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Prokaryotic Argonaute-mediated interference and its application

ZHANG Huan, LI Huai, TANG Xiaofeng*
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Abstract: Argonaute (Ago) proteins are nucleic acid-binding proteins, some of which have endonuclease activity.
Ago proteins are widely present in organisms. In the past, researchers mainly focused on eukaryotic Ago proteins. Eu-
karyotic Ago proteins load small interfering RNAs to form the RNA-induced silencing complex, which is an important
part of the RNA interference pathways. In recent years, people have begun to focus on prokaryote Ago proteins. Differ-
ent from eukaryotic Ago proteins, prokaryotic Ago proteins are more structurally diverse and can be categorized into three
main groups: long prokaryotic Ago proteins, short prokaryotic Ago proteins, and PIWI-RE. They are more inclined to
bind to single-stranded DNA for DNA interference. Different prokaryotic Ago proteins participate in DNA-guided DNA
interference, RNA-guided DNA interference and other interference pathways in vivo, providing immune protection to the
host through their ability to recognize and bind nucleic acids, nuclease activity or synergistic interaction with other nucleases
to resist foreign nucleic acids. Since some of the prokaryotic Ago proteins have the ability to target recognition and cleav-
age of DNA or RNA strands, they can be developed as programmable artificial restriction endonuclease. Prokaryotic Ago
proteins can also be applied in nucleic acid detection, gene mutation detection, fluorescence in situ hybridization technolo-

gy, etc. , and have great application potential in gene editing. In this paper, we provide a review of the classification and
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physiological functions of Ago proteins, the in vivo interference pathways and application prospect of prokaryotic Ago pro-

teins.

Key words: prokaryotic Argonaute(pAgo); DNA interference; nucleic acid cleavage
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Argonaute (Ago) & 1 /& — KRB 45 & A 1Y B R
] 3 55 (guide strand) , I F B AT#E47 17 51 55 5 1%
T B 15T, A7 2 Ago H AT D) #) B RN 0 A5 4% (tar-
get strand ) B R N VI GG V£ o Ago )| 2 A T 4%
HA YR B R AE 1998 4 X U R I (Arabi-
dopsis thaliana) 5 ZE A B BE5E R I, B TIZ R
AR PR R W 1) A4 il i R 28 AR (argonaute ) 1Y firh
T, BRI RE 3% 5% AR R TR g B 1Y 2R L A 44 O Argo-
naute”' . Ago # 1 % AR 95 Ok W AT 4 o B
Ago (eukaryotic argonaute, eAgo) Fl Jii #% Ago (pro-
karyotic argonaute, pAgo) . eAgo 7E 45 I H A &
= PR SF R RNA I 5 DE#AE & K (RNA-in-
duced silencing complex, RISC) A% B 2 41 i & 43,
£ RNA 1 4 (RNA interference, RNAI) i 2 H1if2
EHEEFREENEMY . eAgo n] IG5 4 ssRNA [1] §
5 (guide RNA, gRNA), I F| I H A% 2 i 1% 1 V) 5
AR RNA (target RNA, tRNA) 5 #7 2% H Al i 2k &
FIHEAT 5 Sl

eAgo &K BBUE G, pAgo A i AT . pAgo
5 eAgo T R [l J2 , pAgo B4 ] T 45 & ssDNA
] 4% (guide DNA, gDNA) , ifif H. X £ L DNA f£
g LBk (target DNA, tDNA) . AT A pAgo fig 45
& 5'-OH/5'-P 19 ssDNA = ssRNA [1] 7 5 , JE ik
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Ja WO R R oA U0 TG L B 1) U7 %) DNA B RNA
W B ) S R 5P #E L I8 4 pAgo 7E #LAR
B DCHRRY 55 10 B 11 AN A% IR 8] I I B R —
P B (&1 1), 2R o) 5 6 02 5'-OH £, ) 91 %) 7 5
TTRE AR 1~2 A BE A% . pAgo IX Rl % R 4
T Y1) 5 GE 7 55 ML 18] B % L 1] SCE &2 1 1 (clus-
tered regularly interspaced short palindromic re-
peats, CRISPR)/CRISPR #f 3¢ & 1 (CRISPR as-
sociated protein, Cas) & 4L #H il . CRISPR-Cas &
U8 g2 JE R A W AR N B AR A5 T A AR e, T LU
SMIRPEAZ IR , OF 3E— X O] AR E BT
JO7 T DY g RS R T U pAgo I %
2 P 70 Tl 3% P A Gl 9 T A TR Y 1) )
F TR A W LA RO s W T .
CRISPR-Cas & %t A [A] 19 J& pAgo Bt = fif iiE i o)
RE LM H A — DA A, R AR E — &
DNA ## , A2 ZE D) ) 0UEE DNA , 5175 221k pAgo 43
G5 5% T 2% TEL AN B0 ) R B 1) S EE . UDEI T
A A IF A B pAgo Al CRISPR-Cas — #E B A
JO7 7 e DA s 4 00 0 T

A A N A T 26 Ago 1 Ry AR
LK pAgo TEAR N B A [R] T4 & 4%, IF 38 & T pA-
go PR AN 5T (A S PR 445 & R O) B IR ) BT By B
F 5 1), LU R pAgo B A I 07 FH 2L B 58 D) G 45 AR

Target strand binding Ago-mediated target cleavage
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3 >
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Fig. 1 Schematic representation of pAgo cleavage process
F N PAZ MID PIWIJE K 8 pAgo 1% 45 #4938 (3 UL 1E 3C) 5 R B pAgo 45 & 50 1% R n] =2 48% )5 TP L Ago-guide 2 & ) (Ago-
guide complex) , K¢ 5 PE U I 45 & B AMYSEARAZ TR , EAT D)1 2E DI IR B b 3043 pAgo 2344 25 6 72 PAZ S5 K9 301 1] 3

i 3/ RE L

Note: N, PAZ, MID, and PIWT are the domains of long pAgos (see text for details) ; long pAgos bind to short nucleic acid

guide strands to form the Ago-guide complexes, which specifically recognize and bind to complementary nucleic acid target

strands for cleavage; during cleavage, some of pAgos release the 3’ end of the guide strands bound to the PAZ domain
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eAgoE S 5L N FE R KRR, B4 G
/T 3 RNA (small interfering RNA, siRNA) | mi-
croRNA (miRNA) 8 PIW I A 5./ ] RNA (PIW I-in-
teracting RNA, piRNA) , 38 1 5 H At 25 (1 K+ 47 &
P ke folf B PR LR, AT LA ) 6 A 0%, £ 9 4
B2 MR REY JI A T AT eAgo HA BRI I il
WM, 5 CRISPR-Cas &2 4t 1111 Cas 85 11— k£ ,eAgo
Al LAZS G RNA [ S 4E , 28 5 U0 51 U0 %0 B2 Rb 1 58 AR
RNA, H AR 2% 2 h AN 75 255 A PAM ¥ 91 25 4
AT A .

BT A5 R R AR HIBLD , eAgo F 2253 R DU K
FL0E 2()™ . 2R S 5 A0 T b A SR Sk
KU ER A Ago B (Ago-like) 8 558 28 (35 PIWI
(pelement induced wimpy testis) F (PITW1-like) &
M, FEAET YA, © 18 piRNA
T 5 S TT R B 3R GK A B T 4 R L R 2 Y o8
PE S B = 2K TF T BRUFT £k B (Caenorhabditis ele-
gans) ) WAGO H H ; 5 IS 2 A0 KA B (Trypano-
soma brucei) Y 1] + 4 % B - 3% P4 19 Trypanosoma
AgofEH.

eAgo MU FITIRE 2 4%  (HTESS# FARIE % O}
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(b) o N i 45 F Sl i 4 4> 25 g 3l b O 57 M B AR Y, T
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PAZ 2540 500 — A BN S5 A 380, K2 140 4> 2 %
M ik 5k, 25T 1 55 30w 1045 & (R AS J2 4 %) b 2
(9 5 15 H PAZ 45 A A7 78 T eAgo i A7 78 T
¥ 18 W YT Dicer /1, 3X 15 B e Ago 1T B Fll Dicer B A
R SE " . MID 2548 3l 4 & — A~ 5 ) S48 5/
ZE G MR 4%, A eAgo Xt ) S8 50 1 07 4% 4
1R B A 456 W AF Pk T an AN hAgo2 i 22 461 v & 4
Bk (Kluyveromyces polysporus) B KpAgo fi & 45 &
5' i hy R W WE 1 ) A PIWT 45 #4 dulf 7 — 4>
PR 57 B4 AL DU AR Asp-Glu-Asp-X(DEDX, H i X
A LA R AR H = TR SO 2 R Ak L) , S
P 7256 5 O R Ul B0 HE

AE ) eAgo 5AF B /NRNASS G BN T £
FERY RNATRAE, A A 9 RN AT A ] DUFE [F] — A=
Yok 2R — i b R AR AT, eAgo &5 ALY
W EE RNA J5 , B il — 4% RNA 3 % 5 (passenger

Long pAgo

Trypanosoma RIWRE
i protein
(a) EAE
eAgo - N L1 PAZ 12 MID PWI -
-~ ez 2 miD [PIWIE -
pAgo  Long pAgo -N U PAz 12 MID PWI -
- N L1 PAZ 2 MID PIWI*) —
Short pAgo —Nuclease APAZ MID PlWI“_—

—Nuclease APAZ— MID |PIWI*)—
PIWI-RE  Nuclease)— Helicase —DomainX MID [PIWI )—
(b) G
B2 Argonaute EEHDXMEHF AR TE

Fig. 2 Schematic representation of the Argonaute pro-
tein classification and domain architectures

. N.PAZ MID PIWI } Argonaute £ [ 19 25 #9485 1.1,
L2 24 Argonaute 8 F A [5] 45 44 380 2 [0 19 2 32 B Bt s APAZ
J PAZ G5 M2 U 5 Nuclease by 45 & (19 AH A% B2 il 5
Domain X Jy PIWI-RE il 45 9 {1 5F 25 # 38 X; Helicase i
8 5 11 A O ik e it

Note: N, PAZ, MID, PIWI are the domains of Argonaute
protein; 1.1, L2 are the linkage fragments between differ-
ent domains of Argonaute protein; APAZ is the analog of
PAZ domain; Nuclease is the nuclease related to binding;
Domain X is the conserved domain X unique to PIWI-RE;

Helicase is the recruited associated helicase

strand) , Z i eAgo 55 ssRNA [i] S 8545 & i —JC
AW, AT LU 58 42 808 2 BoAR B BE AR mRNA,
FLA 9 Y I 1 0 e Ago T DL E — 25 X B0 AR A R i
T A BAA N YIRS M0 eAgo AT LA 55 H 4%
P Wi X mRNA HEAT B A, 5 S5CBH 8 1o 7 32 B
RNAIZRR) 225 T &AM 6, afEdE K Ok
BT, B AR A g B B AR, e Ago £ H P AR
EF T EERE
1.2 R#EAgo®&E

GRS TN NE (R e e I R = 2
FETE i Argonaute [ 3 H, 2018 4 48 it pAgo £ i
S 1010 A it A 5 PR A 0 B R 0 AN W R R, Kk
M pAgo I E B TEA WG . 29 1096~20% 19 40
P PR 2 N2 3000 Bl R R A b = AR A
pAgo B . DEAFI T , —FhEAZ LY RE IRl I 5 2
A pAgo R,

Wit R E WAl pAgo s 3R KA
pAgo(long pAgo) % % pAgo(short pAgo) fl PIWI-
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S5 R B, B A 25 AR Sy T RE A R B[], KB pAgo
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pAgo #8 To % IR D) B G 2 B AT R HA R Y
PAZ % ¥ 38, i K £ #0 long-A pAgo E. A 5¢ # 1)
DEDX f# fk DU B4R Fl PAZ 254438, WL1&] 2(b) . JE A
pAgo @it /> N i 1 PAZ 25 #9 58, 76 PTW T 45 #3811 44
e VOB AA R A — A B 2 A AR A, T B
= A% IR N VIS R PIWI-RE A B A N ¥ il
PAZ S5 4380, Je PIW T Z5 ¥y b HA O 57 100K & R
(R)FIA R R (E)FR 5, A MURE iy A A e A 3
e .

it % pAgo AR FLIIRE R B ST, & I AR IR A
Y) R HA RNALEAR , [H pAgo 1] Lh 2 5 41 fil L Aib A
PRIE B (D2 1), 55 DL At Jr =X 0% 3 i A 4 L 4 32
SRRERMIRE . FEMEMA:O2 5 DNAZH .
A W5 R, R8T A0 TR W G (Thermus ther-
mophilus) 1) TtAgo, 7EAK P ME— 4 11 B9 18 BT 1 b
S ALY i - fifk T T B A R R IE LR L TT LSS Aok H
DNA & #2459 15~18 nt 1 DNA K Bt , 3 5 DNA
ST A DG 28 ELAE S8 I EA IR R TR 2 1 A2 1, 3R
TtAgo 7K P9 Y 22 2 /4 B ) A 2 5 B % JF th DNA
S e A Y FRR e ik @5 CRISPR & 4t
[F] VE AR AN R i R o AR AR B2 40 T 7R, pAgo
L K5 H A T 95 B 5 (defense island) |, 3X 42 3 A
2 L Bl PR AR A X, B A B A A DG Y
PR, R 40 40 B8 RN oy B e 2 A R R R E . A
FERIM,—2 pAgo 5K LLB 1 R G A K, 74 pAgo
JEH 5 2 5 15 B A 5L (41 CRISPR-Cas £ 4¢)
FET R — AT O 5 HoAb 4% W2 i U3 7] 1F
FHACH A R %2 . 18 2 B A pAgo & A SIR2(silent
information regulator 2)a{ TIR( Toll/interleukin-1 re-
ceptor) Z5 Ky 38, 5 & 5 SIR2 il TIR JE R AR 4B,
T S 238 4 a2 A T BT W TR AR 19 Thoeris Bl 48 & 48 1Y

— #8453, SIR2/Ago il TIR/Ago & G 4+ 4Nl w1 41 iy
52 Wik B A R R 9 42 5, W B A R L A i )5 L B
H MID-PIWI 25 ¥4 3% 19 55 78 pAgo 1R 5 ZF I DNA,
il i MID 4544 3808 18 22 R 4K, 4 SIR2 3 TIR 1Y
NADase {fi ¥ , #8340 L P (1) NAD ", 5 241 i 52
T BEL 1 1 T A E R v i A 1R AT B A K Y
pAgo 5k B AN 8] 5 Wk 1Y 4% R i AH EL B, A1) G 2
KR Bt 7= AR ) S, 5l R T — B . @5 [F R
JPHI Z B DNA T . RIET TRIRE (Clostridium
butyricum) () CbAgo W J5AE 5 HAth 22 #5 DL ist 1% Je 1
W A IR 25 5 gDNA, SR 5 T8 [R] IR 007 5551 A BUEE Wy
24 (double-strand breaks, DSB)™, 3+ 5 K W7 /T B
(Escherichia coli) ¥R AT RecBCD — & AE T , 4
T DNA [ f# , 7= 4 Z 68 5 CbAgo 45 & 1 ssDNA
] S B G X R AL AT LA RICHE [a] F0VH R 22 45
15 TOA A0 TR 4 A2 476 R TR R () SRR

2 pAgoWIfERNFTILER
2.1 DNA 7l §4 DNA Tk

£ pAgo e DNA 51 % Fi#E17 DNA T4,
o R AR SRk TtAgo. A WFSE LI, 24 g A
P HERT 1Y) TtA go K& PR 4 e e -4 A IR I, 8 A
PO BE 5 W AR U DNAY X — B4 £ W, TtAgo
FIRETE 1 E By mEEH o i — s A,
TtAgo A J&7E mRNA 7K P 45 HAb 2 5185 £ B
TR R ) 635, I 2 8 2 DNA 51519 DNA T4k,
FLHEAE DNA VK EUIE AR R

TEVR I, TtAgo 5Ky 13~25 nt 1Y DNA [7]
SEE LG AR X S ] A S S T A5 A D) E B A
1 DNA #0145 . BF5E R WX 28 /NI DNA ) S 455 £ %
J& TtAgo il i1 “chopping” #L il 7= 4= (1), WL &l 3(a) ™",
JC ) 555 1Y TtAgo VI HIFa & YA & 19 DNA (] an ey
& AT 1 RUEE DNA S0 19 DNA) I 7™ A= Ji XU
DNA F B, X 86 i Beb ) 45 4 8 TtAgo o ZJE M

K1 ED pAgoldHiE
Table 1 Features of some pAgos
Ago #4 R O T B PR E/C o eaE ARG fEH
CbAgo Clostridium butyricum 30~60 DNA  DNA/RNA 5 E B, 30 A ) ks 56
NgAgo  Natronobacterium gregory 37 DNA  DNA/RNA 5 E B, T $6 A ) ks 5 0
RS E LAY E AR, 2 5 DNA
TtAgo  Thermus thermophilus 20~75 DNA  DNA/RNA g %W%ﬁu TARRTRIE AN 25
MiAgo et anotald(;l(f)ccusjan 7695 DNA DNA 4 i A
naschii
PfAgo Pyrococcus furiosus 37~99 DNA DNA T F2 AR, IR0 ) A 3 P
RsAgo Rhodobacter sphaeroides 25~37 RNA DNA T 2 B, TP R
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A~ TtAgo-gDNA & & ¥ vl LA 6] i 71 1 35 DNA (1)
Wi 4% B, o R RUEE B 24 38 3 “chopping” #IL il |
TtAgo A] LA AMIE Bk b 345 ) 4% , 51 & DNA 5]
S0 DNA T4, D1 # AR B DNA , FEAR 48 A 8 21 I
JoT kL 7K -

5 TtAgoZ L, Ko BA VIEITEER long-A pA-
go #B BE LA “ chopping” MLl A i KE DNA | 3R 15 1]
B, 1M 7E DNA 5] % F i#£417 DNA T4t . pAgofl LA
il i JLAS PR R X 73 AR DNA LA 2 A9 58 I 4
DNA, 41 DNA 3¢ A FOR 2 AR DNA B AT & 4 |
BE K 5 DUBOR Chif s A 7E 5 /. X F pAgo,
“chopping " AL il & 1 A9 Y)FIAN 41 ssDNA A 7 #E [1]
I RIS I, R pAgo ) DNA “chop-
ping” L AT g $2 it — & B L2 R LB AR B AL IR |
{ELTH B AR DNA F2 208 24K 58 8008 3 m 9 DNA 5
S B DNA T A, pAgo-gDNA & A ¥l LU
B[ [A]— A2 DNA 19 2446 DL, Rt AT e 23 XF AR
DNA BEAT 2R T4
2.2 RNA 3|56 DNA T

KR T 2R ER 240 B (Rhodobacter sphaeroides)
1 RsAgo "2 HI RNA 51 519 DNA T4Jt i i 44R
. RsAgo AN H #5A% B2 6 M, (5 AT LU 2o 58 1] 37
IS5 HE 1 % DNA #5147 T4 . RsAgo [ PAZ 45
P Sk R & A S S 3T A A A G Y 4% X AT
A RNA 1) 58 A1 DNA S AR 6 2 8] 14 5 2% ¢ 42 e
X, A 251 RsAgo A A48 4k, 15 581 T RsAgo-
gRNAE 55 DNA M FRSE G Fa E k.

PERBRLL A P B 4 b RsAgo ZE A 5 DNA Jif§
FEPRAHAR , 7F RsAgo 45 & #45 DNA J5 7 LL4H 55 31X
S0 R R B AT DNA BEA# UL 3(b) ™ ATk &
B, B Bk = R B8, S5 AN 3k RsAgo B K AT
AR EE 78 KW FF T v 5 8 6 3K RsAgo 25 5 304 il
DAL R VA B A J5ER i A 3 TR A kAR I
5 TtAgo 22l , RsAgo A2 HAh 2 5 15 =3 b5 18 41
S I N PR R TR Y Rk L X SR B BB L RNA 5
S #E4F DNA T, 2 518 £,

5 RsAgo By #8430 K B pAgo A DL s 4
HAR A RNA [ S48 5 B 78 RNA 5] 5 i) 422 Xt
DNA # AT T, b A H R 5 R 454 /8 ), 8 o
00 A 5 AR )k DLEBR DNA Lt ] BB 7E 45 & # bR
DNA J& , 8 55 JE ] 3 067 09 4% 2 Wi , % B Ab ok 17
R o AT 3 K R pAgo AR B wit B AT I ) U] )

DNA [ fg 71, 0l LA7E RNA 51 5 F H#:#17 DNA T
P, X 2L DNA 731 R AR 432k A BURL |k PR 2H 2 7% %
JAE - B I A AR 3K PRI AU R Bt

2.3 HuTFHiziz

JUE KA pAgo iR Y A T 48 38 42 R B A
A, (H 38 i AR AME 5T & B, AaAgo 1 DNA 5] & 3
1 RNA T4 5 o U8 F it 2008 #1586 (Marinitoga hy-
drogenitolerans) ) MhAgo A] LLA# FH Br A 25 Rl 1) )
S 85 (5'-OH/5'-P DNA/RNA) 7& {4 &1 §8 i) 4] &
DNA I RNA™

i B pAgo Bt Z N il PAZ 2584 358, ifii L PIW1
F18 A A DO BB A A 52 A HG g A R PSR S g
PAZ 25 L% APAZ &5 4 35 i) 36 B AH G BE . 38
LT, APAZ S50 35 Mirr TR 25 4% R il 1% 1% , B
I APAZ-1% IR B 45 /0 5, 45 & 75 8 A pAgo |, WA
3(c)™, JE A pAgo HAR WA MR VI HI G M (H AT L)
R mRNA R B AR k] 3 8, 000 45 G B A5 %
iR, FE 45 A bR R 2 ), R pAgo TE Bl 22 R A4, A
KWy APAZ - R B W) £ DNA/RNA F 4 v & ¥
EH .

548 % pAgo 25 L, PIWI-RE [A] k£ Bkt = N 3 Al
PAZ 45 #9358, {5 H: MID F1 PTW T 45 44 32 {5 <7 1, 1%
R EANTEEARIRRS D6, — 2 PIWI-RE & B
A58 HE Ak DB A T LK B A R R AT
A, PIWI-RE 7E N ¥ & A — 004 1 08 1 45 74 B
X (Domain X)™', Hu] §g 4 5 K £ %5 PIWI-RE 3t
A B ifk e il FAZ R R AL T — A EAE AL R
Z ¥ PIWI-RE 3 48 BLAT DinG Y fift Jie g A1 4% % it
FIERIN I, DinG B figg e B A T 76 Wik 511K R o
O 1) RN A S o B P R B RNA-DNA XU | 3 26 figk
Ji€ B A Al fE 2 5 PIWI-RE-guide —JC & & ¥ b ] &
5 AR BE 00 A B, B R B AR A R 1) LR i T L
i PIWI-RE 7] DA & # Y1 #0453 [ 32 35 00 4% 1z
BT RES 5 T 1) S BE A A ok S b 4 Y U0 R P Bl
PIWI-RE 347 DNA/RNA T4

3 pAgoWEENAAME
3.1 T HAA TR A E

5 3 R A% R o YD B A [R) L p Ago AT LAGE
545 AN B ssDNA [ 55 , TR 1] AEE 1] 4] FIAT Ao £
SUB DNA JF A, IF 3R A5 BA RGP A o 237 K o 1) R
B, AN R BB R 4 A AR T i BRI . AR AR X
—FE A pAgo BT & R AT g B A N T BR M AR R
Y] 1§ (artificial restriction enzyme, ARE) , i F DNA
41 % A DNA #8800 . 84> pAgo T AT ™,
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Fig. 3 Schematic representation of pAgo’s different interference pathways

TE A pAgo 7E RNA [1] 3551951 T 5 DNA MR EE 45 &

L0 5 H A A% R Bl X DNA 2R A7 10310, W] s BHL A% RNA 2R & i A9

ek B T pAgo 5 APAZWLTR B 45 Mk 45 6 T8 U &, 78 RNA [0 S85 /9 5 5 1, % DNA 3t RNA #F173E R 74

DI BT A M

Note: the associated pAgos bind to the DNA target strands under the guidance of the RNA guide strand, then recruit other

nucleases to cleave the DNA, simultaneously blocking the transcription process of RNA polymerases; short pAgos bind to

the APAZ-nuclease domain to form a complex, under the guidance of the RNA guide strand, the complex cleaves DNA or

RNA nonspecifically for interference purposes

FE i PlasmidMaker ~F- 15 1) JH 2 U5 38020 B Bkl
(Pyrococcus furiosus) ) PIAgo ) N T BR i 1 1 1)
Bt s 2> DNA R BOZH B iUsok: , 1% 07 6 BA e iy
RUEMEFURS B0 o pAgo AL L 38 R i M A% 1R N
DY G 4 A T3 Rl B, 7 L B A S AR &R Y A
e m ) 5 BE YRR IR BT ok B T U AY I M R
Wik
3.2 AmEAam

pAgo 1) — A~ T N H 40 38 2 A I AR A S rp
M REAR T 51 o 36T pAgo A% IR K DU 7 vk 22 4505 W
5, P TE 2 R0 BT R I B R 2 A J
T PfAgo ¥ & T — Bk DA i vh OR <F ¥ 91 19 R 58,
R & PAND (PfAgo - mediated nucleic acid detec-
tion) ™, % H AR 7 % SAF B SARS-CoV-2 DNA
PEATHE 1 U1 &, S BE S U0 B SO0 0 TR AR AR POk
R AR S EE . BT pAgo WY R R R AE S
84k B DL R B DT, TS 2 4% S8 qPCR G I vh
B B PCRA™ 1Y, 30 fdt 454G I BT 7 INF 1) Ok 46 6
K — 7 B B R F SARS-CoV-2 RNA J H %
ARR S E

¥ PAND % 42 B 55 X R ML &5 &, B L T
PLCR (PfAgo coupled with modified ligase chain re-
action for nucleic acid detection)"", A L [X 43 BF A=
SARS-CoV -2 %k [ 14 55l 5 5% 42, A7 280 X 53 7 2 ik
R 75 A0 HC At S R 75 L 7E 70 min A 52 B 2 36 A
o A, i 5 W o =5 N 7 ) mT DL B34 S DNA
[r] S BE BT, O WS A ] 8, AL T AR A

WA R . AE T A X B A S IR N, Rl
FH s I pAgo, PR A 85 fep 458 4 T BE TT LA s 4 BE A 3R
I3} B8 LT N T i T A SR o Bk T pAgo Y Or T2
W77 vk BAT 5 R 7 AR 2R R AR R B, T
H It qPCRE PR LR
3.3 ABERZHN

20 i) 5 e R B R R DR Y 2R 10 AR 114
R H R BRSPS D0 I, 5 50 4 LA IS X B B A
FE L pAgo HY A% R T I5 TR R R B AIG o AR 4l ok — Ak,
A LR 53 M B b S5 R AR A K AR R B AR
PR & HE R pAgo JCHEAE AR 72 1] B Y 5| 5 T X
HAEATUIH 0 B A R A BE Bl 1 DD R 3 5 B
HLVORE T DAL 8 B 25 I AN [R) o AR A0 A ] i J 3
AT LR A R 28 728 HEAT RN, BT A 8 DNA K Bt
pAgo HRIE T F , T 5 78 B PR ) AH X Hi R 36, i
il 4 5 U, T DA o S S A I (4% A PCR R |
I 45 ) 2 L 3k PR 28 A8 1 S8 A L 3 U D T
% T NAVIGATER 7 # (nucleic acids of clinical in-
terest Via DNA guided Argonaute from Thermus
thermophilus) , 113Kl 2% WL i B AZ Y TR 98 7% , 491 4
R0 L3098 R, UL AE 88 440 i R A T R R A
3.4 AgoPAINT

pAgo i T DL JH 7E 8 7 B R AR B R
DNA-PAINT (DNA point accumulation in nanoscale
topology ) J& — il # 70 B R 8 1R 2R F DNA
B bR B & 18 B AR o 1 b L AE X 42 8% (docking
strand) , Fl H 5 % Ot ¥ 5t A8 3% 19 B AR 4% (imager
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strand ) 5 X 42 BE (19 45 & F AR 200 H bR or 1 2179800
A% . BT DNA-PAINT £ AR R 8 5 %t #2255
MG AR, FEOOLR B EZIE™ . AR A
B, AN ELA YD ETE P pAgo 1T LUK DNA A% 4 %
e iR e 45 4 ARG 5 X B i Y 4 G R R s 10
%5, % X Fh 7 ¥ FX M Ago-assisted DNA -PAINT
(Ago-PAINT)'™ . it 2D DNA #7148 45 ¥4 5L 5%, i
8 X Ago-PAINT Fl DNA-PAINT 7 4 A4~ i} [7] 45,
Je B g B R AR B R R AT TR AL &2 B Ago-
PAINT 7 &> I [8] 55 59 7€ 0K B2 b o 122 22 4R /N T
DNA-PAINT,IERH T Ago-PAINT A] LLAE AR IE 5 43
PE i [ 8 B DNA-PAINT $4 AR 2 ¥ #2 5
— MRS
3.5 A FdTtAgo% é #j AgoFISH

DNA #¢ J6 Ji fii 4% & (fluorescence in situ hy-
bridization, FISH) 244 b i 4 ) 3R B 9¢ Ot 3% 19 gk
RLRAE SRy BR300 i B D X T R 5 40 L N
9 DNA J A 2% 52, 8 40 rb i 56 P 4 X 0T Ak
2 HT FISH 69 #R B i 25 07 1 BA & U8 w52 5
FEFF 52 2% (256 ROR AR SR L, R 13207 ¥R Y i
e . A W58 A B2 T K 1 TtAgo (dTtAgo) Y
DNA %5 & 8 J1 , Al JF & — Bl 37 19 F% 8 AgoFISH
(Argonaute-based fluorescence in situ hybridization)
75 s O TR A TR Sy N A PG R Y
dTtAgo 5 5'-P gDNA 45 & J5 , ¥ 2t dric w8 5
DNA [ 4% T 4h (% N I DNA T 81 |, fff 52 P 40
J 8 AT Ak . 54551 FISH 4 R AH [, AgoFISH
HA LT WAL — )& AgoFISH i I ) ssDNA
] S 55 1 15~21 nt, J& A& 58 FISH J5 ¥ B ifi ss-
DNA KR 1/3 38 1/5, 9725 1 FREE LR 19 & 1K
A T AgoFISH ¥ 78 e bnid ¥4 #% 8] d TtAgo I+,
dTtAgo VE K —Fh n] LLAE K AT 1 v 32 3K M2l 4k /Y
S SR (A7 R Y S O S L (e =y S S
f9 0595 L Ol g €0 JSORS 40 25 K BIF 5 DA R ik T FISH /Y
Wi PR 4312 Wi S A3 17 D {68 T K 1 TR
3.6 AHEBE

M — AR BE 48 % MR B (zinc finger nuclease,
ZEN)HAR 25 AR e s B0 DA 2800, ) % 1R ity
(transcription activator-like effector nuclease, TAL-
EN)# AR , 5% =1t CRISPR-Cas9 (CRISPR-as-
sociated protein 9, Cas9) R4t , HEK 4 i T HAEAN
W7 Je , AT 7R AN BT 5 B TR SR B 8 3 Y i ]
G JT o pAgo X TAZ R A HE ) U ) fE ) Al HLAR
A AT e B R G R DR 2 RN A s R R T AL

KPR T A% IR WE R AT W (Naronobacterium

gregoryi) ) NgAgo 5 — 1 i #8 £k pAgo, 2016 4
A B AR T LSS A DNA 18] 5 88 78 1 P 4 i 2%
20 ff L R A {H T T AR I T R R R S K
T TR RS 5 h &Z BE NgAgo TER MR TE
KM FF A N ) B DNA 515 19 U1#0 355 o, 97
K FF B £ 551 B IR AT 1 (Pasteurella multocida)
w1 (R R R 2 A Y S R A B R g . R
SR H R IS T A X R B 4 02 A5 A NgAgo 19 U %)
TSR B ARG 2, 5N g 5 NgAgo 45 &
948U 5'-P ssDNA [n] S 55 A6 3¢ , 1 HAK 61 PIWI
SEAL I VI HEIE RN, SR, NgAgo S —FpOR IR T
W R T TR Y AR T AR E R MR AN X R
JOT B AN L OF H A &AM ssDNA 256 8 H
SRR, AR G i — R R

164N 1k, A A B S B 3 DR 4 1 R IR pAgo
J& CbAgo, CbAgo FI FH 5'-P DNA 1 Ky [a] S48 , n] LI
1E 30~50 ‘CX DNA &9 # 47 U1 5, 44K 4h 3 3k i) 7E
37 CHA fe AN M, i B AT LA 37 “CRE 3= 1) K
FF# 80 % DNA™ . CbAgo 454 1 17 S 85 HoA =
P DUEC AFAE Chi o a5 SRR AE , 150 B 0] 555 1T A 72 R
8 J5RE P9 R DNA 43, 10 S J2& A0 IR S A
ssDNA™ ] 54 A il FN A% i3 7T B2 pAgo #E 17 3
D] s 6 1) B o DR 2R, PR mT A 2 A P U 1)
B ChbAgo HAT K 1 FHE T

pAgo Ml tb F Cas ¥ i@ il B4 W L. 56—,
pAgo 43 F W K/NEE Cas9 43 F/h , 1 H A 75 B 0 5%
ST T A BIME L 32T pAgo Y X 4 B R 28 T LA RS
fai o %5 — ,pAgo AN PAM R, MM Al LU R 1%
e PR RO AR AL R , TR 40 A A M L 58 =R
Z B pAgo 454 5 DNA [ S8E" | 1fif Cas ¥ ik B 7
LA K RNA. DNA AN T RNA B finfa s , i H
DNA &G HEMAE . U LRZHBMREIERET pAgory
A RB RGN KR, 124 M1k, % T il pAgo
AR BIF 90 B R b 22 | R AR I A R BB I pAgo T
A PN 6 IR 4 8 L 1D 37 "C R B HY Y I 1) D) 50 3
M, Sy B DS G 8 A0 L A R AT R

4 B E

pAgo # eAgo & B , (H 3T 4 K X pAgo B 4544
M RE B 9E © 2 MG TR R, & 3R A 1
pAgo LA R RN TR S 518 F A HIE ),
TE S PE B i AR . R 2 80K A pAgo W] LUy
DNA 8 RNA [a] 58 5, FF 57 1 300 A58 [ D) 1
DNA al, RNA X — M 5 i 15 pAgo A T I B9 v
0 FL L U ] p A go FLA AR Sy Bk B 4 8 T 2L A T AR T
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