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Abstract: The life science has entered a new chapter with the revolutionary implementation of the CRISPR/Cas9
genome editing technology in various living organisms. With the unique flexibility, feasibility and extendibility, the
CRISPR/Cas9 technology greatly accelerates genetic engineering research, as well as plant molecular breeding.
However, it has become a challenge to screen for and identify genome-edited plants at early stages in a rapid and high-
through fashion, due to the massive number of plants produced from transformation process. In this review, we
summarize the molecular methods developed in the recent years to identify genome-edited plants. We compare their
advantages and disadvantages, and the scope of application. In addition, we provide insights of the development trend
of detection methods for plant genome editing. The review article will serve as a reference for future genome editing

research in plants.
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W& 73+ AW BRI R LA R OR B W)l 5 R ZEL W 7 16 52 1, DA 9104 S A TR Bl
(sequence-specific nucleases, SSNs) &l 1 5 K H 9w (genome editing) 7EAEY) H1 15 RS
K& o 7 HRE VA% BRI v DA 7E JE DR 20 ¥ 4 e A7 B 77 ZE DNAXUEE T 22 (double-strand breaks,
DSBs) , DSBsH] LLEUR AR B WL, DT £E 3 R 4 19 45 5 A B & UDNA T 51 (1) 4844
BETT AR FE R ) D RE . AT AF R, RSGA% 0 R A 1) B 1 6 [m] SC 38 8 1) I H A 5K 2 i (clustered
regularly interspaced short palindromic repeats/CRISPR-associated 9, CRISPR/Cas9 system)fE N
BOFT— AR R A iR TR, YRR D) e MY B AL B Aok T — 2 HoR 5
fire HAT, CRISPR/CasOf R &) 2 N H T & R i 7t , a5 A Y3 s 77
BRRAE AR AN SRR S R AR AL, SE DGR HoR A e &7 S IR & 5N
FEATAMIEEE DR, SR TAL SR A & Al A b, DR Ry — M 5200 I VR gt A% 2
RFB

L 240 0 A T bk 4% T DAAE 2 DSBs: - HJE [R) Y5 K Ui i 4% (non-homologous end joining,
NHEJ)F1 A% # 241 (homologous recombination, HR). NHEJ/EMEY)H & — 4% EEM B E &R,
MR —MGHENEEET, {EDNABREIIET, BRALE 5 A D B i #E AN Bk, &
BOEERRTE . HRAE R IREMB R RS, FEVRE R BAE BRI IEE, & %k
s g U B TFHRER Y T B R CERAEE AR, PRIk B A3 K h R R BT A E 424
R A PINHE R AR AT FE R R o X T Aok 3t , NHEME E Z J5 257 4 500 v] fig
MG (1D WA HEAEMRA; (2) REMERRAE, WG NEMERKAERE, Wik
AR (3) WA EERRA, WAEMERABRAERE, HERERRYUA—FE; (4
A AR, WASEAIER R AR R (5) A (chimeric), [F—ANFEdh LA 3R 3
R DL B RAR KA X AR E 5 2 AR AN B 8 Voo R R g A T 2 Hh B i 2SR . X T2
R, BTAAENA L ERSEA B, FERH RGO R IR, 3306f 3k DR g 46 110 A 00 e
RSBk . AN H ATAEY) 2 R H g B8 A B ARAL S R I T VEEAT T 4RI, X & Mok
TIVERHT 7 VR AR EL, R 3E— 200 2 B I 7 VA I B A AT T e, DU A
WAL R 21 2 i 1) S SR 25

1 AN FI2R A E M 5 T 4 4 38 R T O V%
1.1 PCR+RE (restriction endonuclease) J5¥%
1.1.1 PCR/RE /7%

PCR/RE 72 N 45 5 51 7 PCR 1R il 14 B U0 AH 45 6 10 7 AR B0 — Aoksr U 0732, 3l ad
X PCR ¥ 34 [) DNA Jv Bridb A7 BR il 1t U] 23 B >R X 43 H ARz s 2 5 4 % . PCR/RE AR
PR 1k A B K 22 5 (restriction fragment length polymorphism, RFLP) 234 1121
B9 16 % 251551 (cleaved amplified polymorphic sequence, CAPS) 753k . HAK#ER{E
AR B ¥t 300~1700 bp MH 161, § TS IEREZRHRA B ZFH
BELAI 1 N ) Bl Y A% 3 1 e Z0dad BR IR R St s L iR I, T P UK 2% R e B R AT X 40
S TERMYIIT, TR T AERA . SRR YIIT, ROz e Ak G R AR Bk
Gk KT ERAWIIF, FoRZER NG RABBONFEAEER R (B 1), PCR/RE J7
2 IR 3 DR 20 G A 00 o S P e A T2 B i — S T e L R N A £ R
PRI . BT, NS DN A G O A A A S R A T A I 2 45 5 O A iy



MIEAEL, PCR/RE JiiEML it . ] LUK A A SRR 283, AL G SNP A% At /) 4
N BAMRERREE; BOSRER RN W IR, RFEIUN s oA
BUR; VIR =4 ar DA fa] S Il S B AR R ROk 72 9, ARH . PCR/RE J5 ik KK R R
T I DR 21 G 4 A P I U7 50 1) A7 e A 5 AT BR A VE B DDA o

1.1.2 CAPS fiT4 Ji i

CAPS fi74 75k (derived cleaved amplified polymorphic sequence, dCAPS), JEi4 /& X,
X7 CAPS Ffifi & AR U2 o REIMIRE, T B S 248 7y A 1 5 3 5 ik
FEEIC TN — A BRI, AL BEYIAL R 51 A LUIE L dCAPS Finder 2.0 344
(http://helix.wustl.edu/dcaps/dcaps.html) ! SRSZHL . it dCAPS Aric 5140 7 B fE LA N J LT
M 5T Y rh ik R L 2 B A B AR e s AR, FETCER D, AR g1 3 ik,
iR R, RO A (R R Pt s R B R, DR A MR A L MR A () T U5 A s
g MR e, RN, P A BRI N DIBE ) FIPE R A A o2 — A TR
FRER R BT A ECEE R Sl N, TEL dCAPS B 1 — A KK, #H2
200~300 bp. dCAPS J77AHIM A5 PCR/RE 7kl (H/Z%HE T PCR/RE KRR, Xt
PCR/RE J5 47— € AN FEAE o At #E ¥ it EH PCR/RE B2, FrLLN AR Z B>

74]
o

O TR

PCR/RE:

fe Rk

RGEN-RFLP

1 N R A R 4 G A AL 00 7 5 O B BOR B

Fig.1 Comparison of different assays to detect mutations induced by genome editing



1.1.3 BRI EEE ) PCR

PRl 4B 1) PCR % (restriction enzyme-PCR, RE-PCR) s& 5 PCR/RE JE# AL —Fh 77
%, W N RS S A BRI B VI AR 25 & 7= AR I — M7 . ARIZ AL #E T, RE-PCR
SN IER A e AT R ), SRS TR DI AT PCR Y3 . G SRR A K A RAR, AHRL v
BORASHETIIE, B D3 5 atr, TP AR RO DI, Bt DAJCIES 3G 4k afr . Xl
TR RUE S PCR/RE —#F, BRiERy bR g Z 35 75750 {804 0 70K 9 57
gh 523 S R AL B AT RS D), SRR HEAT PCR I8, 785 7= 4 T K AT g )
(RE-PCR-RE), IXFEHIEINT &5 R AUER 1. RE-PCR J5 ik SR PCR/RE 2600, [AIFF
9,57 B ) PR B DA A K PR A o

1. 2 TR IR

HRCYI%)E (mismatch cleavage assay) el £ S U5 B VA ) 5 U0 % S 50U BE A% R 701
BEATAS I — A 700, BARIRVE DRI . E52H PCR A SR A K HAR X, )5
B A B KA IR AL IR o X PP IR OSUEE AL IR - T DA B TC U R B U 9
{H 2 RV SUEERZ R 7 AN Re DI T, W] L i YD JF 56 (R s PR Al B4l A SR B8 (& .
R V) FI B DL AE T A Z IR B EBE V)AL RO PR . (HR2 27 R W SRR, BN
B BRI H 555 A PR TR AR NS He PR R AR R, ANBER I H 4l & () B R R AR AL, H
A, AT AR H RS EC D) BIBE A R 2 FF, 45 T7EL. Surveyor ( Cell) F Cruiser. T7EI ft N
B L 3242736, 5T 67T B9 Ay B GurveyorT 425992981 s b B Cruiser™, 1% 3
Pl th &ALk il TTELAAAEMRIAYE, PUOVEREWS UIE] Holiday Z5# A1+ 5 (Cruciform) 4
¥J; Surveyor Fl Cruiser ¢ 7 VERF = — 28, (HAMAG AR G ot o BEMOIT VAR REUE WA,

T7EI J& 0.5%~5% A8 AT DL AG Y, Surveyor KZ1HE 10% [y 5848 4 0] ARG HY .

1.3 Sanger JU ¥

Sanger Ml J¥ (Sanger sequencing) &3 T — AR 7 HE A KA Wl 5k P& 20 2 A 175 450 1) 7 7
H i< TR R N A gn i o m Forh, 1207 10T & 1 Bl AR g 9% 55 37, €0 61, 68,74, 90, 1011621
(B 2D FISRAG I A PR A 4 4 () 7 90 2 W e — g PCR W BRI R, e 0 1
WA R P W e 75 R AE Y, 1% 7 VA8 FRON Sanger sequencing chromatograms. % #(f& 4L T,
KR TR R REAITE RS R AE T RAE, AR AR TI2EA . Brinkman 25U TR Lin 25 U0V
I3 IT AT RE IR R RT DURE I Fe e B R AT AR, BT 70 # tH BAR RO R AR R . H2, X
Tl 73 B 73 9 TR I A7 W A B DR Y () R A, R R DL B ) R AR TGV A A S . T
XA HET,  H AT 22 T 7T SR BN Sanger I (6 77 V25 SRS 0 i [R] £ g e 12> 137> 138
A AR R PCR PEIREAT s I P 1O SRR VRS B4 SR O, AT LA
) W B AR SR AR R, [R] It /] DA E P DA RAR SR . by b, ORES S ORI 7
o HAB R INE AT YR 2 5, RS Sanger I 5 K 2 e & 1) S Ap e Ay 1=27, 81911

1.4 TP

BEE W PR AR R e, SRR, RSN —RNPHEA (next-generation
sequencing, NGS) RigiiiAz. F—ARMF %0 AR R & sl /7, @it i $E87 & foR
i AR 1L B B S RERE TR R PR PR 1L R W € DNA P51, B TR 17 647 4 4



[llumina *¥ % . Roche 454 -5 ( ©L4IRTH ). Ion torrent - Proton / PGM ¥ & fll PacBio *F- £ .
FE ) 356 (R 2H 2 8 F 2248 ] Roche 454 1 Tllumina P FiRG B2 58 g I 5~ 6, KB 40 ik 7 43
7 Tlumina 5 & (46 53-54. 57.85-86.96. 142, 1651761 | Lo r 9% () T Roche 454 -4 1118 17771801
WK E T PacBio T & U o X 5 FHA M E ARG EH VIR, BE5 454 °F
SRR L, B2 g AEAS I 24 B Tllumina 74 . 5 Sanger M FAHEL, R —A% 7 w] A
[FI =R T B AR, @E R KIS .. BT R EREIATEIR L, N — A 7%
I A2 B (Jon torrent BRAM), JEEHIE I pr 228, JEH, Tl EAR L CH
AL, FFANIE & K Bk 2k BRI .

1.5 TagMan A%

TagMan J5 i% /2 fE PCR A& & FOIIA —N 5 H AR X AMOSOCIREE, $REFIY 5" 8mbrid —
ANRIGHEEN], 3bRid— /MR R T PCR YIRS, REHS B AR X et a5 & £ —
. BEFE PCR I, REMN SAMUNEE R IRE VIS, BB RO e [, 4k Ak iR o¢
HeA5 5 T ARG 2], T8 I 5 A5 5 0 SR 554 TR 4k Py I i R ey D) o it
H bR R R AR RAR 78 DUt S A RE 50, AT P A S48 i R o 8 (o 2170,
TagMan [FIEEAEH &, EH L 96/384 FLARIIIE A, REBIEWMR G, 22— M lmiEs
R AR X IR A Tk 88, XFOIE A L RRYE, ARENS X 7 XS AL 5 P RAR
MAiERAL . [FIf, TaqMan 75 2 & 5t A ARG, B0 BRA R 2O AR R e FIERE
HAE G BRI FTCL B AE w7, A TSR AL 2B & =i 35k
%%[182485]%[] %J—_Eii [186, 187]&)}% T TaqMan 7‘:7?20

L6 ¥ 3l Bk S &

YR BK E 25 (amplified fragment length polymorphism, AFLP) HJ3EAS i # .
TE 0 B R 4 DN AR UI Fr BB IE B B R AT I DNA B r BE K FE B 2 38 1t . AR T2 A
Hm A M FIAFLPAR iL O AN B A5 [F T Z Wi AFLP, M2 38455051909 1 H R A H
KEZMDNAR B, JEit i BU K B R AE s 2L R A B AR mi 2 5 R AERAR . X Fibrid AIEH T
KRB, AEH TN BB R, WA BRIt pEE () B e, & P VG LU B
BR o H AT A B0 L A 32 DR 4 G B (1 S 25 FH 3 1 SR i 1T

1.7 PCREBEM R L ENTIE

FAEE R B2 A 112 (single-strand conformational polymorphism, SSCP)/& #| FIDNA 4%
WEBAZEBMERR S, 4iGPCRE AT ZESITITTE. EIGET, DNAFEE I —Fp
B4 T A BAE T RO S (Al &, 24 o — AN R A AR I, 88 5% B 1) 8 (DR Gt
2RAEZN, MITFZHDNAZ FAEIER R R 2, XA ] LLX 2 AN F R 7 .
205 10T A RS /S P B RO N B R RIA I 5848 . Zheng 51112016445 1% 7 2% 2h
bR T KRR DR A G A ORI, RAERE AT LAIAE10%. Zhou 251K 1% 57 SRFLPHILL,
KINSSCPREGE H . H5HAMDNAKIITVEAF, SSCPILI )2 HEEDNA, JL-F- 7] LA
R RAE, S5PCR/REMHLL, &I EAZEEVIAL SRR, (H2 IR A Re e AR
AR, &M T,

1.8 RGEN A5/ RFLP



RGEN (RNA-guided endonucleases) 415 ) RFLP j&ifiif CRISPR/Cas9 5%
CRISPR/Cpfl % H AR F BT E1 ke 1 by 5 B 28 4 435 00 1 7925 192 %) . RGEN L T
Cas9 HEH B Cpfl B2 E M gRNA NEEY), AT LR M) SR R A B 1 H A e B
BRI IR PG EE D ZH AR 1) H AR, ZR )5 B0\ RGEN #HATUIERI, Wi /i C &4 gt
ARV, WA g AT AR )], i B0 e I T LA A R X 3 J5k DR ZH 45 o R 1 155 O

(E Do SH#ECIEIRTTEA RS, 207050 DA I 4G 1 AR, WEeie X 7 A A7
HE DR FEAR TS FE R AR KA, AH R RENE [X 73 XSG A7 J R RAS A4l TRAZ I M. 458
ZJ715Z TR CRISPR RGP~ A IR R AR, /DHE LR & A T TALEN 72248 1) 5848
U931 T BAHEE T PRI VE N V), CRISPR/Cas9 BE# CRISPR/cpfl B # H s, FrbliZdy
Y R 35 R 20 4 1 o A AR AT R B> 123,

L9 B R R BTk

B R B M (high-resolution fragment analysis, HRFA) & 454 PCR AIE4H%E H Uk
—Fik. BRI IR R 96 FLIEEAT DNA 28, PCR Y1, AR/EEME Ik,
AL RN [FR B R AE . BRE AR I 51 B s hnid, SIYE s BAnh s, o ko
JeAs I AT LAIX 73 AN R RN = o 207V REE LUy, T RAIX 437N B T bp B4R AN BLER K
FEh, WATLLX 53 Z AN E RN RAR o XM 7 1 SR BR 2 AN BEAS I H 25 B B 4 2R
AR, WAREIX A BA M ER /AN AN GR R FIRA . Il RPN R Y G B, R gA A
A 12 eARic, HRFA J7E 0] MR ZE 5t 73 4 2 N B R m R AR RAZ G Ol o %0732 5 1d
T2 AAEAE RN, Andersson S5 R 205 75— A T 4 ANFEDIAL S I 9E AR

1.10 B2 PR 5 o 2o 50 5 1

B HER R 20T (high-resolution melting analysis, HRMA ) J5i%4& —Fh3t T #ii%
BRI AR FE AN [R) T T A RS th e R i 77 v . BB 3R it PCR 51T 3, ¥
AT RN — 2 90~200 bp, W ST & PCR IN_EAH R 5 6 SRk, SR il i 2 B v fid il
LI TTERD T RABRR ZIER AN S RBEE, FFHAE PCR Z G AT R U1 K 7
s ATRAZEJLAr o 2 NS BI4E S, & T il . Thomas 25 1) S Bk iR 5 12
MNHTEPE St (Barchydanio rerio var) JERIAH ZwiE A, REEE AT LLE R 5%. Hilioti %
U90h482 327 T 10k I FH) - A 7 5 R 20 i PO AL

LRI B 23 A i

SR SUEEVK B 0 118 (heteroduplex mobility assay, HMA) & #R #& #7 24E B f1 S AF DN A
oy TS AEVERR K5 227 4 R IEAUFEDNA SN -, 4% BB [R) R UEE 43 1 A1 S R WU 7y 1 7E AR
P SR TR 0 T e e v LUK B Dk Bl T FE AN R oR X 7 B DRI AH A A K AR AR . 4, ml LU
WS LUK RGUORIEATIX 73 o SHESIUIBITEMLEL, A £ TP, @ T URHATE S
FUOERA Y, (HR R S A K BBk 28748 . OtaZe "7 5 Bkt 1% 75 107 FH 7 B 1 £ = R 41
G ORI, 2 5 %7 IR AT A R DR A G AR W v 45 4 T

1.12 &AM EFRA] PCR

PAZEATFE R 5] PCR (simple allele-discriminating PCR, SAP) HJJFH &% T ARMS
(amplification refractory mutation system), HJ PCR A ZEfH &3 T 37K iy 5 AR AR 7Y 56 4= VAL,



2 3 AN SE A VL%, S EAFRE RN . A ST, 3R RIS A Re %
RUFH X > B AR BRI GEAR Y, 5 B3 B A 5] NS LRG0 PCR A% 1 o Bui 2611°°)
A SAP J5 iEIX 0 G 7 (1 S8 AR FEF A R, 22 J& Morineau 252112 75 3% T35 (K] 20 %
BRI o X FROTVEASSZ BRI M N DTEGE R A, {HXE PCR I B SBUm B R . 1T EL
CRISPR/Cpfl RGINFA L N2 HFEIER, BT DAAIE A X Fh 5 15T A

1.13 ACT-PCR

Hua 25 "2V i@t b PCR I M PN S BEN K, BIARE S3 10) 51 490 AR 2 PO 38 KL S B
TN H g A, X TR N ACT-PCR (at critical temperature PCR) . 7EIIf F 1B kK
BN, Fem ol AR RALR TR IUIE, kA Re G St db 741, BRItk my LA SR IX 43 B
A RN DRI 2 4 () SRAR AR o 1207VE R e AT — ORI PCR OB, AT AT DR PRt Aer il H A
Do iB A, & —Mrfai SR . PURA T ITE, A XXt PCR I Bevt A 1 2444
R EER . FH ACT-PCR, 5 N RAMXAE/KFE H %558 tH B K gm B AMA, [R)I tH7E
BT e b S IR N A G A AN, SR ACT-PCR ) R AS 52 0 (1 PR ) 9%

1.14 B ¥ PCR

% A7 PCR (droplet digital PCR, ddPCR) ##% N5 —fRPCR, W LLFIFHA RMRE. &
MPCRAA A 43 A K S BUAZ BRVR B HI 455 2 8o 1207 VR A 5 I A8 N 2840 it 2 2k DR 2L 4 SR A
W5 TR0 200, B S Gao S PN 1% 7 1R I E R SE N AL g A I . AT DI ENEARILL, %
TERERD MR E, BARENREE, &6 mlaERE.

2 Y E R A Gn AR U 5 R O BUIR & R R A%

ARSCRES T H AR 22 DR 20 G B AR ) e A A 7 9 I LA [ A A BAT e B
JIAFIRIE 200 R SCRE T R BRI AT 10 RIAgs . B 2 BoRANFEITEE Y R R 4L
G R TT R AN K T DA A [RS8 AT TR EE S P . PCR/RE #1 Sanger 1l F7
P AEE KRR ELG], R AR SR AN G D) 51V S A iz o oAt 592k A0 S P AR R A
by B RTTEAARTE S — k120 1 00 B IR STV A TR R . AR, RE
FENLH] T AN —Fh 7%, WAL 2 RIRERD AR K B AREER, Ui B AR T 58 A DLk
mo A RWFFEEZEAT T3 R K LA 7 R SR D00 3 DR 2L g A P 15 1L 1% 2570,

BEFEAT RN AT A R A R AT, S 2 IERAT R, BlE g

(1) ZERAGERCR . WERFRAIRIRE, TEREG= 1 Sanger WP IEANEH]; Rk
RAME e, il A ITE ARG IS, RPN AT UE AR Sanger M7, A&
st B AT DA B 7 B RACRAY,

(2) HEYIMREME. BN T VEAEH 2 AR EY RN, #40 TagMan J7V5E7E 2 540N
22 BAASI H AR XE BT H A& B S AR ST, 1 PCR/RE AT NGS HE2 AN RIER:. HAr, <
TN 32 DR 21 4 B () AT AR 22 R A o gy - 27 43: 33 671

(3) FEEMH i T H . K9 7E48&EH T CRISPR/Cas9 R&5t, [FIANIX L7k KHR
FEFRHZEE T A 1, G2 RGEN /51 RFLP. {H/2, 1 Base editing iXFEH T E, H
T H i R AR PR S A VE L, RHIE G2 SR ) T AR R — AR R RS . T



CRISPR/Cpfl R — ML IE R 2 IAEE B L, 1RMEH SAP 8i# ACT-PCR J7iE# it HAIER
S AT A .

ARG T 2013~2017 4F (AP EER A gtk R Eas (- 3. NTETFSI,
A K PCR/RE. dCAPS il RE-PCR 4t — 324 PCR+RE, A& AR /D BOAG I 77 v 3 R Hof o
MR 3 H AT LAE H,  Sanger M Fr A7 (9 ELAT R 2013 4F 1 9.5% E 2] 2017 4214 45.2%.
PCR+RE 77Vl 5 B EL I B 37 T R, H1 2013 £E11) 66.7% R F&E] 2017 £E11) 27.4%. HEM
RN F: (1D MFHEARRKPUE AR, BRAH K (2) Brinkman A1 Liu 25U 958 % 1 i
AR KL T Sanger WIFHIVRFE, MIERT Sanger 5 B35 AV 5 B8 4 LA U 5 BUIGIARE: (3)
DU 045 F e o B S e S8 AR (2R A, BT 1A 07 38 T V1 7 2 i e 4 08 7 B2 P KAy o2 5
R, MBRAFEREZEASL, WA EIE Sanger W7 .

T AR PR e . i, R B L RARISAT A SE R LS, R
20 G AR RSN P I AR ABOR B, BRI R BT S . AROR UK BER I (8] 4k, I HL
AL M iiiRe, 2R N AEE A IR . W 3 AT RUE Y, 2015 421 2016 SR
8 TR Z WA IR A RA A P B R A R, (R R BT E A B AR 2, XWX RTA
ST R BRI RS B T B s R

Wt 5 ORI 2 A R AL e R e Bl RS 55 SO R IR R Th e S Kl AMIRSS (1 15 &
IR EIIA, M AEAR LR I 2 2 A5 R 10/, LA CRISPR/Cas9 AU I 2 X 41 4 445
ARICAN R 5 R R IR S, X o AR A 3 PRI 2H 4 A RO ARG D D V4R L B s i Bk e . HL AT, b
A BB 7 VA A i 1) DR L o A R O 204, EAERE A R . HesRT
CIAR s AE A7) 58 TR A1 20 4 ) EL A 0, =5 R85 T DA R A ) 25 DR 4 G A PO AU 77 925 o

m Sangerill /71 ®PCR/RE LI AWIA 273

L WIEPPR u [ R TIPCR m TagMan J572:

m SRRV B A B i R B 2 A ® RGENA &) RFLP

m CAPSHTA: J7ik W SRR AR MR T O i m T N R BT TR

m 2N LR IR GIPCR mACT-PCR 8 PCRILEEI R Z 50 WTE
S R CTPCR

W] 2 A g K] 2 s A4S 00 5 92 L Y R B A L 4

Fig.2 Double pie distribution graphs showing application frequencies of genome editing detection methods
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