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WE WBEEL2NREEZZF Y, LRERENRAFELT. MEUFMFEEXEE. [&H4%(Gossypium hir-
sutum L)YEA FE#H M, ERETERKAADD)EREELEAFATE T4, PERNT AR EESEENTS
BMHUENRA AFE BEeRELARANTH T K., REEURRNRHAER RS TLNEN, BT
REFHHARARSRHELSTEFRARTWARENINE. AXRARET ZABKFHE, TEEFE: (1) 44k
2 Al B T VR UM AT, &4 & U AR AT B (2 Tin668) B 42 B A YIL(SRA) Ko iy i F 287 (1) RERE %
R % 4 8 T B RS (CRISPR-Cas9/12/13 B B, MEARBE, ENREES), EEXLTHAARXAR
BhERZIEEREFANNA, FNBTREETWAEFRARER N TEEZR; (i) 2T LERER, Z4KEMH
BYBFFERR. EW/EEWMTMEURAEFEEE S EERIS0005 M EFHWRTARE, 2K IFEUFEL
W SR AR N A, REFREZTHMRESHETE, YEFDRBITSEAAFRET EERREXHE,; (Iv)
EAFINT LR E G R R AR, BF MR ERA. HERE. S EAREELERAATARER, (V) B
BRERLETH, WHABFRERGATL. EofEERETIENH. B4 REENENERRE R, UKL
EEREARL BV AN EABE. AXGEARTLENTHBEANETSRUU SHNETREREZNE
WHHf &k

EHRIFE AR, EE 44, CRISPR/Cas% 4, £ H#H %, HKE

MiTE(Gossypium spp.) i BEKZFAENZ —,
Y REAFGE o DT, SCHEE #2500

R B S P IERN.
HRAE AW 7 i s PR J2 B R A L R 2 1 2

gk, R R EE AR S R AR
IR, B PUE RS AL T A0SR B s 0 6. 28T, H 2
PRI AE S AR L I I S T BT RUR, B
BRI AR R E B, MG B RE
MRAERAE U R b G A F AR, (E 2R T B
P B A R MRS B AT [ A RS, DL —

DRIZH R . AR 2 BB M, Bl AR (Gossypium hirsu-
tum) N IR VU5 R (AADD), JERZE K(~2.5 Gb), &
B H A 55 65%~69%. At5 DIV FE R 4H [ 7776 )
Z AR S IR UAR, WOKHIPHRS 7 O MR I
DAL RS AE AR AT, DA BRI Mot AR St e A, kA
T T 23 BT 7R A B A AR AL S R L 98.7 %, %L
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AR G A0 AR AR B DR R T i 5 e 2

TR (1038 A% 2 MU BT AE MR 19173, S8 buis i Tt
R A 2 At B mdssoz AN,
E 4RI ARG RO DA AR B R IR p, BT
AR O EEAS R 15%, LA 0 ES S pn A R O IR ] AR
B 6 M DA Tk R A A A R, PR T R R
. BEERRACIE RS E PR AR R, B E
A 1F D33 A J5 it A8 BT 2% 1) 355 R 2L W) 2 08 42 AL 1) 4D 1)
B, RIS 5 N, SIS {EENCODESF I H , # 5
AN B 23 2 2R DL R G AT R R R N 4, 4G
B ERRmES N TS, AP
DR 4 27 X ) (1 s 74 7 b )

N SEBRRR AL BRI ) o R 5 7l AT RS R
&, AR E R FEHERIUAR S F B AR NS
P BE AL AR S S B AR LD (PN Y8 4 48 s A MR
NG EE R HBE A OB GE, MR o R 2k
T, JE[R g4 R eSS MBI L R 4, A 2 iR 2
FERIUAR, PORBIHPETFIR. Rk, REBUTE LAl
RCERAR . FERI RO M SR SR, AR E .
IR g &, TS B Ul o AR TEH S
HIAZ DR AR

1 MBI ARFALER BB S 1t e

A B AN 5 M R T A A SR A A R TR/ R R s R A
PRI OIS, R BRI 7y 1 5 M. ik
YA AU T AR ) 2 VeI e, T EAIERSE
B R A BAR YN B AR & A (somatic embryogenesis, SE)
PIAIRAROT, MRARIRENLH, B H AR T oy Ay e B
PR A SRS g E AR S ) A B
BB R RSO ek EE T Rk
2 A ST P~

L1 RATFRI T4

A FF B A T (Agrobacterium-mediated  transfor-
mation, AMT)A& H Fi R H &) 12 ML LE AR, 1%
F AT A A AT B (Agrobacterium  tumefaciens)BLK
RACK B (Agrobacterium  rhizogenes) P Ti/RiJFi bl R 4R,
FEIMIE R R AL, IFi5 5 3 A AR SR ElUR
MRCERM). Horh, Hm R B/ 2 I T-DNA /K H
DU 5 R T MR R G AR b i AR e a0,
ZH AR DB AR 2 (A e R Bl 1T IR 9 32 A,

1080

I AR E AR Gk AN RDNAKE & Y FE R 4,
T FE R A5 ) e 5 DRI R AR s B B A PR 5 A s
MR RIEP), R AR, A, RAFE
JLREFR . Pritk TR AR Ak AR S IR (B D).

SR, AMTAERRAEH ARG = RKORBMST. (1)
FEDA AL AR AE AR A P P AR 2 BKOISE, 1%
T 5 5 D 0 e 4124250 AS [ AR R i ol ) 2 g
NZEREZE, WkEHR(G. hirsutum)y>TLINH(G. arbor-
eum)>WE (G, barbadense)>IEMIR(G. africanum);
T AR A B A 5 T 2L 35%, Tt 455 )
T 10%. (i) FAABICK: T SEREH EEE
P FEE E FHo~8 M H. (1) MR GREZE R AR
AT T A PR AR i i S 2 B i A il o 2R 2627,

1.2 JRERAE LA R

AR 21 8 8 A% e A R 2 R R ) B 1) 7 A
(B EIEE), IR 7 XHE SR IR K
S0, A DU A O TR R R R 1 3 s 1227,

121 EHHRENSFEAR

A PAR A TR AR FH A i A AT B S5 5 A 1l
HEMVERER, i HT-DNA X #4H5  AME R R 5\ 5F
G BRI N P R, Gurusaravanan® AP0
RAETM-1. HR 4955 it [&] 56 R Y v sSE I A A, (R A%
WRCERBAR B 5 7= A i A ik, Cuis BRI R AR A&
FFE R G ZM-24F 15 S BRI A, 857 74k
HOBR AR RGeS NPHIF R (AR FF 18 -8 75 I8 By
[F]4& Z2SAMT (shoot apical meristem cell-mediated trans-
formation)$8 [a] K AE PP T 70 AR T4l e, FE5 6
HW A A0 28 DA SR R AR, i A R 2
TM- D) EAL RS 1 3~515, HGFPR S HER )
JE B AR, A A E ] 2 2 BRI

122 #ESMAFHEAZA

(1) FEMEBIEL. ORI IE R 2R
FEP O T R I, K /M EDNA B 1% &
IR 5 5 520 P s R AR R JE IR A U753 R
TRHRR TR, KA A2 I N R R, AERRTE
R A ST, R ORI E 2 AR
Al (EANT IR AR ARG S . TRIR AR B, )
IOE 4 2R g 4 [ R,
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Figure 1 The process of Agrobacterium-mediated cotton genetic transformation. @ Excision of the Ti plasmid from Agrobacterium and digestion
with a restriction endonuclease; @ digestion of the target gene using the same restriction enzyme; @ integration of the Ti plasmid and the target gene
via homologous recombination; @ introduction of the recombinant Ti plasmid back into Agrobacterium. & co-cultivation of cotton hypocotyls with
the recombinant Agrobacterium for genetic transformation; ® callus induction on antibiotic selection medium; @ regeneration of plantlets from callus

under tissue culture conditions; (8) transplantation of regenerated plantlets

(2) FERIFEYE.  BEPRME IR I8 3 77 sk R Bt
DNAM & @ ok 5 AN di i, CASEILAMEDNAR R4
HAA R L210.2%~4.0%). FinerfIMcMullen! 1 F
R AN W B R YU SR 5 AR AE AR M Al R IR 3R AR Bt
MM Fet il it RS, TRk E 2k
(AR RS 2R3 R 20 J R A 43 0 i e ms, 3k
—DHR R T HARERPY. R, TR A 2 UL
ARG WA R &, LSR5 R B 5 2
D] 2R IR, B A1) T C AR S R ),

(3) YK ELSIE. GBI RLEZEH A (nanoparti-
cle-mediated delivery, NMT)F F#iPEGKRIRL . B4l
K% (carbon nanotube, CNT). DNAZHK L) ER AR T
I 2 He R o e, o 25 DR RS 1 326 1% 2 441 A A% B0 5 4T g
BI04 Zhaoi NP2V F il 4l K Bk 27 B AR AEAE
KrRE, W URIDNASIE BN N, &ARM T faE
AL I L R 7, 4%?%4””?)3%5%”@?@6/\)3 De-
mirers N BUT & (ICNTF & 1] 5 2408 5% F R DN A BY
F R 9 T H (Wiclustered regularly interspaced short
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palindromic repeats and CRISPR-associated protein 9,
CRISPR/Cas9,) E ML IR A BA, SLHLICHNEEE R &
HkE e s, BRI S BIAMMEEETE. R, ORI
Y e 5 TR KRR, (1) AL AR E TEAIC: 2 ik
ik, MELLIRASRE AR AR (1) FHAERCRIRT,
BT RA AR, AR IE R 3 A A AR
(UIBBMAN Wus2) L BG4 MR A= R RIS, fRfbghick
MR R TS OSSR (R . B WRBEK
FRTHEEAL G P A iR 04,

123 mHE#E XA G AEH I ZICRISPR % #

T BEIHIE R G e DU J5 B R B 0RO 3K,
FI R 2 R S N AR S L e 8 E s il BOR

(1) VIGSEARFINHERIR. 8% TR
2R (virus-induced gene silencing, VIGS) & % T 1Y) 5%
JEFE KT ER (post-transcriptional gene silencing, PTGS)
BLHI, ] 2E 0 B AR 0 E B2 B X B (potato virus
X, PVX). M5 52495 B (tobacco rattle virus, TRV)i#:
TRERIELR B B, SRILEE R Th e Dol 0. %R
HAT A AR BT 0 CARAT TR ) B0 B R i) 45 A 30
(2~4J8) SR A,

(2) FAEEILIECRISPR RS I Z il LSRG, o i
WA RS E RG], CITRZ M. 7Pk —
Tooies WL SR, BV S B RS E ik CasO R FE KIHE ), 7
MAR R EAMAIPVX, K3 5% fAEM 5 75 (barley
yellow striate mosaic virus, BYSMV), & Ei 3% 8 M5
B (Sonchus yellownet virus, SYNV)&5 437l i# 1% gRNA,
MG TE 2 AR A v S LB TR g L4540 ik ob, ) A
WA BN FT(FLOWER LOCUS TYWh ik &4
3l), H45ESYNV. Pt 8 (tomato spotted wilt
virus, TSWV)5 K5 EHAE Y AEHR, AifE
ARIGALE TR HATR LR S &4, B
B0 ] v 38 A ) o o i 2,

SR, S EFIIECRISPRAG NG LA FHkik. (1) 16
IRRCRAR, A G R BB H K T20%, HBERE
BRI R B, (1) 6 EACAEE, ZHMRTEE
EANTE T HAE S RN Y, B, BYSMVIUEH
TRAR, (i) AR A2 4 A, £915%~30%
PR 7 75 B AT R L O B AL W) B S 2 4 R A
H; (iv) BIEEERR, ZE80Ne 8RR K EH<] kb,
At LLidiX WICRISPR/Cas9%% K Bt LR, HAF(EEE
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51 EIEEIRHC L ghah, HEAREARAmE L=
[ (polyethylene glycol, PEG)/»- 57k, tIRIMGAE R A 5
AR RATEE . ARG IE A A AT AR T A DA SE 3
R 1t 5 RS R B,

1.3 MBI SRR IE R R Sk
UIE S

MRAEB AL AL R S RO . e ARIC &
gi SMERSERL, HRR RS Z HINFOLREE, 2
i 21 Be 2k R AR 7L 45 70 1 1 R0 B K S B . e
B PR R AR T AL R A% 0 i 42

1.3.1  EFHA RN R

S IR AR 1) 3 3 M e A AR R A% DR IEAE T
HLREE v iR sz M e FE R AL R PR, SEEAE 2 Fhist g
BN Py s RN G NS VAl e NN N 1
TERAL AR S8 7 1. Jin%s NPHE T R 480k
RGBT AR (>90%) [ SZ AR RN Y Z-1, (B AR 2
RAREEAR. Ligk NP 4R A Y 668 A FER, it i%E
2: A B4k (sequential regeneration acclimation, SRA)
SO ] H = R 2R R in668,  H R LR
1590%, H AT S ER60R KL I T-50004% % A
Ak, Zhue NPT g i I 7204, 487 Jin668
15 AR R 1 5 AR KRG 5 MBS (GhARFSFIGhPINT)
T4 i 26 4 R KL -1 (GRWUS N GhBBM) 1) 5 31 0%
FUIME. Xuzk NPO5E K Tin668 f i hr 2] 4 b (telo-
mere-to-telomere, T2T)JEKHELE, RGN T %M
L= RO AR, A3 B B AR 1 o P A A &
() 3 7 i EE R

SEP G FEAL ) G B RE R B SRR B (R
K&/ R ) T R AR R (wUS/
BBM)#ik . B [r) AR AR BRI, DA AE S AR K
1 K- FGRF(growth regulating factor)-2E K 1 5 K 7 &
£ X GIF(GRF-interacting factor) k& 14 S W& W0 14
g B 4x e 1 (A SO 2R AR E Y R 15 B R
HE)P700L 3 e = G MR RO AE 3 R AR B AL
PR R LI T OGN SRR SR

132 frArit & B e f g

it b 2 DR 1) PRSP A R M AR L 84 e AL 1Y)
TR R RO, LG R RSB R BER
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H:F2FE1I(neomycin phosphotransferase 1T , NPTII) 1]
B AR i (hygromycin B phosphotransferase,
HPT)A] SEIL2)20% (1) 55 AR5, B A7 78 I 0 Tk FE
& Gy R R B S RS O TR I i R
GR(UNXUT-DNA. e i -4 ) a3 G AR AR 0 2 B 11 51
N, AR UK (0.2%~0.7%) HERAE AR BN B
B! JE4Esk, CRISPREMNE; ASHERLOCK (specific
high-sensitivity enzymatic reporter unLOCKing). 2
M IRY 18+ A (recombinase polymerase amplification,
RPA)SSHT RO 5 REUE 1 TR, SBH
PERRR 1) RORE T R SR AL 1R R, A R RRi

1.3.3 SMERBEAREN R G

AR RTY 8RR R N OUAL R 2 S R AR G
FA. BEERY], RBGAHL SRR W) HH
PRI F R T AL Hor, 229050 R SR A
RE R, IS H il ZEIGE AT /- S AL PTIAT
ET6% A A %) IR 8% B R AR AR
FAERLIN3 5%, HFACREA T T IR ZE0%57),
A FESMEAST FA TR N AR AR ZE . 2R IS
AT WAL, T R ons 2 PR A Tl Bk R 4. Rk
i L AR A Y AME - F A D R IE R R (21K
Frd . AR S-2EAR), LRGSR TR 5]
ERE

2 FEPIGREREIR: R B A SR
B B AEmmAe b it g

2.1 FEPHERORE R R

BRI g T4 = A R AL IR (zine
finger nuclease, ZFN). S5 35305 K 1N YA R I
(transcription activator-like effector nuclease, TALEN)
AR Fs 175 1] B J6 0] SC B 52 7 1) e A R R 4
(clustered regularly interspaced short palindromic re-
peats-associated protein, CRISPR/Cas). X4t R4 15)iH
Tob 7 5 DR ZH 4 5 A6 251155 S DN A XU W %2 (double-strand
breaks, DSB), JAK 140 i £ 11 [R5 K Uity 3% £2 (non-
homologous end joining, NHEI)=\ [ & 15 E
(homology-directed repair, HDR )33k K] g 4651,
SR, ZFNAFZEMFE B B B RERIR,

TALENZR [ 45/ SR, & 20 e e S E
Pty 7z U, CRISPR/Cas 2 48 55 1t 504 1) 5
RNA(single guide RNA, sgRNA)S| SHIRGHESE R . £
37 253 Gt B AR AT S5 R A Y, G RO AR 1 25 DR 4
B R T A

2.2 RGO AR A

K Y (genome editing) B A @I N TR HE R
Gt 75 5= DR 20 45 5 7 A SETIURS HEAS Al /SR 2K/ 5 ke
&), MIRAH 7 e S R¥E. PLCRISPR/Cas &
e AR =AREOR, FIH sgRNA 5| FCasH AT HE
DNAR sUEAT RSB ) B 8B 1, HE3h & AN BEHLT
AR A RGBT BRIE. HAZ O/ AE T (1) eIk
HEPE. WERXS R NS T B X SRR E D RE X
Wgmis, R ERRAESEO IR, (1) M
RGN, TR R RS, FBIEA.
SR 55 2 PR A, RBIAE G L DR 1) o 3 J=) PR
(i) ZEE ARG 7). Gets R0 2 AN AT,
SR PERIEB RS, SWILE FR Z R FEITRA. 1%
FOR A I R (2 A5 RBEEDRZH) 1 5E IRl e
Ryt Fartt: TR, fEL4Emp. Pridi 5 s R
AR MU 45 v e R B KT .

2.3 {6 CRISPR/Cas 5 i 5L H 4 AR : 14
FESL AL S N
2.3.1 CRISPR/Cas9fk % #y 2 i1 5 111k,

CRISPR/Cas9 & 4t i L sgRNA 5| 5 Cas9 & [ 487
SR A e 7 s, A HLHNHATR uvC 45 #4455 U]
DNAXUEETE F(DSB, ##i 2 # MNHEEAT I8 E, S5
HARIE R ohfe e L UH(E2A). SRR 58
1R R A3 DR G BRI 0 A S (1) O B Al Wang 55
N7 FpRGEB32E A, FI F AR 46 P9 RS 31 1
pGhU6.9#4 A1 A 4 4 pRGEB32-GhU6.9-NPTII, Ffi#
I tRNA-sgRNA H BI V) R 41 5L M AsgRNAK L, 1E5%2
AR In668 H1 SLHL | X #E L K DsRed 2 M1 GhCLA W =
M, IR E66.7%~100%. LongZs A% H
GhU6.3J5 8l T3 TFsgRNARIA K, 0352 meid &
E R YRR R, Chens N U701 &b JiUAE B 44 4 48
GhCLA1/GhVPEAIEA R, FooE F AR RAE Zik
47.6%~81.8%. GaoZE NU"71JF &I T TM-152 1K1
CRISPR/Cas9t I 55 11F 44 28 I 8 52 AR A 1 -GU S it i)
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ARG T 8ARTRIE, ESZsgRNAXF GhPDSZ: % K 1) 4
B DAL BN 2, G R 20 64%. Lide NS H
SR Y 75 (bean dwarf virus, BeYDV )R E it
B R RS, FFsgRNATHNE HI3F )5 B E 5 9
AR (GhCLAIZE G RAZ R IET3.3%, DsRed2ii A\
EL16%). Lids NPT 5L R 1Pl R B, Rafe
iR e A (E T SNP(single nucleotide poly-
morphism)/Indels 3= 225 T35 A% 7 S B AL 15 ok A2 1 44
YMHEAE R, Bt CRISPR/Cas9 5| L M #EAL 1, UESE
ZARGEA SRR B RRAR. R TS
G REAT 38 AURRCSR 4 Ty e S DR e BRI RS v v 2K
TH.

232 MAEHBEFRRETET AN

(1) BB G 40 2% 10 L 5 B . AT SR AL L R 4L
T JEE [ 56 A A 1) 5 N A7 AE /D B SNP, 4% S8 CRISPR/
CasOME LA S I 457 5 R S M p AR (R, APk
Ml K 22 A AL [ A 7E B0 35 4 8 A LA 2R 4 B O
1. Wang5 N\ BOLKE (i 57 B0 U7) ) B 7 1100 % IR Tl e s 752
Cas9(nickase Cas9, nCas9)5 56 4% K VIHEI e /I 1 K%
4 Cas9(dead Cas9, dCas9)5 A [F] JIf H It Z g AL A4 i 7,
A T S A R T 1 R ) R A T 4 4 4% (ade-
nine base editor, ABE), f$%GhABE6.3n/d, 7.8n/d, 7.9n/
d, 7.10n/d 5% GhABE7.10-dCpf1%5(/%2B). =il &l
SZERE W], GhABE7.10n7 i H 5% & 4 48 RCR (PR
RRIK64%), 4= Ik IR 21 % e si 4HL 0 5 38 A A ) 3]
DNASKRNAZK - i #2508, B )5, Wangs AU
e Ak R PZE A R 2B, S ST T e AU B 4 4 2 Gh A BE-
Se, HOmMH AR EIL99%; WL X GhTFLIFE R BT &
FERIRIGRIE 2, Al R Y B IESR AT
RAMAFFL. Qi NPT il &nCas9.  Hmsng i &
fitf APOBEC 1 J JR W g Hil 5L AL B 41| UG, BRI 37
TN R A B B B 2 4 28 (cytosine  base  editor,
CBE)GhBE3([¥20). % R4i(E GhPEBPHIGhCLAZS %
LR gmE S T ik 57.78% 1 C-to-TH: 35 %
(5/KFE. WFETTA ), B2 SR amES R, &
S5 IR L9 B 00 6 15004 FH000 ot 08 7 1) R A ) 5%
AR ESEH B R R M X L R g TR
SEONRRAE BT I8 A% A7 SR A S SNP S HE & Bl 42 it v 2
FA.

(2) ¥ 0 R GRS 5 B RS L R R R 3
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BRI REE S S MR R B, ARGt R IA
W2 MR T # ks =5 W¥EolE, 2 T CRISPR/
dCas9 e S H AR S B 22 3 R B [ i 42 $ 3t 7
WP Yo NP RGEVRG T SIS R T VP64
(FH YA B 1% DL SR alif 2 B VP 16 30S 45 #4354
%)~ TAL(transcription activator-like effectors). FE#%
5 SV OE IEDLL 5 dCas9ft & R0, RN E S
FHRAERIdCas9-TV 2 4i(FEI2D). FIFi% R G im 3 1A
GhTULP34HMIGhTLP19, A 55KF- 73 sl dxe i E#35.5
R HI30.56%; WK GhPAPIDHE R J5 5 57 K ¥ fe v b3
4715, HEHEEEERAERRERNER, K2
LI/ 0 R, B OE GREPSPIE R, R Th 6 B H
BEpLHEM R, HEREE FiA2.9~33.56%, HprHnlfase
Witk X— T HARY LRZERRIERTRAERE S
PUrk BOERUA RO % SR AL T AR IS 1A R
0. F&TdCasOf LA eI BE ), ARk 54
A [FIDNA F S AL B A B ol 2 R (B I S b o, Sl
XF H bR ) B A g B8 (K12E), M TERE SRR TH
FEUHER I FE R RIA, N YRR R D) REWT FE TR T
HALET.

233 # FTCRISPR/Casl2Hy £ F 4 481K %

CRISPR/Cas12 &%t J@ T N 2K VAN R H, &
—ANRuvCFEYIEIZE R, AT EcrRNA S| 5 T U)E XU
DNA, 7= FPER (X 3+ Cas9 ¥ K im)(KI2F).
PRFASE T A% 5 (8] B J7 51 483 5 7 (protospacer  adja-
cent motif, PAM)ANGGHIFR, & EBATEENX
(WJash PRI gwiETaE. hah, Casl2AZMREFEA &t
DIENEYE, AT AR S MDD EI BT () B BE DN A(single-
stranded DNA, ssDNA), X—¥tEe i kA TER
B P RZ R A B A

Li% N385 28, LbCpfl(Cas12a)%f Hi {6 A
PR GhCLAMI 4 3B RUR N20%~60%( 57K FE. £k
T RCR ALY, HARLF 4 5~12 bpk Fr BL k25 (X 51
F-Cas9il & =4 11~5 bp/ Bl N /80, HodpiE g
BRI B ON34°C, %A T AR N, I R TR
i S R (AR R AE M R, HuiZe NPT T
PAMAY 15 N VTTVIFCRISPR/Mb2Cas12a & 48, W] {E
22~32°C R AR, RIS FARRD AT 523 84N L [
PFD gwiE, I RN 2 R mERR ). Li%
B85 i A Ak 9 U S B T pGhaGloA R &l jcrRNA ik,
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HE B X AN AS [R]BE 55 1) crRN A 4 5 KGR 4 Al e T+ &
93.37%#188.24%. Wang%s N\ 19 Yk iy @ M {£ CRISPR/
Cas12b(AacCas12b) R4 (K2G), KINAEASC 4R
IS AE N gt kR B, WA= A429~14 bp sk, TETH
DU BEREAL A5 R B B RE S, BT 2L M i
BetgfasE M. %A% O3k P B X Rk 0L R AL,
AR E B EFR N EER AR O E TR, A 7%
ARE AR 2 .

2.3.4 X FCRISPR/Casl3#4% #.RNA% 45 5 % W,
XA RmE

(1) 2T CRISPR/Cas13JRNA%HE R 4.
CRISPR/Cas13)& T VIZL AR 8 1, TEcrRNAG| T FHE
S EIEFRRNA(K2H). b6, Cas13iEBA k)
BvEE, NRRSEVIE P (collateral activity). — HL I
W, B AR AR S ) E) HoA B BERNAY T, S
FZ IIRNAFE AR, 2R TR 5 AR AZ R A ) A A L
NE . Yo NPOERE P Ik RGBT B
CRISPR/Cas13 &4, i Casl3a, b, d, xfly HAN A,
PAGhCLAMIGhPGF N AR VAL Hgm 4B R0%, 45 RR W,
Cas13d A1 Cas13x3V Y ) g i BE A2 8 A 28, SR R00R
N40%~80%, F R Ih A H Sk F /AR B W
RAB B AR R . 1% T H AN T A YIRN AR 1 S 45
TEMZA, NAESIRNALRENT 781 55 58 48 74K 61 i)
PRAL T B R

(2) %:TFCRISPR/dCas13 /& M % 4 gn i R 4L,
WAL S B ERE 282 241, RNA RSB s
MCIIMCA) A P38 R IA I SRR &, B mRNA
U5 D) Be. 8T SR 45 M I S AR IR A5 (1) 2R B Cas 13
(dead Casl13, dCas13)fR ¥ T RNASE[AIRE /), HIER T
RNAVIEEE. Yo NP E IRTERAE H K dCas 134331
5 mSA B AL B (writer) GRMTAR 25 F 34k B (eraser)
GhALKBHREA %, FIE T H MmO AR s gniE T 2-F 5
e gm i 2 (TME)5 2: 340 g 45 (TDE)(E121).  £FXt
SEFREE S A GhDIOM GhECALIHE €17 55, TMEFRITDE
BETE0~46 ntf) 58 & 1170 Bl 4 A 2 sh 25 i FmO A F 4L
A, BET s H bR S AR RS, F AR T Be N
5 R DR i bR sl Rk Mg A 2. X — TR M TAEAMY
R T REEmC ARSI AEY) TR, TN I R4
e R AHIR BIARAEHT dn BB g 1 51 A SR R B IR AR
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2.4 CRISPR/CasE, RAEMAE AP & Pl vb i B FH

CRISPR/CasHi A CL) iz B FH F iRl 2 A~ H 2
RIREAE R (I3).  FELF 4k ST RS ST 51, W9
F A TR FH CRISPR/Cas9 5 4t #EL [ 2w 45 O B 55 [K DA A
HIhfebLH: zZhuzs NP2VR] I CRISPR/Cas9 & i i
GhAlaRP, I SE 3L I ok 1 55 40 Mo oK R0 20 B B 2 i
LT 4R B ; Zhangs NLEL ik Ghim, 87517 %
B RIE 2 BLAAmRNA [ B $2 2 47 4 8 1 R BEAE
Zhao% NI 41 4 2 4 1) S B8 PR 4% 15 ) GhMYB25-
like % 3 B SR FAZ GhMYB25-like Athap THIWFFT, 1 B
T R R AT S SN G [ M A I 4K
Kk, Tiane NPT B Bk GRF 440 i 0 4 P 1
B, )RR T 1200 0 X T 2 A P ek R AN A B TR 1)
WEIER.

e B T, 8 i CRISPR/Cas9 ik b 2 4]
GhFAD25{GhPDCTI, W] &3E$¢miMiR & & IF KT
THER LG, A 2T REFF il Tk S A A E7). Lin
2 NSk b LA AR B A MR I 42 e, STy
S P R A o L B R S B S IR GRDIRS, {EARBE P
PEAT AR O RO R FRAR A HeAmy & &, R dhom T
HEFFI T AR F 42 4 1. Gao%% A VR FH CRISPR/
Cas9i b A BRRARAE S AP R I CGPIEER, Al 5
BT RAR FRARAR GL2eAR A TR AT, AR
MR S AP & B 0 PR, S B R b
FREAL T Hig 2.

TEPUIF P HL S5 8 75 T, 1% AR R R B
YEF. Zhang \"°UF F CRISPR/Cas9%w 48 Gh14-3-3,
B TR R BRSPS
UVEIRRAE S R S I A, A 2 fm 010,
ZhangZ NOR] I CRISPR/Cas9#4 i Inc D09 Al Inc A07
i B T AR, e B G AR P R IR SR e S 35 358, 7
T IncRNATE HU5 Bt P (B Th e, i@ & g 4 1k & 0
BT PrAIE SR, Sun AR sgRNA TR 72 22
(778, BT 79684 sgRNAKE ] 502 Fi 5 % & (# 7]
RES SRR PTHRI IR, SR13 T 520002 M lST g iR
PRRMRBARE, I % e ) i U E
GhMLP423; Wangs N1 081kt 7] 82 GhCPKs [+
VRER AN AR R, IR1FS 18T TR, ik
tH GhCPK33/GhCPK 745 i B ZL R IF A AL,
— TR 530 i ) i GhGLRs AR g, i ide HH =AM
JSL A5} 50 R0 W R IR Ky LA e R SR B SR I GhGLR 3 4.
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CLCUKV, CLCuMV, CLCuRV
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Figure 3 Genome editing via CRISPR/Cas technology aims to develop novel cotton germplasms with combined stress tolerance and high-yield traits

AlariqiZs A"V FI CRISPR/Cas9#k 4 3 [ Gh4CL3, K
PAZHE R R 2 HI SRR R A S R FRE 5,
WESE 7 HXFHUm ME R IE M 42 Th g, WangZs A OME
B CRISPR/Cas9f 5 5 35 A, T%/TGhFKBPU 2FE R AE
RS AR G gk 2 18 48 P9 Jof P 2 5 1 92 B N
ZhuZs N"F|FHCRISPR/CasO45 A, @i i FI 5 A8 2
il T HEAEMIRA82 55 %5 1 o (1) e e Th R ik, 7R T
HAWEEIThRe U S0 . Linge AU
GhGLR4. S mbt i M N m B,  FEIF R AR T4
0, AP ZE B e At RS FE.
TEAELE Y IE T TH, £ Tt 58 R FH CRISPR/Cas9
BRI R 7B R EThRE. Ligs AU D gmiE
GhALKBHI0B&E i ¥ Inm A B 1K, 58 1 ML
o, Wange N3 ik ) ef e B4z Pl R AFTD Y 3
KA A BRERIGERGH_405G2143H
Gh_D05G2397, 3R1FHIREE R 44 1k R TE R AR A
U IR AK R BHEEIRERTE. SunZ AP
PS5 53 4% b [R5 3L Kl GRCIPK 6 16 A MR AL i S 4k
EIhREAEAE Sk, Hott GhCIPK 6D 1525447 Tk 19 5.
WuZ N0V (7 6 S RIS 10 B 55 R GhNSP, 48

NI AN EEFE AR, N A E PR ALEE £, Zhang
2t NGt &5 0 S 5 3 [N G i, 56508 HH S A 2 P 24
) T R Y JE K Ghir D12G0123 50 5 37 Huidk % 5E 4
A, Ligk NS it B g0 i 2 4 24 45 A CRISPR AR K
iE, $H7RGhCYP70342F1 GhQRT3 4 il & 1 () 54tk 1IE
MR T, HEbR R RERAE. Lig A iriE
TG 9 48 GhCKIE 311 (43 77 /8 - CRISPR/Cas9 Al
CRISPR/Cpfl), L Ih¥: & il =i A 88 i &R,

EREARE S SR E M, LongZs AU'iE
I R BRAC S AN SR 7 R I I GRDMP, RN B KR AL
FERE S R, Deng N R BLRS:GhTCET 551
ROSIH EEAR 8, AT 4t dn 95 4 A K R i 28 B
Az, BN T U A A A A ) A R AT AR ) L
Zhang®5 NV HIESCGPATI2/25AF A ThRETU A, MR
ST, WangZ NUPIAE T GhaPI-D3
Tk FeTK AT 0 L B AN i 5 A 4 R

3 MRAEIE AL S AL DN G 4 B S BRI B A
b SRR ORI R T, A TE TR

1087



AR G A0 AR AR B DR R T i 5 e 2

AW U IEIZ AR N FE R AL I P 50 sk, R i) 2 X
/TR SEAE (small ORF, sORF)ZwAt 1) 3 e P/ ik 11
fiE AT, HEAAE DAL T2 A7 4E SORF (U L iFuORF EL
IncRNAH 14 t5 3 51), HEE- e E KR EH K
RSP, flin, ARAE Y GhPSKRR I BE &
BT LAY, BRI N GhCEP LB L 1 1
F S 40 M AR K M AT 4 ) SR,
SORF /B, AR GEmiBREAAE LLSE I D E SR IE,
R L G A AR S TR B R R AR
SORFE AR E Y 1 BLAE i i X 5| ASR AT LTS 1, 7]
ARENTHINGE. RG2I0 5 B /ESORFIIRE, K
NIRRT S AR VIR FRORS 240 8 425 19X 2% 32 L3 A A4

PRI, EESCHLX S AL g 4R H AR TSN T
JS2FH, A3 7% T ARZ AT A7 AE (1 — S Lok (K 4).
BT B SK PR PR RCR SIE M RR f], o
HRAE PR AR R M A 1) 20 38 A% e AL A RS, 3 B AL
JAR BACRAR. DA A 0 S R R 5, 3 DA

SRR, RVRE, WERE, FERAEIDEE)

FEAR MR BAE A2 68 77 58 AR 55 5 Fh b 73z B
. FEEREI R R FEAR: (1) =il E
AR R (1) B BIE RGN E . LR R
TR BRI A T, JUHX K BADNAB S =%,
IRIREBRIERE AR, (1) e 75 S H AR

RRAE 0 S U5 DUAS R (AADD) R R 2 b, At 5 Dtr 3
DR 2L B A7 7E v FE P B ARABU I, 3 35O R Th R LA sk
PUPERIRA O R, 85 7 RS T E R UL, X 5
EWIN T BORAMERENOL phak, R P K EER T
T [) 305 32 DR ) 1 o B ARLRA R, (A5 10T RS o X 40 9
o RO ) 4 bR DL gRNARR BBk g 74127128 |
R R FEOAF R N REREA 8 e
G IRAR, M LASRAF 4B R E (1) 2 85 D dmi A k.

BREAIEISL, BT M ERE R 2 e K 2%, dmfid
FE P BV TE B B N T e 51 R AR TG S5 R4, ki
S A A Z R e s e AR e M, TR TEIN AR %
SRR IOR1201 AR A pRTE A, RO IR

BREAIRTFEAL KB, SAFES)

LEIEHRE ZINBER SRR RFKOIFSE
AR
| ] REEAREY: SARTBOIFER):
(== e =
i {,%_‘ A R ALK T BRI RRERACLISEEERS)
i BT SRS R(INGES, SAMTES) ; o
: ‘ TSR, HERBS) M
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| | o] SERERGRERBOREER Costli2/E, | ey T ARS —) | oRDESGR:
1
1
i
f
1
i
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A ey P P e .
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. > K, BES4
i KIS (>5000ER, BESBLEMR) SEWEEDES, LR, S5, ENHNESHERE
5_ o e
s "
% FESZ BT
TR SR
ANNDSEZE

ZERRRUEEDER, EINE, RS)

SEIAR

B 4 MRAEB LA S 5L R gt R R ITKER S5 5 . o R R R T i o i B DR 20 5 v A8 A e AL Ak R IS R A Lo B,
i 2GR THIT A ML SRR TR [ AR SE R D REAR AT 5 B R (A, AR R0 T 24 i s 1) 2 EERORIRA, B
TR RAPNE . FHAERCRAR, ZAE R E SR AR R, AR T ARKE UL R TT 1R, BLHE L3 R R AR A %
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BRVE. AMONFISIR S 2 ARG R S

Figure 4 Genetic transformation and gene editing in cotton: a roadmap and future perspectives. The left panel summarizes key advances driven by
high-quality genomes and efficient transformation systems; the middle panel outlines persistent technical bottlenecks; the right panel envisions future
priorities, including the development of genotype-independent systems and intelligent breeding platforms. This developmental pathway requires
supportive regulatory frameworks, public understanding, and multidisciplinary integration
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Cotton (Gossypium spp.) is a vital global crop, and its genetic improvement is crucial for enhancing fiber quality, stress resistance, and
yield. As the predominant cultivated species, upland cotton (Gossypium hirsutum L.) possesses a complex allotetraploid (AADD)
genome and highly redundant genes, which have severely constrained conventional gene functional studies and breeding efficiency.
Recent advances in high-quality genome sequencing, breakthroughs in genetic transformation, and innovations in gene-editing tools
have created unprecedented opportunities for cotton functional genomics and precision molecular breeding. This review
systematically summarizes the latest progress: (i) to address the genotype-dependent bottleneck in genetic transformation, we
discuss high-efficiency recipient materials (e.g., Jin668) and sequential regeneration acclimation strategies. (ii) We focus on multi-
dimensional gene-editing systems including CRISPR-Cas9/12/13 nucleases, base editors, and epigenetic editors, which were largely
developed in China, and elucidate their applications in precise gene knockout and expression regulation, alongside the establishment
of a genome-wide off-target assessment system. (iii) These technologies have enabled the construction of a systematic mutant library
covering over 5000 genes governing multidimensional traits including fiber quality, biotic/abiotic stress resistance, and seed
improvement. Founded on standardized heritable materials and open-access platforms, this resource is a key asset for gene functional
analysis and breeding innovation. (iv) We present an in-depth analysis of major technical challenges, including transformation
efficiency limitations, off-target risks, polyploid editing complexity, and regeneration barriers. (v) Finally, we outline future
directions, including developing novel delivery systems, more precise editing tools, and targeted strategies for complex trait
regulatory networks, as well as pathways toward the commercialization of gene-edited cotton varieties. This review will serve as a
systematic theoretical reference and a practical guide for innovating cotton biotechnology and developing breakthrough breeding
varieties.
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