HEMIEREYT, ZOERIPOSRFET
BB LAz

T/ LREICEPEBETFREY Y AEROER

T/ LRECEDIEGEFARAEYT ZADMERIE, YIIXF
BT / LIRERFEEAT S ETiITbh 3 (H1).
CRISPR-Cas9 ¥ X 7 LDIGHE, 7/ LiRERTF & L T Cas9
¥ A1 FRNA (gRNA) DEIET 5 X 3 K% Cas9 mRNAD
FHTEAINTE LD, METIECas9z /X7 EEgRNA
PORBIVERIX T LA R INTEEEE (RNP) O THE
AP HEAPEFEEDNER S, SERICHEN D055 7.

RbLBHL /vy T by XERTIE, ZEETFD
2L NTBEI— FEEAIC1FEEDRNA # %511 3.
gRNAIC & - TIZERIFEERIC Y 7L — h & h /=Cas9id DNA
Z7$H%#4# L DSB (Double stranded break) #* T& 3.
DSB »" JE# E K % & & (Non-homologous end-joining:
NHEJ) L& 2 AZLLEEE T2 E TRELBAPX
% (IndelZER) EAIHh, /vy IT77  PERSNS.
IndelZEICED /v 777 NIERED, BE/NEZ->
PILELTHY, ZTORDEETFHBERHIHELC LD, %
ZCRI—%BEEICEKET LA 27BN gRNA #RIRFE A L,
—EDBEFEEERBILE T/ v IT I EEET B E
BIRFRBRHIPEEICEZ 23 ThL, FHEDIEEERE
FEBETEZIENTED. -7/ LRERFICMAT,
DSBfEIBEL & DIERESI2H T 385 (K+—) DNA%
FIEFICEAT S Z &I2&Y, HDR (Homology-directed
repair) AN LS EEXEREEZITHEDEAN (/v T1Y)
HEEETH B.

T LREICENT, BN DOERICEENEASH
TLEIRREA 78—y MIREFER. #7845
FIREZIMBEN T 570D ITHkE LT, CRISPOREDWeb
YL EES TL)BERMENDSVGRNAE RS T3 2 &,
FHEMEOSVCasIZTEREFRTI L ENES
nO7 ZhsRvYERTHFHEREREAEMET
51BICENTHBY.

—HEHIIC, HIRY T XD SR 2RI HAZEI I
L TinvitroT7 / LiIGERFOEBEAZTO P, ZOELH
FELTE, MBAZXF+ET ) - TRRIVOEZAD L
CRMBRBEARICEATE YA 700> 17 a ke,
BRABEE A B2 & THIEANDEFIRY AH & —1BE
(CBEIERIL Yy bARL—Y a3 EEDPHD (F1).
1704 Y17 a B EBHNESELCREMEEL, %
TR —D2— 27 / LRERFEZEAL TV REY
3. —h, ILYMARL—Ya ER~v1704>Y 1
T3 ERNZ ERBINICEETHY, FL—EILKE
DREREMIBTEX S, BFLAOMERETH / LIREYT R
EEELT BRI, ITL Y bOKRL— 32K TCas9-RNP
FBATAIAHEEEARNCEHALTVWS. ILT bOK
L—>a iEDRER, 75 X3 KDNAK & —EBD%EE &
ZREINCEATRZEN TERWVWSETHD. ZHREINILHE

7/ LRERTF

Cas9 gRNA
= crRNA + tracrRNA
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X1 7 LB L BB TFRE Y Y ZEROFIEE Bk

2N OSBRI NIERABICETATEHY, ZOEE
PEAFOBBEBITTVBIENPERND—DTH 3 &%
Aoh3% 0 LEKST, Sy A DRF—ELTTS
XX FDNAZEZHWRREICIRERE LTI 7A1>Y 1
Joa hRBEELRD.

RIETW, XBULAAXIIXOIMERIZYT / LIRER
FEIAL, BIECEILY FOKL—YaEfRTOTE
THERDZREINIT L TH / LIRE #7175 i-GONAD E D
FEgEanA" " GONADETIE, Zh ¥ THiH 4 REEs
EBEHSTWEY I RMERIEEEDLEE LEWVWESD, &)
ZLOMREDG T/ LIRE~Y T AMERICHEK TE 2 L DI
Eol-EWAB.

SREMT / LIREICLD /v 77 ZER

loxP EZ5l (34 bp) X His&Z %7 (18 bp~) & EFEWEHID
BADD, Cre!) a2 EF—+HEFI (1,032 bp) XEGFP %
7 (720 bp) O & > L REWMFIOEAE T, 7/ LIREICE
B5EEF/ v 7113 KF7—DNA%#§E & L /HDR %4}
LTfibha. LELEF/LREICED /v o1 RE
Sy ITNEERD EERELTEL, /v 71 %FK
DELEBIRLUERVBEADNBRAICTONTE A,

J T4 ICHWS K — DNADOTESE

K+—DNAE LT, ZASEDNASH L < I3—ASEDNA %
FRTZZEPTES. ZAEDNARKBEERAWAETS
Z X NEIEPPCRICE > THEHICER - BRETDZI &P T
X350, SHRIICBATEAHICEENROBY v 1701
ST A ENDETHDS. RETR, TTF/ YA
FEENX T 2 —DRBEE N L TRHEINCZAREDNA KF—%
BARRECHDZENBES L ERY, 4701407
D EEDBELAVWRE/ v UMYy AEREN2
DOMRIIN—TLBESh ="M,

—A$#EDNA% K —&LTHWSEAIE, IL 7 haRL—
TaArEILLBBANFRETH D, PEIEREDBEHEY, 100
bpIEE X TCHOREWEIIDEAZITOIHE, &7 ") J(single-



stranded oligo DNA nucleotide, ssODN) #§5# & LTHW
B2 ENTES. ssODNDKIFIEE % phosphorothioate T
BEFTEHEICEY /vy A R EBLESEZ I ENT
BeTHY Y, ThiEHz 5 BHHIC L > TssODN HHERIA
DXILT7—ER@BHOEMLTVWEEDEEELSN
%" H1001EE L LD EHE—A#HDNA (long ssODN,
ISODN) DiF4E, MFEKESMTH Y, BEIPRIICEL-
TRERPREL SN IS—DPRELAEY T B2 EDH
BrEo SmELISODN 2 REMICAR T S -0 ND T X
FTLELT, TXIRDPEZyH—FEFUEBIZE>T—FK
SEDONAETI W HTAHEP', UCBIET S v —TH#IEL
7-PCREMEXIJLT7—HETUIET S & T—HR#EDNA %
$A5¥ % phospho-PCRiEL ENEIBL ™, BETIR/ v 7
A RF=ELTENFENWRTCE-TWD. L L, —&
$8DNA K+ —132,000bp I ED /v 71 ANZIREIETH
W, KURSED ./ v U4 L ITIMKRE LTI AEDNAYE
$HTH ™.

N7 — DNADERETE/ v 7 1 > 5hEE

)L EDRSFMEBICIELLS /v A4 ETD 792
I¥, K7+ — DNAOMRICIZENEBOERS EHE LG REQD
o —7— L (Homology arm, HA) #&)ICE%k\T B 2 &N E
ETHD. ZA#EDNA KF—ICK I EHADRE Y / v 71
CHRICEZBDHEERE L -ME T, EEMIETIEEN
HA (50 bp) &V HERVHA (600 bpllk) 2D KF—T
MELL/ v 7L HPTEBZEERLTVE Y. v 2%
BICHE 245/ LIRETHRIC, KF—HARIZ20 bp
&) 5800 bpkF AN ~2M51F ERES RV K
$DNA RF— #3154, 75 X3I RDNAZBHROE %
Jy I RF—ELTERTEZEHTESY, MlERD
L EMEN TS5 XI KDNA#YIRT L, HAZ#E - 4B
WRF—ETBIET/ v U1 EPELETEO2D,

—&$EDNA R+ —DIBE1E301EELI FICHA25E T3 D
DB THY, PELEHsSODNTIR L RVWHA %R
DRF—T/ v 71 L HENBNMERICH B ™,

B ILRECED /v a4 Dy o7 MEY BHIERD
KTHBERAIE, 7/ LEDDSBDIFEAENNHEIIZE
BBEEZHBZEICHDD. O EEFEFICEY, BR
DNA K+ — D 1 & ICgRNA % 5%5t L THIERA CHIRT 3
ZET, —AD/ v 74 KiHIENHEJIZ L 31818, &5 —
FHDXIE T IEHEE#E#R 2 (Homologous recombination, HR)
ISk 2MAEFEL, DENE /v T4 ErERICLE
Combi-CRISPR %, & L USATIEN Zh Zh BADZ Y
W—ThoBEEIN TS,

T LEREDEEE S v UM R

Jy oA CEOB LIS, SIS/ LAREETD
LI THEETHS. Cas9IC L BYIM TR L 7-DSB
P, EDQOLDLERETEBEELR S »ITMBEBEICKVIC
&1FT 5. #BIA T D DSBEIE IE E AR IZ NHEJI MHENRL

NERIED 1

TlH 3, MIEEOSHA%EY 5> G2HAICH I THRY
EMALT 3. IRLFMERRORE S 1&, ¥ XZHEIITHR
&3/ 974 o PRRLVEIERS LT, Z0ORE,
SEIDSWEINFILICY / LRERFE1>S 17237
BHEN, G2HUCA LT 172 as e & bERLL
Iy IALTEBIEHEBESHLICUL. G2HAIC A - -5E
FITIREbH L CHEDFIL TREICH S KIERIEIE X 5.
LD -T, GEIDFIMLICY / LIRERFEIAT S &5
BPIBACRELTLEY N, SHICEATEZ L TIE
BEECIC/ v A R TTCEBZEPEICEFELT
WBEEZONTWS, F7-, 2MIIHIK T I3 R0 & R
THREMNDE % 2 G2HINER P RV, 2MAHAKE D ETK
o7/ LRERFA#~YA 70421733528 H
MELOEHE v I Y RERICRY B L5712,

T/LREICEDRBAE/ v I T I M) AER

BREETILVENELT, /v IT I MY RBERES
HMBRICHZL DT LA IAINL—%HbE50LTEE LHLL
B~ RARBEAL V- T7LDT—2IC&3 &, 60%
Bl E (667/1,089&(xF) D/ v 77 b= XTEMEERIE
DREE % /RT (https://www.mousephenotype.org). D%
WIZEAEDERERFIE, /v T777 YT %{E> THRIE
TOECTHEEEBINT I EPRAIBELEDTHS. 2D
SO BEMEETFRIBICLEZIHEMEIE £ O L, RiAE
BICH D EETFHEERTZRIREE T 2D/ EHHFE/ v
TJT7IRIIZXTHD. mHFEHAIN TS Cre-lox VX7
LICEBEMFE /v 0TI M AOB/ILICIE, FED
B TCre) I ESF—EERETSZCre KTA/N=7U X
&, RIEBIE3EEFEEE2DODIoxES THRA £ flox <
JRXAERBIEIDENHD. EBELDERFREYTX
b/ LREICED /v T TRET 5 2 ENRIRESR P,
BiCflox ¥ A TCRR—HREFLEIC2HFRD/ v 741 > %17
IVENHB0, FRAlLEMR / TNIHPPEEL B,

22Ty THKICEK B flox ¥ ZDIESR

loxPE25l (34 bp) MIEAICIE, /v 74> RF—¢&LT
ssODNzZHWADH & HEE THS. CRISPR-Cas9%y /
LIRENSES L TRH £W20134F, Yang 5 1d Mecp2&ix
FOIIVLIDERELUIKRAA > bOIZ2FEFED
gRNAB LU ZNIZHS L 7=ssODN KF+—%5%5tL, ~7
ZZ2¥EIN T lox ER5I 2 BBEHIIC / » 714 > § 5 2 & T Mecp2
flox v XA EMEE L1 L LZOHETE, F—REahk
LIZ2DFRDODSB A RFICE U 3 7= 0&EEF RIEH/ SRR
RBEL, BRELToxHBELNIVRISELE D EHPH
BEh o7 (H2A) 2 ChERBRT B0, HeldSHEon
I L—ADIoxEBFIEAICET 25/ LIREETTVY, ZTD
BRHIC2HMIZEETH 5 —A D loxEHIEAICET 245/ L
MELERTIDILET, BRENEST / LIREICL 28T
RIBOEEE S A7 (F2B) °. B, ZOHETH / Lk
E5fT-o-0EBRD» SRE L BT, RERETHT /
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BIEFREMN 2R RARE lox
BHETRE 3
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flox7') JLAHS
MERLBOND
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15 80 60 100
364 2 0.221& ig 7.34E s 0.144%
10 7' = \ . e / 60 \ “
5 » 20 40
10 20
0 0 0 0
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M2 flox ¥ 7 AEREG O Hfg

WRRD1 27 v T A), BEOHETH B2 27 v 7 Q)12 X 3 flox fEELD TIE. 1
2Ty FTHEEB LT, 225 v FHETIEMecp2 (C) LU Ter3 (D) BZETHEIZH T

LiRE T -IEBRE R L TEETFREORE 22
BZENTE, flox(FRENKIBICHELEL . £AAFET
i, 4701417 a3 EEFTRLILY bAKR
L= EIlL2BATHHNERLflox7UILF/Sh
o BERRICH / LREL AR RBICBHEL CEF£1E5
&, REREFEEHB L T3ELULEDYETlox T I XNE>N
7= (®2C, D) *V. 2 &5, HaRBRIICY / LiRE
EEFTTB2RT Y TE OBRREICLY flox v XIERDR
FALICRIN L 7=

227y THEOHRR  HasLE Ol

ZHEIPAND CasOEEHNDEAICIL Y FAKRL -2 3>
FHWAZEWE, 4704273 FEDEIICE
ErREifizpEELT, $A—EICKEOSHEINENIET
EH-0BHTRENTHS. L L, 2K TcHTL
7 hORL -2 a3 CNBEEFRELTOMBEME ZEL4E

2 flox fEBLEE A5 A L U, B{E T RIEEIZ I L 72, Horii et al,, 2017°" X b &z

TR EED. AEBRIIEER Q%) ERKICHERS
TRETEH, BREICIETIZ NOREREICLYE
MBEELBY. 252X Ty TETIR, MIEREDRE
P Hlox FRIRDSHE L VIR T2B<DTHS. ILU bO
RL—a il 2MBEROMERMS ZNHT &
EEHEL, Bady / LIRESGEOBRNET -2 3 &,
2HBIEARE D 2 DD EIER Y R T S EE /NS W IE E R
EHRIVIZS W EhD - HREEOESE(EET
DEMISEE L TR ERIT /-2 A, Ca2+ 7 ) —15Hh (B
RAD AESOME) X, 77 F ERMAZEHNTHB YA b
HI O BARNMEM THREFULET I LT, ¥/ L
REDXREHIFL DD, ILI7bORKL—Y a3 Il&3M
FBMENHEELHILETEEZENPREL L EL 5 7=

RE#8DNA K+ —%& B /- flox ¥ 7 Z{EEL
2ONIox ZRABFICEL &5 HREDNA RF—EH -



HEMEBRZ Tloxv I X2 FHLES ETEIRADSH
3523 mE5E, Cre KIAN—< I XADBEFEEV
BN ZHFEINCX L TISODN KF—FHW T flox 7 U LD
Jw oA EFTHIZEICEY, REERTICEAME /v
TJTYIRT IR (ThbHb, Cre/+HDflox/flox) #{ERT 3
ZEICHRIIL Y. ESDNA RF+— & B 7= flox fESL D &
FRE LT, 2DMDlox% K+ — DNADER X ICUNE 2 &5
(1,000 bpLIA) (CEHBT 3 LEF &), FkbpLl En#BiE
APEBEBLEOEEBME/ v I T NERSTEZED
TEHV. ZhEZNOFEICE—E—5E5H 37, loxEEE
DEKbp (KD flox ZEXET T 2 VEHL H 2B AL, loxDEX
BIEHICHREDEWN2 I Ty 75/ LIRENP AN TH S

BbhVIC

CRISPR-Cas9 % / LIREDNEIZ I L), BEEFHE~YY
ZESLISRIBAICEFEIEL, THI1 LN TLEI T
HBHDIZHE o7 ZO—FT, HFRRYICT / LIREN RS
NEITZNBLRZERREKRELTEVEEVWAT,
T LIRENERLPSEFTFNTLCEIYTTIADIZEAE ILE
BEFRAEIPRBETCVWEDLSLENVIT—PEETNTWEYT
57-%, TOROERICIIFERTS32 P TETUAHEE
2E\HEV. FT78=47y MIRICL) FHEHRERBA
PEUCEFRBHBGRLES TR ES W, LEF-T, 7/
LIREMDRPEBMOE EEZEIET Z & 3EMRBEDER S
POLEELRETCHD I EVZLS. HADOMREEH
CRISPR-Cas9 ¥ X7 LIZFB 2#EH TWVWBHT, SHEBN
LEEDICEREMICE I 2T/ LREDHBF TIEEICH
AKOMRTIN—TOERNIBEILD. SO EEREHESL
CBLBEEDBIL, SHRLILLEIREI R &2 HE
EFICEVSREL,
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