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Abstract: Over the last decade, the clustered, regularly interspaced short palindromic repeats
(CRISPR)/CRISPR-associated protein 9 (Cas9) system has become the most promising gene editing
tool and is broadly utilized to manipulate the gene for disease treatment, especially for cancer, which
involves multiple genetic alterations. Typically, CRISPR/Cas9 machinery is delivered in one of
three forms: DNA, mRNA, or ribonucleoprotein. However, the lack of efficient delivery systems
for these macromolecules confined the clinical breakthrough of this technique. Therefore, a vari-
ety of nanomaterials have been fabricated to improve the stability and delivery efficiency of the
CRISPR/Cas9 system. In this context, the natural biopolymer-based carrier is a particularly promising
platform for CRISPR/Cas9 delivery due to its great stability, low toxicity, excellent biocompatibility,
and biodegradability. Here, we focus on the advances of natural biopolymer-based materials for
CRISPR/Cas9 delivery in the cancer field and discuss the challenges for their clinical translation.
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1. Introduction

Cancer is one of the leading causes of disease-associated mortality, with a rising
incidence worldwide [1]. Although many therapeutic methods have been used in cancer
treatment, such as chemotherapy, radiotherapy, surgery, and targeted therapy, the overall
therapeutic outcome remains unsatisfactory. Therefore, developing new therapeutic means
is urgently needed. With advances in our understanding of cancer biology, more and more
evidence indicates that genetics play a vital role in cancer pathogenesis and growth through
the accumulation of multiple genetic and epigenetic mutations [2,3]. Therefore, correcting
the genetic mutation of tumor cells by gene editing technology will revolutionize the field of
cancer treatment. Gene therapy can alter the disease-related gene by introducing exogenous
nucleic acids for gene deletion, gene replacement, and gene suppression. For example,
small interfering RNA (siRNAs) and microRNA (miRNA) suppress the gene expression
by triggering the mRNA degradation or affecting the stability of mRNA [4]. However, the
gene suppression effect mediated by siRNA or miRNA is transitory and may be associated
with the risk of off-target effects. On the contrary, the clustered regularly interspaced short
palindromic repeats (CRISPR)/CRISPR-associated protein 9 (Cas9) systems, which render
facile and precise gene editing, have been widely utilized to treat genetic diseases, including
cancer. The advantage of the CRISPR/Cas9 system over traditional gene therapies is that
gene knockin or gene knockout is permanently and precisely executed at the genome
level. The natural CRISPR-Cas9 system consists of three components: Cas9, CRISPR
RNA (crRNA), and transactivating crRNA (tracrRNA) [5]. The crRNA usually has a
20-nt protospacer sequence for target DNA binding and an extra part used for tracrRNA
complementary pairing. The tracrRNA has two functional parts for crRNA and Cas9
protein binding. To facilitate the experimental design, crRNA and tracrRNA have been
fused into a single RNA chain—a single guide RNA (sgRNA) for mammalian genome
editing with CRISPR/Cas9 [6]. The complex formed by the Cas9 and sgRNA is called
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ribonucleoprotein (RNP), which is the key to CRISPR/Cas9-mediated genome editing: the
Cas9 endonuclease can target the specific sites under the guidance of sgRNA and modify
the genome in a site-specific manner. Compared with conventional gene editing tools, such
as ZFNs (zinc finger nucleases) and TALENs (transcription activator-like effector nucleases),
CRISPR/Cas9-mediated gene editing is more effective, flexible, and precise [2]. Owing to
its potential to manipulate the genome, CRISPR/Cas9 has been widely used to manipulate
the oncogenes [7,8], the cell death-related genes [9], the immune-related genes [10,11], and
the tumor microenvironment-associated genes [12] in cancer treatment both in preclinic
and in the clinic. The first successful clinical trial using CRISPR/Cas9 was initiated at
West China Hospital, Sichuan University, in 2016. In this trial, the immune checkpoint
regulator PD-1 of the T cells was first knocked out ex vivo using the CRISPR/Cas system.
Then, the PD-1 knockout T cells were infused back into the patients for non-small cell lung
cancer (NSCLC) treatment [13]. Over ten clinical trials are now currently underway [3,14],
including CRISPR/Cas9-based therapy for acute lymphoblastic leukemia [15], transthyretin
amyloidosis [16], sickle cell disease, and β-thalassemia [17,18], and the initial results have
been promising [14].

As mentioned above, the key to CRISPR/Cas9-mediated genome editing is RNP. In
practice, the CRISPR/Cas9 system can be introduced in the targeted cells in three forms:
DNA, mRNA, and RNP. Each of these delivery forms has advantages and disadvantages
in efficiency and accuracy. In the DNA or plasmid-based CRISPR/Cas9 system, the Cas9
and sgRNA cassettes can be packed in one plasmid and express RNPs in the cells after
transcription and translation. Thus, plasmid-mediated gene editing requires a relatively
long time, and the durable expression of RNPs is associated with a higher risk of off-target
effects [19]. An alternative approach is to use Cas9 mRNA and sgRNA. This mRNA-based
CRISPR/Cas9 system enables the swifter genome editing, as it bypasses the process of
transcription. Besides, the transit expression of RNPs may reduce the risk of off-target
mutagenesis. The most straightforward approach is to deliver Cas9/sgRNA ribonucleopro-
tein complexes, which can directly edit the genome without the need for transcription or
translation, thus resulting in the quick onset of genome editing.

To achieve efficient gene editing, the CRISPR/Cas9 system (DNA, mRNA, or RNP)
has to overcome multiple barriers in vivo despite their differences in mode of action.
In circulation, they are prone to degradation and clearance when exposed to proteases
and nucleases in the plasma and can not maintain their bioactivity before reaching the
target sites. Besides, as macromolecules, they can not easily pass through the biological
membranes via passive diffusion due to their high molecular weight. The massive negative
charge of DNA and mRNA further hinders cellular entry. Inefficient endosomal escape
and nuclear entry also restrict the genome editing efficiency mediated by CRISPR/Cas9.
Therefore, it is urgent to develop ideal delivery strategies to overcome the multiple barriers
mentioned above. Currently, most of these delivery strategies are based on physical
approaches (microinjection, electroporation, nucleofection, and membrane deformation)
and viral vectors [20]. Despite their high efficiency, the safety and immunogenicity issues
remain to be solved. Alternatively, non-viral vectors, especially nanomaterials, have
drawn attention due to their biocompatibility, stability, and biodegradability. Various
nanomaterials have been utilized in the delivery of CRISPR/Cas9 machinery, including
liposomes [21], micelles [22], lipid nanoparticles [23,24], exosomes [25], polymers [26,27]
and cell-penetrating peptides (CPP) [28]. Among these nanomaterials, natural biopolymer-
based nanocarriers are preferred due to their biocompatibility, biodegradability, and low
immunogenicity. Besides, natural biopolymers are abundant in the biomass and are easily
accessible from a range of sources, such as plants, animals, and microorganisms. Moreover,
they can be further modified to improve their solubility and targeting ability, their ability
to condense DNA, and their stability in vivo.

As many reviews have detailed the progress of nanotechnology in CRISPR/Cas9
delivery [3,29,30], in this review, we do not intend to elaborate on the various nanomaterials
for CRISPR/Cas9 delivery. Instead, we will focus on the advances of natural biopolymer-
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based materials for CRISPR/Cas9 delivery. Firstly, we will introduce the mechanism
of CRISPR/Cas9 and its three forms of delivery, with an emphasis on their multiple
barriers of delivery. Besides, we will provide an overview of the delivery methods for
CRISPR/Cas9, highlighting the natural biopolymer-mediated delivery. Finally, we will
discuss the challenges of natural biopolymer-based nanomaterials in gene editing and
clinical translation.

2. CRISPR/Cas9-Mediated Gene Editing System
2.1. Mechanism of CRISPR/Cas9

CRISPR/Cas9 stemmed from the adaptive immune systems of most archaea and many
bacteria and has been widely utilized in genome editing [31]. The natural CRISPR-Cas9
system are composed of Cas9, crRNA, and tracrRNA. The crRNA contains a sequence for
target DNA recognition and a sequence for tracrRNA binding. The tracrRNA can bind with
the tracrRNA via complementary pairing. In mammalian genome editing with CRISPR-
Cas9, crRNA, and tracrRNA have been engineered into sgRNA. Therefore, the artificial
CRISPR/Cas9 system usually consists of two components: the Cas9 endonuclease and the
sgRNA, which form the ribonucleoprotein complex via base pairing to mediate the gene
editing. That is, the Cas9 is directed to the upstream of protospacer adjacent motif (PAM)
under the guidance of sgRNA and cleaves the target gene to generate the double-strand
breaks (DSBs). DSBs can be repaired by cells via two pathways: non-homologous end
joining (NHEJ) and homology-directed repair (HDR) [31,32]. The insertion/deletion (InDel)
of edited DNA strands often occurs during NHEJ, leading to the frameshifts and/or the
premature of stop codons [33]. Unlike NHEJ, which joins the breaks together, the donor
DNA template was inserted at the specific sites during HDR to edit the gene accurately
(Figure 1). Although both pathways exist in cells simultaneously, only 25% of genome
repair occurs via the HDR pathway, while the remaining 75% of DSBs are repaired by the
error-prone NHEJ mechanism [34,35]. Strategies to improve the efficiency of HDR have
been developed, such as using NHEJ inhibitors or HDR enhancers [36].

Different from conventional gene editing tools like ZFNs and TALENs, it is more con-
venient and easier to personalize the CRISPR/Cas9 complex by only changing the sgRNA
sequence [37], rendering it possible to edit multiple independent sites simultaneously. Thus,
CRISPR/Cas9 gene editing technology has been broadly utilized to correct mutated genes
to treat various diseases, including Duchenne muscular dystrophy (DMD) [38], hereditary
tyrosinemia I [39], hypercholesterolemia [40], and cancer [41]. Since the main cause of
cancer is the dysregulation of cell growth, knocking out the oncogenes or repairing the
tumor-suppressive genes by CRISPR/Cas9 gene engineering tools has shown promising
potential in cancer treatment. Up to now, CRISPR/Cas9-based therapy has been utilized
to treat multiple tumors, including lung cancer, breast cancer, colon cancer, melanoma,
hepatocellular carcinoma, etc. The therapeutic targets for CRISPR/Cas9-mediated cancer
treatment include oncogenes (Kras) [7], cell death-related genes (MTH1) [9], epigenetic
genes (DNMT1) [42], immune-related genes (CD47) [43], viral oncogenes (E6 or E7) [44],
and tumor microenvironment-associated gene targets (VEGFA) [12], etc.
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sites for precise gene editing. 
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the ribonucleoprotein complex formed by Cas9 and sgRNA is the key to gene editing. 

Figure 1. Mechanism of the CRISPR/Cas9 system. The CRISPR/Cas9 system is composed of Cas9
and sgRNA. The Cas9 can specifically cleave the target gene under the guidance of sgRNA to generate
DSBs. The cell can repair the DSBs via two pathways: NHEJ or HDR. During NHEJ, indel mutations
of edited DNA strands often occur, leading to the frameshifts and/or the formation of premature
termination codons. During HDR, the donor DNA template is inserted at the specific sites for precise
gene editing.

2.2. Three Forms of CRISPR/Cas9 Delivery

There are three forms of delivery when using the CRISPR/Cas9 system: DNA, mRNA,
and ribonucleoprotein (Figure 2). Each of these delivery forms has advantages and dis-
advantages in efficiency and accuracy. Regardless of the different delivery forms, the
ribonucleoprotein complex formed by Cas9 and sgRNA is the key to gene editing.
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has to undergo multiple biological processes (cellular uptake, endosome escape, nuclear import, 
transcription, transport, and translation) to express the RNP for efficient gene editing. mRNA is 
translated to RNP in the cytoplasm and then transported to the nucleus for gene editing. RNP can 
initiate gene editing after entering the nucleus without transcription or translation. 
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plex enables gene editing at the target locus. Due to its good stability and relatively low 
cost, DNA-based gene engineering may be easier to scale up and translate into the clinic. 
However, the large size of Cas9 and the plasmid makes it even harder for efficient deliv-
ery. An additional obstacle for DNA-based gene editing is the requirement for multiple 
biological processes, including transcription and translation, which delay the onset of 
gene editing and may decrease the editing efficiency. Moreover, the continuous expres-
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editing than DNA-based delivery, as it does not require nuclear entry for DNA transcrip-
tion. The transient expression of Cas9 mediated by mRNA also reduces the risk of off-
target effects. However, mRNA is less stable than DNA and is prone to degradation, in-
creasing the difficulty of production, storage, and clinical use. In addition, when deliver-
ing in the form of mRNA, the right timing of delivery has to be taken into account. For 
efficient genome editing, Cas9 and sgRNA should be presented at the target site simulta-
neously. Therefore, delivering the mRNA into the cells before sgRNA is optimal since the 
mRNA encoding Cas9 has to be translated first. One study showed that injection of Cas9 

Figure 2. Different forms of CRISPR/Cas9-based gene editing. There are three strategies to edit the
genome using CRISPR/Cas9: DNA (plasmid), mRNA, and ribonucleoprotein (RNP). The plasmid
has to undergo multiple biological processes (cellular uptake, endosome escape, nuclear import,
transcription, transport, and translation) to express the RNP for efficient gene editing. mRNA is
translated to RNP in the cytoplasm and then transported to the nucleus for gene editing. RNP can
initiate gene editing after entering the nucleus without transcription or translation.

2.2.1. DNA (Plasmid)-Based Delivery

Cas9 and sgRNA cassettes can be packed together in the same plasmid or separately
in two plasmids. After transcription and translation, the formed ribonucleoprotein com-
plex enables gene editing at the target locus. Due to its good stability and relatively low
cost, DNA-based gene engineering may be easier to scale up and translate into the clinic.
However, the large size of Cas9 and the plasmid makes it even harder for efficient deliv-
ery. An additional obstacle for DNA-based gene editing is the requirement for multiple
biological processes, including transcription and translation, which delay the onset of gene
editing and may decrease the editing efficiency. Moreover, the continuous expression of
ribonucleoprotein increases the risk of off-target mutagenesis [19].

2.2.2. mRNA-Based Delivery

Cas9 mRNA can be obtained by in vitro transcription and mediate genome editing
after translation in cells. Usually, mRNA-based delivery enables a quicker onset of gene
editing than DNA-based delivery, as it does not require nuclear entry for DNA transcription.
The transient expression of Cas9 mediated by mRNA also reduces the risk of off-target
effects. However, mRNA is less stable than DNA and is prone to degradation, increasing
the difficulty of production, storage, and clinical use. In addition, when delivering in the
form of mRNA, the right timing of delivery has to be taken into account. For efficient
genome editing, Cas9 and sgRNA should be presented at the target site simultaneously.
Therefore, delivering the mRNA into the cells before sgRNA is optimal since the mRNA
encoding Cas9 has to be translated first. One study showed that injection of Cas9 mRNA
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followed by an injection of sgRNA 6 h later in mice is helpful to increase the efficiency of
gene editing [45].

2.2.3. Protein-Based Delivery

It is the most straightforward way to deliver the ribonucleoprotein complex formed by
Cas9 and sgRNA. It does not require these biological processes, such as transcription and
translation, thus enabling the quickest onset of gene editing [46]. However, the large size of
Cas9 protein (160 kDa) and gRNA (34 kDa) increases the difficulty of delivery. Moreover, it
is difficult and costly to obtain proteins of high purity, and proteins isolated from bacteria
may contain toxins, increasing the risk of safety. Additionally, the use of proteins in the
body may trigger immune responses.

2.3. Multiple Barriers of Delivery

High molecular weight and massive charge are the common characteristics of DNA,
mRNA, and ribonucleoprotein, and the use of these biomacromolecules all face similar
dilemmas in their delivery. Firstly, these cargoes should be packed with suitable materials
to facilitate delivery. Then, during circulation, these biomacromolecules should resist the
harsh environment in vivo. Especially for mRNA and proteins of poor stability, it is vital
to protect them from enzymes to maintain their stability for in vivo application. Also, it is
essential to prevent clearance by the mononuclear phagocyte system (MPS) and to maintain
long circulation time for efficient genome editing [47]. Moreover, the efficiency and accuracy
of CRISPR/Cas9-based gene engineering relies on the accumulation of these cargoes at
their target organs, cells, or even organelles. After accumulating at their target organs, they
have to cross the extracellular matrix and accurately identify the target cells. However,
the CRISPR/Cas9 machinery is unlikely to pass through the cell membranes without the
assistance of a carrier due to their high molecular weight and massive charge. In addition
to cellular uptake, intracellular barriers, including endosomal escape and nuclear entry,
also severely restrict the editing efficacy. For mRNA and proteins whose target sites are in
the cytoplasm, the key to delivery is cellular uptake and endosomal escape, while for DNA,
whose target sites are in the nucleus, the determining step is nuclear entry. Therefore, it
is crucial to design suitable delivery systems on the basis of their own characteristics to
maximize the genome editing efficiency.

3. CRISPR/Cas9-Based Delivery Strategies

As mentioned above, the effective delivery of the CRISPR/Cas9 system to the target
sites is critical to gene editing efficacy. Many strategies have been utilized to improve the
delivery efficiency of the CRISPR/Cas9 system, which can be classified as physical methods,
viral vectors, and non-viral vectors. The physical approaches, via transient membrane
disruption, mainly include electroporation, membrane deformation, sonoporation, lance
array nanoinjection (LAN), microinjection, and hydrodynamic injection [48]. For example,
electroporation, the most commonly used physical method in delivering CRISPR/Cas9
tools, enhances the permeability of cell membranes via an electric field, thus facilitating
the cellular entry of CRISPR/Cas9 machinery [49]. Despite its high efficiency in vitro, its
use for CRISPR/Cas9 delivery in vivo is rare. Another approach, hydrodynamic injection,
can promote the formation of pores in the cell membranes via hydrodynamic pressure
to promote the entry of macromolecules. Although this method has been applied in
delivering CRISPR/Cas9 tools, concerns about the high risk of severe damage to the liver
still remain [48].

As naturally evolved infectious agents, viral vectors are efficient delivery systems
with high transfection efficiency. Currently, the main viruses for CRISPR/Cas9 delivery
are lentiviruses, adenoviruses, and adeno-associated viruses (AAVs). One disadvantage of
lentiviruses is the potential risk of integration into the host genome. Alternatively, the use
of AAVs can avoid the risk of integration into the host cell, but their use is limited by their
loading capacity. For example, the size of spCas9 is about 4.1 kb while the size limitation of
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the payload of AAVs is about 4.7 kb [29] and, thus, spCas9 and sgRNA have to be packed
in two viral vectors separately, which may decrease the efficiency of gene editing. With the
development of gene editing technology, the emergence of new versions of nucleases can
improve the loading efficiency. For example, the variant of Cas9—SaCas9 or Cpf1 can be
packaged in the same viral vector with sgRNA due to their smaller size [50]. Moreover, the
immunogenicity of viral vectors is another obstacle to their clinical application.

Another option is the use of non-viral vectors for delivering CRISPR/Cas9 tools, and
most of them are in the form of nanoparticles. Due to their safety, stability, and biocom-
patibility, nanoparticles have demonstrated great potential for in vivo therapy [3,29,51].
The use of these nanoparticles can improve the stability of biological macromolecules and
prevent them from degradation during circulation. Moreover, the half-life of nanoparticles
in the body can be prolonged through pegylation. Various functional modules can be
introduced into the nanoparticles to endow the active targeting at the disease site via facile
modification. Furthermore, loading CRISPR/Cas9 tools in the nanoparticles can overcome
multiple intracellular barriers of CRISPR/Cas9-based delivery by facilitating cellular up-
take, endosomal escape, and nuclear targeting. As the properties (size, shape, and zeta
potential) of nanoparticles play a critical role in determining their fate in vivo [52,53], it is
essential to characterize these nanocarriers by means of dynamic light scattering (DLS),
transmission electron microscope (TEM), scanning electron microscope (SEM), etc. DLS is a
common technique for measuring submicron particle size, which can quickly measure the
mean hydration diameter, size distribution, and zeta potential of particles. The morphology
of the particles can be observed with the assistance of TEM and SEM, which provide direct
evidence for confirming the formation of nanoparticles.

Up to now, varieties of nanoparticles have been applied in the CRISPR/Cas9 deliv-
ery field, including micelles, dendrimers, liposomes, lipid nanoparticles, metal-organic
frameworks (MOFs) [54], and gold nanorods (GNRs) [55], etc. Among these nanomaterials,
polymers have recently emerged as appealing materials and have dramatically increased
the potential of CRISPR/Cas9 formulations. Polymers are more rigid and stable than lipo-
somes and can be fabricated into various nanostructures with tunable sizes and different
surface properties. Another advantage of utilizing polymers is their low toxicity and facile
modification. Natural biopolymers are preferred over synthetic polymers for CRISPR/Cas9
delivery due to their biocompatibility, biodegradability, and low immunogenicity. Differ-
ent from synthetic polymers, natural biopolymers derive from biological sources and are
biosynthesized by living organisms such as plants, animals, and microorganisms. Based on
their repeating units, natural biopolymers can be categorized into polysaccharides, proteins,
and polynucleotides [56]. Numerous natural biopolymers, including chitosan, protamine,
and DNA [57–59], have been broadly utilized in drug delivery as well as in CRISPR/Cas9
delivery (Figure 3). For example, chitosan, with an inherent positive charge, has emerged
as a promising candidate for condensing DNA to enhance transfection efficiency [58]. In
the next section, we will summarize the advances of natural biopolymers in CRISPR/Cas9
delivery.
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3.1. Polysaccharide-Based Delivery of CRISPR/Cas9
3.1.1. Chitosan

Chitosan, a cationic polysaccharide derived from the deacetylation of chitin, has
gained great attention due to its biocompatibility and nontoxicity. It consists of repeat-
ing units of β-(1–4) N-acetyl glucosamine and D-glucosamine with native amine groups.
The physicochemical property of chitosan is determined by molecular weight, degree of
deacetylation, conformation, and the pH of the surrounding medium. For example, it is
soluble at pH below 6.5 when amino groups are protonated and become positively charged.
However, it is insoluble in neutral and alkaline pH conditions due to the hydrophobic
effect of the chitosan backbone and the strong intermolecular hydrogen bonding formed by
hydroxyl and amino groups, which severely hinders its application in the design of drug
delivery carriers [60,61]. Besides, the cytotoxicity of chitosan increases with its molecular
weight and degrees of deacetylation, and chitosan with branched structure shows higher
cytotoxicity than their counterparts of linear structure. Usually, chitosan with a molec-
ular weight higher than 100 kDa is less biocompatible. Thus, chitosan with a molecular
weight ranging between 2.8 and 30 kDa is commonly used in drug and gene delivery
due to its biocompatibility [62]. As a cationic polymer, chitosan can form a complex with
negatively charged nucleic acids to form positively charged polyplexes, which enhances
the interactions with the cellular membranes to facilitate cellular uptake [63]. In addi-
tion to DNA condensation, chitosan can promote endosome escape of the polyplexes via
the “proton sponge effect” due to the presence of amino groups [64]. The transfection
efficiency of chitosan depends on multiple factors, including its degree of deacetylation
and the molecular weight of the chitosan, pH of media, ratio of chitosan to gene, and cell
type. Some chitosan-based CRISPR/Cas9 delivery systems are developed using its pristine
backbone, yet the transfection efficiency of pristine chitosan remains relatively low, and
several chitosan derivatives have been explored for enhanced gene transfection including
carboxymethylation of chitosan (CMC), O-carboxymethyl-chitosan, arginine-chitosan, and
trimethyl chitosan (TMC) [64,65]. Moreover, using ligands to improve the active targeting
of chitosan has demonstrated great potential in CRISPR/Cas9-based gene editing. In the
next section, all these chitosan derivatives will be discussed in the context of chitosan-based
CRISPR/Cas9 delivery systems.

Poly(ethylene glycol) (PEG) is a hydrophilic polymer with favorable properties, and
PEGylation has been recognized as an effective way to improve solubility and circulation
time in the delivery field. A recent study also revealed that modification of PEG could
facilitate the diffusion rate of nanoparticles [66]. The major barrier to pulmonary delivery is
the massive mucus lining in the airway, and the application of chitosan for pulmonary gene
delivery is limited by its mucoadhesive characteristics. In this study, PEGylated chitosan-
based nanocomplexes were prepared for aerosol and mucosal delivery of the CRISPR/Cas9
system. Chitosan of different molecular weights was conjugated with poly(ethylene glycol)
monomethyl ether (mPEG) with a high mPEG degree of substitution and then complexed
with pSpCas9-2A-GFP via electrostatic interactions. The results show that PEGylated
chitosan not only improved the mucus-penetration capability of the nanocomplexes but
protected nucleic acids from the stresses of nebulization. In the HEK-293 embryonic cell
line, the highest transfection efficiency was 15% at an N/P ratio of 5 at pH 6.5 and 6.8.

Enhanced transfection efficiency is another aim for chitosan modification. For instance,
Yoshinaga et al. developed a series of phenylboronic acid (PBA)-functionalized chitosan
polymers grafted with low molecular weight branched-polyethyleneimine (CS-PEI) through
amide coupling for oral CRISPR delivery [67]. The decoration of low molecular weight PEI
can improve the transfection performance of chitosan without increasing its cytotoxicity.
The grafting of PBA moieties can improve the potency of chitosan in many ways. Firstly,
PBA moieties can stabilize the polyplex to protect the encapsulated genes via hydrophobic
interactions. Secondly, the PBA can facilitate the transport of polyplex through the mucus
layer via receptor-mediated endocytosis and promote the endosomal escape of polyplex via
hydrophobic interactions, which synergistically improves delivery efficiency. Additionally,
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the PBA can form a reversible ester linkage with a diol compound in a hydrophilic state and
responds to cytoplasmic adenosine triphosphate (ATP) to promote plasmid release. Their
results demonstrated that decoration of PEI and PBA with optimum ratios improved the
performance of chitosan-based polyplexes, with better transfection efficiency than lipofec-
tamine 3000 in the human colorectal line (HCT116). The in vivo study also demonstrated
the feasibility of PBA-functionalized CS-PEI for oral CRISPR delivery.

Ligand-modified chitosan has also been fabricated to improve the active targeting of
the CRISPR/Cas9-based delivery system. Due to the high expression of the folic acid (FA)
receptor, Li et al. designed folic acid (FA) and 2-(diisopropylamino) ethyl methacrylate
(DPA) double-grafted trimethyl chitosan (TMC) nanoparticles for the co-delivery of dox-
orubicin (DOX) and survivin CRISPR/Cas9-expressing plasmid. Ref. [58] They confirmed
that modification of FA can enhance the internalization of DOX and plasmid in breast
cancer cells via the ligand-receptor interactions in vitro. The combination of chemotherapy
and gene therapy exhibited the strongest tumor regression (91.0%) in 4T1 tumor-bearing
mice, verifying the synergistic effect of DOX and sgSurvivin pDNA. In addition to grafting
ligands onto the chitosan via chemical conjugation, an alternative method is to modify
the ligands onto the surface of nanoparticles via electrostatic interactions [68]. For in-
stance, a multifunctional nanoparticle based on chitosan was constructed to knock out
the CDK11 gene in targeted tumor cells to regulate cell behaviors, in which negatively
charged aptamer AS1411 was incorporated into carboxymethyl chitosan via electrostatic
interactions for target delivery [69]. Due to the nucleus targeting capability of AS1411
and the cell-penetrating capacity of KALA peptide, the dual modification of KALA and
AS1411 ligands endowed the nanoparticles with enhanced delivery efficiency. This multi-
functional delivery system showed the highest cellular uptake efficiency of nearly 100%
and dramatically downregulated the expression of CDK11, thus inducing cell apoptosis
and inhibiting migration.

The delivery of RNP via the chitosan-based nanoparticle into the nucleus for genome
editing has also been reported [70]. Pre-protonated chitosan with a low molecular weight
of 1 kDa was firstly coated onto the red fluorescent protein (RFP) and then absorbed the
negatively charged Cas9 RNPs and single-strand DNA (ssDNA) donors to self-assemble
into nanoparticles. Using the HeLa cell line as a model, the researchers verified that the
nanocomplexes efficiently entered the cells and colocalized around the nucleus. Besides,
the HDR frequency of nanocomplexes in an engineered blue fluorescent protein (BFP)
expressing HEK293 cell line was about 12.5%, comparable to that of the commercial reagent
lipofectamine (14.5%).

3.1.2. Alginate

Alginate is a natural polysaccharide typically obtained from marine life, such as
seaweed or brown algae [71]. Alginates are linear copolymers composed of (1-4)-linked-
β-D-mannuronate and α-L-guluronate residues. They have been extensively investigated
and used for many biomedical applications owing to their favorable properties, such as bio-
compatibility, biodegradability, nontoxicity, and low cost. Various alginate derivatives have
been synthesized, including amphiphilic alginate derivatives modified by hydrophobic
moieties and alginate derivatives conjugated with cell-adhesive peptides, which demon-
strate great potential in delivering bioactive materials [71,72]. The alginate-based delivery
systems can be classified into nanoparticles, nanoemulsions, and nanohydrogels according
to their preparation methods and characteristics. Alginate hydrogels formed through phys-
ical or chemical crosslinking of the polymer chains are widely used in tissue engineering,
and their physiochemical properties vary with the molecular weight, crosslinking density,
and preparation method. Herein, we will focus on the alginate-based nanostructures for
gene delivery, with an emphasis on the nanomaterials for CRISPR/Cas9 delivery.

A dual-targeting CRISPR/Cas9 gene editing nanosystem was fabricated to reverse the
malignancy of leukemia cells, in which protamine was complexed with CRISPR/Cas9 plas-
mid to form the core and then modified with T22-NLS peptide and MUC1-specific aptamer
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incorporated alginate via electrostatic interactions [73]. In this design, the introduction of
alginate into the nanostructure can promote the self-assembly of the nanosystem and simul-
taneously introduce the cancer-targeting aptamer and peptide. The in vitro study showed
that this dual-targeting nanosystem can mediate efficient gene editing for CXCR4 knockout
in THP-1 cells, thus inducing cell apoptosis and cell cycle arrest as well as inhibiting cell
migration and adhesion.

In another study, oxidized glutathione (GSSG)-crosslinked PEI (GP) was used to
condense DNA to form the positively charged polyplexes, and then sodium alginate (SA)
with negative charge was absorbed onto the surface via electrostatic interactions to form
the tertiary complex [74]. As expected, modification of sodium alginate improved the
transfection efficiency of the cationic nanoparticles by approximately 50 times as sodium
alginate could promote the cellular uptake and DNA release from the nanocomplex. The
co-delivery of p53 and KillerRed gene in this nanoparticle synergistically inhibited tumor
cell growth and promoted tumor cell apoptosis by p53-mediated apoptosis and KillerRed-
mediated photodynamic therapy.

Although most carriers used for gene delivery are cationic, some noncationic gene
vectors have also been utilized. For instance, Guo et al. elaborately designed a noncationic,
deformable, and tumor-targeted nanolipogel system (tNLG) for CRISPR genome editing to
treat triple-negative breast cancer (TNBC) [75]. The tNLG features a unique deformable
core−shell nanostructure. The hydrogel core formed by the alginate confined the diffusion
of biomacromolecules due to its polysaccharide network, ensuring the efficient encapsula-
tion of plasmid into the shell. Results showed that this noncationic tNLG could effectively
transfect the TNBC cells and significantly suppress the expression of Lcn2 due to their
distinctive features. Besides, tNLG mediated a potent CRISPR knockout of Lcn2 in TNBC
tumors with an editing efficacy of 81% and significantly suppressed tumor growth.

3.1.3. Hyaluronic Acid

Hyaluronic acid (HA) is a natural liner polymer discovered from bovine eyes in 1934.
HA is composed of D-glucuronic acid and N-acetyl-D-glucosamine with a molecular weight
ranging from thousands to millions of Daltons [76]. It is hydrophilic due to the presence
of hydroxyl groups, carboxyl groups, and acetamido groups. HA has demonstrated
great potential in biomedical applications, especially in targeted drug delivery for cancer
treatment. Modification of HA is broadly utilized to improve the tumor targeting capacity
of the nanocarriers as it can specifically recognize the cluster of differentiation (CD) protein
CD44, which is highly expressed in varieties of tumors [43,77]. Besides, the HA can be
degraded by hyaluronidase (HAase), and this favorable property has been utilized to
promote HAase-responsive drug delivery [78,79].

Li et al. constructed a multifunctional artificial virus (RRPHC) for the targeted delivery
of CRISPR/Cas9 plasmid to treat ovarian cancer [9]. This nanocarrier featured a “core-
shell” nanostructure, with a core composed of plasmid and a cationic polymer, as well
as a versatile multifunctional shell consisting of HA, PEG, and a targeted peptide. The
introduction of HA has several advantages: firstly, the negative charge of the HA backbone
can reverse the positive charge of RRPHC, improving its stability and minimizing their
toxicity. Secondly, the binding of the HA and CD44 receptor can improve tumor targeting
and enhance the cellular uptake of the nanocarriers. Thirdly, the degradation of HA by the
hyaluronidase can promote the release of cargo for efficient editing. Results showed that
RRPHC was 131.3 ± 4.2 nm in size with a negative charge of −21.8 ± 1.8 mV, verifying the
charge reversal after HA modification. Besides, RRPHC demonstrated good performance
regarding cellular uptake, endosomal escape and transfection efficiency, and induced indel
mutations at a frequency of ∼44% in SKOV3 cells. RRPHC effectively disrupted MTH1
and, thus, inducing tumor cell apoptosis in a subcutaneous xenograft tumor model of
SKOV3 cells. This study verified the feasibility of utilizing RRPHC for targeted delivery of
CRISPR/Cas9 tools. Inspired by the excellent performance of this nanocarrier, researchers of
this group have developed a series of HA-functionalized nanosystems [79–82]. For instance,
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a programmable unlocking nano-matryoshka was constructed to disrupt programmed
cell death ligand 1 (PD-L1) and protein tyrosine phosphatase N2 (PTPN2) to reverse the
immunosuppression in tumors. The nano-matryoshka PUN@Cas-PT is composed of an
oxidative stress-sensitive core and multienzyme-responsive corona, which can release
the CRISPR/Cas9 in tumor sites in response to overexpressed metalloproteases (MMPs),
hyaluronidase (HAase), and high endogenous reactive oxygen species (ROS) [83]. In
another study, they developed a tumor-specific activated nano-domino-CRISPR for the co-
delivery of chlorins e6 (Ce6) and CRISPR/Cas9 plasmid targeting the Bcl-2 gene. Similarly,
the decoration of HA augmented the accumulation of nanoparticles in tumors and enhanced
their cellular entry [9].

Considering the aforementioned merits of HA, we fabricated a dual-targeted nanocar-
rier for co-delivering CRISPR/Cas9 plasmid targeting CD47 and plasmid for interleukin-
12 (IL-12) expression to promote the macrophage-mediated phagocytosis [43]. Fluorinated
PEI of low molecular weight was utilized to condense the plasmids to form the inner
core, while HA and tumor microenvironment sensitive peptide (TMSP) linked by PEG
were decorated onto the core via electrostatic interactions. We verified that dual modifica-
tion of HA and TMSP can dramatically improve cellular uptake and promote endosomal
escape, thus effectively transfecting B16F10 cells with a transfection efficiency of nearly
70%. The combination of CD47 knockout and IL-12 production synergistically enhanced
macrophage-mediated phagocytosis for tumor immunotherapy.

3.1.4. Cyclodextrin

Cyclodextrin (CD) is a naturally occurring cyclic oligosaccharide composed of α(1→4)-
linked glucose units arising from the enzymatic degradation of starch and features a
basket-shaped topology [84]. CD contains a hydrophobic cavity, which renders the facile
encapsulation of bioactive molecules. Up to date, various CD-derived nanomaterials
have been designed to improve the pharmacokinetics of drugs, including to improve the
bioavailability of poorly soluble or biodegradable drugs, to prevent undesired effects, and
to enhance the permeability of biological membranes [85]. The commercially available CDs
can be categorized into α-, β-, and γ-CD based on the number of glucose units in the CD,
and among them, β-CD is the most commonly used material in the context of drug delivery.
Many β-CD-containing nanocarriers have been reported to deliver CRISPR/Cas9 tools.

Decoration of CDs onto the polymer has been demonstrated to improve the efficiency
of gene delivery systems, possibly due to their molecular inclusion, membrane disturb-
ing, and macromolecule shielding capability [86–88]. For example, a cationic polymer
polyethyleneimine-β-cyclodextrin (PC) was reported to mediate efficient delivery of siRNA
and small plasmid as well as large plasmid encoding Cas9 and sgRNA. The genome
editing efficiency, determined by Sanger sequencing at two genome loci, hemoglobin sub-
unit beta, and rhomboid 5 homolog 1, was 19.1% and 7.0%, respectively—significantly
higher than that of their unmodified counterpart [88]. Similarly, Taharabaru designed a
poly(amidoamine) dendrimer (PAMAM)/glucuronylglucosyl-β-cyclodextrin conjugate-
based carrier, which showed excellent gene- and siRNA-transferring activities. Its potency
in RNP delivery was also verified, which showed higher genome editing activity than
PAMAM, lipofectamine 3000, or lipofectamine [89].

Hierarchical self-assembly is a powerful strategy to fabricate supramolecular nanos-
tructures for biomacromolecule delivery. Liu and coworkers reported a CD-based poly-
meric assembly for ribonucleoprotein delivery. The supramolecular nanoparticles were
obtained by the assembly of adamantane-functionalized M12L24 MOC (Ada-MOC) β-
cyclodextrin-conjugated polyethyleneimine (PEI-βCD) via the host–guest interaction of
Ada-MOC and PEI-βCD, during which the protein was encapsulated [90] (Figure 4a). Using
several functional proteins (GFP, RNase A-NBC, and Cas9/sgGFP) as models, they found
that this supramolecular nanostructure could maintain the activity of the loaded protein.
The gene editing efficiency of the Ada-MOC/PEI-βCD nanoparticle was estimated to be
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40% in GFP-HEK293 cells, demonstrating the potential of the nanoparticle for intracellular
protein delivery and CRISPR/Cas9 genome editing.
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Figure 4. CD-mediated CRISPR/Cas9 delivery. (a) Illustration of the self-assembly of
adamantane−functionalized M12L24 MOC and β−cyclodextrin-conjugated polyethyleneimine
(PEI−βCD) along with proteins into supramolecular nanoparticles for intracellular protein delivery,
reproduced with permission [90] (Copyright 2021, Wiley Online Library). (b) Schematic illustration
of the preparation of CP/Ad−SS−GD/RNP nanoassembly and intracellular RNP delivery mediated
by CP/Ad−SS−GD, reproduced with permission [91] (Copyright 2020, Elsevier).

In another study, Wan et al. developed a supramolecular polymer system for deliv-
ering Cas9 RNP targeting the mutant KRAS gene [91] (Figure 4b). The disulfide-bridged
biguanidyl adamantine (Ad−SS−GD) and β−cyclodextrin-conjugated low-molecular-
weight polyethyleneimine (CP) can form stable nanocomplex through supramolecular
assembly due to the host–guest interaction between Ad−SS−GD and CP. Cas9 RNP was
loaded onto the nanocomplex via multiple strong hydrogen bonds and salt bridges. The
inclusion of disulfide bonds endows the nanocomplex with redox-responsiveness, and
Cas9 RNP can be released in the reductive intracellular microenvironment. Both Sanger
sequencing results and the T7E1 assay verified the excellent genomic disruption mediated
by CP/Ad−SS−GD/RNP in vitro. Moreover, targeted KRAS disruption mediated by
HA-decorated CP/Ad−SS−GD/RNP nanocomplex was demonstrated to inhibit tumor
growth and metastasis in colorectal cancer models. Likewise, a versatile polyplex capa-
ble of delivering plasmid, messenger RNA, and Cas9 RNP, was constructed utilizing the
host–guest interaction between Ad and β−CP [92].
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3.2. Protein-Based Delivery of CRISPR/Cas9

Protamine is a native protein obtained from fish and is composed of a group of
heterogeneous polycationic peptides, with nearly 67% of its amino acid composition being
arginine [93]. Due to its good water solubility, excellent biocompatibility, and unique
pharmacological activity, protamine has common uses in clinical practice, such as reversing
the anticoagulant function of heparin and prolonging the adsorption of insulin. Usually,
protamine from fish has an average molecular weight of about 4500 Da. It can bind to DNA
and form nucleoprotamine; this merit has been widely used to condense DNA for gene
delivery [94,95]. However, the nanocomplex formed by protamine and DNA is unstable
due to insufficient molecular weight and charge density of protamine. Therefore, other
liposomal or polymeric vectors are utilized in combination with protamine to improve their
stability and transfection efficiency [96,97].

Cheng and her group have reported a series of protamine-based delivery systems for
gene therapy and genome editing. Components, including calcium carbonate, calcium
phosphate, and chitosan, have been introduced to improve the transfection performance
of protamine-based vectors [57,94]. For instance, the CRISPR/Cas9 plasmid targeting
CDK11 was loaded in the core composed of protamine sulfate, calcium carbonate, and
calcium phosphate by coprecipitation, and targeted segments composed of biotinylated
carboxymethyl chitosan and AS1411 ligand-incorporated carboxymethyl chitosan were
decorated onto the surface of a nanovector to form the targeted gene editing system [98]
(Figure 5a). This nanovector was proved to efficiently deliver the plasmid to the cell nuclei to
mediate genome editing and decrease the CDK11 protein by 70%. Its excellent transfection
performance contributed to the dual-targeting ability mediated by the biotin ligands and
AS1411 ligands as well as the nuclear targeting capability mediated by protamine.

An alternative method to improve the delivery efficiency of protamine-based carriers
is the inclusion of lipids. Zhang et al. constructed a polyethylene glycol phospholipid-
modified cationic lipid nanoparticle with a core composed of protamine, plasmid, and
chondroitin sulfate, as well as a shell containing cationic lipids (DOTAP). As expected,
the decoration of cationic lipids protected nucleic acids from degradation and promoted
efficient endosomal escape, resulting in 47.4% transfection efficiency in A375 cells in vitro.
The intratumor injection of this nanoparticle significantly disrupted pololike kinase 1 and
suppressed tumor growth in vivo [99].

Recently, a cell membrane biomimetic core–shell system for light-controllable precise
gene editing has been reported [100]. In this core–shell system, the inner core was formed
by protamine, CRISPR/Cas9 plasmid targeting HIF-1α and calcium ions via electrostatic
interactions, which was further decorated with a cell membrane modified by AS1411
aptamer and a photosensitizer (Figure 5b). This nanosystem enabled efficient genome
editing both in vitro and in vivo due to the enhanced permeability mediated by Ca2+, the
improved stability and tumor targeting mediated by the cell membrane, as well as the
light-controllable endosome disrupting ability mediated by the photosensitizer. In the
H1299-xenograft model, genetic knockout of HIF-1α enhanced the therapeutic efficacy of
paclitaxel, thus inhibiting tumor growth and metastasis.

In addition to plasmid delivery, protamine-based nanomaterials have also demon-
strated great potential in RNP delivery. Kim et al. developed a multifunctional Cas9
fusion protein (Cas9-LMWP) for self-delivery of Cas9 RNP [101]. The Cas9 fusion protein
contained a low molecular weight protamine (LMWP) and a nuclear localization sequence,
which can direct the self-assembly of Cas9 and RNA hybrids (Figure 5c). This ternary Cas9
RNP enabled efficient delivery to the cells owing to its nuclear translocation ability. Both
in vitro and in vivo studies demonstrated the KRAS-disrupting ability of this nanoparticle
in lung cancer.
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Figure 5. Protamine-mediated CRISPR/Cas9 delivery. (a) The dual-targeting delivery system for
tumor targeting delivery of CRISPR/Cas9 plasmid to realize effective genome editing, reproduced
with permission [98] (Copyright 2018, American Chemical Society). (b) Preparation of the engineered
biomimetic gene editing system for delivery of the CRISPR/Cas9 plasmid to the targeted tumor
cell for gene editing, reproduced with permission [100] (Copyright 2023, Elsevier). (c) Scheme of a
ternary Cas9 RNP-mediated gene editing for cancer therapeutics, reproduced with permission [101]
(Copyright 2018, American Chemical Society).
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3.3. Polynucleotide-Based Delivery of CRISPR/Cas9

Double-stranded DNA is a naturally occurring nanoscale material with a diameter of
about 2 nm and a length of about 3.4 nm per helical turn. In the past decade, DNA nanotech-
nology has demonstrated great potential in many fields, such as bioimaging, biosensing,
and drug delivery [102]. A series of DNA-based nanostructures have been developed for
the therapeutic oligonucleotide delivery ranging from aptamers, small interfering RNA
(siRNA) or antisense RNA, and sgRNA, owing to their excellent biocompatibility and
biodegradability, high capacity for payloads, and great stability [59,102]. Another advan-
tage of DNA-based nanostructures is that their size and shape can be precisely controlled
as the DNA sequences are programmable and the interactions between DNA are pre-
dictable, and various methods like tile-based, origami-based, nanoparticle-templated and
RCA-assisted methods have been utilized to direct the self-assembly of DNA nanostruc-
tures [102]. Some DNA nanostructures, including DNA nanoclew, DNA nanoflower, and
DNA nanoframework have been reported to facilitate the delivery of CRISPR/Cas9.

Inspired by the ability of single-stranded DNA to base-pair with the guide portion
of the Cas9-bound sgRNA, Sun et al. constructed a DNA nanoclew (DNA NC) via rolling
circle amplification (RCA) for simultaneously delivering Cas9 and sgRNA [103]. In their
design, the Cas9/sgRNA complexes were loaded in the yarn-like DNA NC, and then, PEI
was coated onto the surface to facilitate the endosomal escape (Figure 6a). The nanocomplex
had a hydrodynamic diameter of approximately 56 nm, and its zeta potential was reversed
to +18.6 ± 4.1 mV due to the decoration of the cationic polymer PEI. They evaluated the
gene editing efficiency of the DNA NCs in an established U2OS cell line that constitutively
expresses a destabilized form of EGFP (U2OS.EGFP), which showed that the PEI-coated
DNA NC-induced mutation frequencies of 28%, significantly higher than that of their
uncoated counterpart (5%). Intratumoral injection of this nanocomplex led to significant
downregulation of EGFP in U2OS. EGFP tumor-bearing mice, further demonstrating its
potency for genome editing in vivo.

Inspired by the potential of DNA NCs in Cas9 RNP delivery, the DNA nanoflowers
that released RNP in a microRNA-responsive manner were fabricated for cell-specific
genome editing [104]. DNA nanoflowers (DNF) were prepared by RCA, which contained
multiple replicates of MUC1 aptamers and miR-21 binding sequences, and then RNP was
loaded onto the DNFs via sequence hybridization (Figure 6b). Due to the overexpression
of miR21 in tumor cells, the Cas9/sgRNA complex was released from DNFs by toehold-
mediated sequence displacement, which was verified by fluorescence resonance energy
transfer. Moreover, the gene editing efficiency of the DNFs was approximately 21% in
HeLa.EGFP cells, about two-fold of that mediated by their non-responsive counterpart. A
similar trend of editing efficiency was observed in HeLa.EGFP tumor-bearing mice.

Recently, a proton-activatable DNA-based nanosystem was reported to co-deliver
Cas9/sgRNA and DNAzyme for breast cancer therapy [105]. The scaffold of the nanosys-
tem was an ultra-long single-stranded DNA generated via RCA, during which the repeated
sgRNA recognition sequences, DNAzyme, and HhaI cleavage sites were programmed in
the DNA chain. Then, the Cas9/sgRNA bound to the sgRNA recognition sequences via
complementary base pairing. Finally, the acid-degradable polymer-coated HhaI enzyme
was loaded to form the proton-activatable DNA-based nanosystem (Figure 6c). Scanning
electron microscope (SEM) showed that the DNA-based nanoparticles were about 50 nm
in diameter. The DNA release studies showed that the released DNA reached 40% in
the medium with pH 5.4 within 4 h, while only 5% DNA was released in the medium
with pH 7.4, verifying the proton-responsive DNA release of the nanosystem. The gene
editing efficiency of the nanosystem was 40% in vitro. Owing to its efficient delivery, the
proton-activatable nanosystem demonstrated a combined antitumor effect of PLK1 dis-
ruption by Cas9/sgRNA RNP and EGR-1 silencing by DNAzyme in vivo. Apart from the
previously mentioned DNA-based nanostructures for microRNA or proton-responsive
drug release, DNA nanoframework for glutathione-responsive disassembly has also been
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synthesized to control the delivery of CRISPR/Cas9 system [59], highlighting the potential
of stimuli-responsive DNA nanosystems in genome editing.
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Figure 6. DNA-mediated CRISPR/Cas9 delivery. (a) Design of the DNA NC-based CRISPR/Cas9
delivery system, reproduced with permission [103] (Copyright 2015, Wiley Online Library).
(b) Schematic diagram of microRNA-responsive DNA nanoflower (DNF) for release of Cas9/sgRNA
and enhanced genome editing, reproduced with permission [104] (Copyright 2020, Elsevier). (c) The
molecular design and preparation of H-DNC for the co-delivery of Cas9/sgRNA RNP and DNAzyme,
reproduced with permission [105] (Copyright 2022, Wiley Online Library).

4. Conclusions and Outlooks

CRISPR/Cas9 has been engineered as an efficient and versatile gene editing tool
and is extensively used to treat a variety of diseases, especially cancer. CRISPR/Cas9
targets multiple genes for cancer treatment, including oncogenes, cell death-related genes,
epigenetic genes, immune-related genes, viral oncogenes, and tumor microenvironment-
associated gene targets. However, the broad application of CRISPR/Cas9 techniques in
biomedicine is confined by the delivery efficiency and immunogenicity of the vectors.
For example, viral vectors, one of the most popular CRISPR/Cas9 delivery strategies, are
associated with the risk of genotoxicity and immunogenicity despite their relatively high
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transfection efficiency. Besides, limited packaging capacity and the high cost of production
limits their clinical translation. Alternatively, non-viral vectors have grown exponentially
and revolutionized the field of gene editing. A series of nanoparticles have been utilized
for CRISPR/Cas9 delivery, including micelles, dendrimers, liposomes, SLNs, MOFs, MSNs,
and AuNPs. Compared to viral vectors, nanoparticles possess favorable properties, such
as low toxicity, ease of production and facile modification. Among these nanoparticles
for CRISPR/Cas9 delivery, natural biopolymer-based carriers are particularly promising
candidates due to their low immunogenicity, intrinsic biological activities, great stability,
as well as excellent biocompatibility and biodegradability. These biopolymers can be
further modified to improve their solubility and stability, DNA condensing ability, delivery
efficiency, as well as stimuli-responsiveness. Natural biopolymer-based delivery systems
that have been exploited for CRISPR/Cas9 delivery are summarized in Table 1.

Table 1. Summary of natural biopolymer-based delivery systems.

Types Advantages and Disadvantages CRISPR/Cas9
Systems Targets Cells Refs.

Chitosan

Good adsorptive property
Facile modification
Poor solubility
Low transfection efficiency

Plasmid Survivin 4T1 cells [58]

Plasmid PCSK9 and
ANGPTL3

HEK293T and
HCT116 cells [67]

Plasmid FOXM1
MCF-7, HeLa,
HEK293 and
SK-MES-1 cells

[68]

Plasmid CDK11 MCF-7 cells [69]

RNP PRDX4

HEK293T,
RAW264.7, HeLa,
U2OS and
A549 cells

[70]

Alginate

Stability
Hydrogel formation in water
Mucoadhesive and mucopenetrating
FDA approved
Low encapsulation efficiency

Plasmid CXCR4 THP-1 cells [73]

Plasmid Lcn2 TNBC cells [75]

High affinity to CD44 receptor
Degraded by hyaluronidase
Easy to functionalize
Short lifetime

Plasmid MTH1 SKOV3 cells [9]
Plasmid CD47 B16F10 cells [43]
Plasmid Bcl-2 B16F10 cells [79]
Plasmid PD-L1 and PTPN2 B16F10 cells [83]

Cyclodextrin

Facile modification
Facile encapsulation of bioactive molecules
Improve the stability of
encapsulated cargoes
Modification required for
DNA condensation

Plasmid HBB and RHBDF1 HeLa cells [88]
RNP AAVS1 SH-SY5Y cells [89]
RNP GFP GFP-HEK293 cells [90]
RNP KRAS SW-480 cells [91]

RNP BFP BFP-expressing
HEK293 cells [92]

Protamine

DNA condensation ability
FDA approved
Inherent pharmacological activity
Prone to aggregation in circulation

Plasmid CTNNB1 HeLa cells [57]
Plasmid FAK HeLa cells [94]

Plasmid CDK11 HEK293T and
MCF-7 cells [98]

Plasmid PLK1 A375, PC3, and
MCF-7 cells [99]

Plasmid HIF-1α H1299 cells [100]
RNP KRAS A549 cells [101]

DNA Great stability
Can be engineered with a defined structure
High capacity for payloads
Modification required to improve
delivery efficiency

RNP PLK1 MCF-7 and
BEAS-2B cells

[59]

RNP EGFP U2OS.EGFP cells [103]
RNP EGFP HeLa.EGFP cells [104]
RNP PLK1 MCF-7 cells [105]
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The rapid development of natural biopolymer-based gene editing systems, particularly
for the treatment of cancer, is reassuring, but several challenges remain in this field for their
clinical translation. Firstly, the transfection efficiency of natural biopolymers is inferior to
that of viral vectors or synthetic polymers. Therefore, in some cases, synthetic polymers
such as low molecular weight PEI or PAMAM were introduced, either by electrostatic
adsorption or chemical conjugation, into the natural biopolymer-based delivery system
to improve the delivery efficiency. However, the non-biodegradability of these synthetic
polymers in vivo may increase the toxicity in the long term. Secondly, utilizing the intrinsic
receptor-binding ability of natural biopolymers (e.g., HA) or decoration of tumor-targeting
ligands onto the natural biopolymer-based carriers has been widely used to improve the
tumor-targeting ability of the delivery system. However, the accumulation of nanoparticles
in other organs (e.g., liver, lung, spleen, kidney) was also observed, which may increase
the risk of off-target genome editing in other tissues and organs. Thirdly, the inclusion
of functional modules (e.g., aptamer, disulfide bond, TAT peptide) indeed improves the
delivery efficiency of nanocarriers to some extent by enhancing cellular uptake, promoting
endosomal escape, accelerating cargo release as well as facilitating nuclear entry, which
also complicates the carrier design, making it difficult for large scale production. Moreover,
as natural biopolymers derive from biological sources and are biosynthesized by living
organisms such as plants, animals, and microorganisms, natural biopolymers of low purity
may contain a minority of microbes. Therefore, proper techniques should be used to obtain
natural biopolymers of high purity, and it is important to measure microbial contamination
to minimize the risk of microbial contamination. Furthermore, it should be noted that the
gene editing efficiency and safety in vivo are determined by both the CRISPR/Cas system
and the nanocarrier. Therefore, when designing a delivery system for gene editing, one
should choose the proper delivery modes of the CRISPR/Cas9 system (DNA, mRNA, and
ribonucleoprotein) based on their own characteristics. It is also crucial to optimize the
CRISPR/Cas system to decrease the potential risk of off-target events, such as screening
the sequence of sgRNA and using some more specific nucleases (e.g., eSpCas9, SpCas9-
HF1 [106,107]). We believe that further advances in nanotechnology and gene editing
techniques will open infinite possibilities for tumor therapy.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, M.L.; writing—original draft preparation, M.L.;
writing—review and editing, X.W. All authors have read and agreed to the published version
of the manuscript.

Funding: This work was funded by the Sichuan Natural Science Foundation (No. 2023NSFSC1870).

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: Not applicable.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflicts of interest.

References
1. Lin, Y.Q.; Feng, K.K.; Lu, J.Y.; Le, J.Q.; Li, W.L.; Zhang, B.C.; Li, C.L.; Song, X.H.; Tong, L.W.; Shao, J.W. CRISPR/Cas9-based

application for cancer therapy: Challenges and solutions for non-viral delivery. J. Control. Release 2023, 361, 727–749. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

2. Chen, M.; Mao, A.; Xu, M.; Weng, Q.; Mao, J.; Ji, J. CRISPR-Cas9 for cancer therapy: Opportunities and challenges. Cancer Lett.
2019, 447, 48–55. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

3. Xu, X.; Liu, C.; Wang, Y.; Koivisto, O.; Zhou, J.; Shu, Y.; Zhang, H. Nanotechnology-based delivery of CRISPR/Cas9 for cancer
treatment. Adv. Drug Deliv. Rev. 2021, 176, 113891. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

4. Rupaimoole, R.; Slack, F.J. MicroRNA therapeutics: Towards a new era for the management of cancer and other diseases. Nat.
Rev. Drug Discov. 2017, 16, 203–222. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. Hazafa, A.; Mumtaz, M.; Farooq, M.F.; Bilal, S.; Chaudhry, S.N.; Firdous, M.; Naeem, H.; Ullah, M.O.; Yameen, M.;
Mukhtiar, M.S.; et al. CRISPR/Cas9: A powerful genome editing technique for the treatment of cancer cells with present
challenges and future directions. Life Sci. 2020, 263, 118525. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jconrel.2023.08.028
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/37591461
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.canlet.2019.01.017
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30684591
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.addr.2021.113891
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34324887
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrd.2016.246
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28209991
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lfs.2020.118525


Pharmaceutics 2024, 16, 62 19 of 22

6. Jinek, M.; Chylinski, K.; Fonfara, I.; Hauer, M.; Doudna, J.A.; Charpentier, E. A programmable dual-RNA-guided DNA
endonuclease in adaptive bacterial immunity. Science 2012, 337, 816–821. [CrossRef]

7. Kodama, M.; Kodama, T.; Newberg, J.Y.; Katayama, H.; Kobayashi, M.; Hanash, S.M.; Yoshihara, K.; Wei, Z.; Tien, J.C.;
Rangel, R.; et al. In vivo loss-of-function screens identify kpnb1 as a new druggable oncogene in epithelial ovarian cancer. Proc.
Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2017, 114, E7301–E7310. [CrossRef]

8. Soucek, L.; Whitfield, J.; Martins, C.P.; Finch, A.J.; Murphy, D.J.; Sodir, N.M.; Karnezis, A.N.; Swigart, L.B.; Nasi, S.; Evan, G.I.
Modelling myc inhibition as a cancer therapy. Nature 2008, 455, 679–683. [CrossRef]

9. Li, L.; Song, L.; Liu, X.; Yang, X.; Li, X.; He, T.; Wang, N.; Yang, S.; Yu, C.; Yin, T.; et al. Artificial virus delivers CRISPR-Cas9
system for genome editing of cells in mice. ACS Nano 2017, 11, 95–111. [CrossRef]

10. Ren, J.; Liu, X.; Fang, C.; Jiang, S.; June, C.H.; Zhao, Y. Multiplex genome editing to generate universal car t cells resistant to pd1
inhibition. Clin. Cancer Res. 2017, 23, 2255–2266. [CrossRef]

11. Weiskopf, K.; Jahchan, N.S.; Schnorr, P.J.; Cristea, S.; Ring, A.M.; Maute, R.L.; Volkmer, A.K.; Volkmer, J.P.; Liu, J.; Lim, J.S.; et al.
Cd47-blocking immunotherapies stimulate macrophage-mediated destruction of small-cell lung cancer. J. Clin. Investig. 2016, 126,
2610–2620. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12. Liang, C.; Li, F.; Wang, L.; Zhang, Z.K.; Wang, C.; He, B.; Li, J.; Chen, Z.; Shaikh, A.B.; Liu, J.; et al. Tumor cell-targeted delivery of
CRISPR/Cas9 by aptamer-functionalized lipopolymer for therapeutic genome editing of vegfa in osteosarcoma. Biomaterials 2017,
147, 68–85. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Cyranoski, D. CRISPR gene-editing tested in a person for the first time. Nature 2016, 539, 479. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
14. Zheng, R.; Zhang, L.; Parvin, R.; Su, L.; Chi, J.; Shi, K.; Ye, F.; Huang, X. Progress and perspective of CRISPR-Cas9 technology in

translational medicine. Adv. Sci. 2023, 10, e2300195. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
15. Stadtmauer, E.A.; Fraietta, J.A.; Davis, M.M.; Cohen, A.D.; Weber, K.L.; Lancaster, E.; Mangan, P.A.; Kulikovskaya, I.; Gupta, M.;

Chen, F.; et al. CRISPR-engineered t cells in patients with refractory cancer. Science 2020, 367, eaba7365. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
16. Gillmore, J.D.; Gane, E.; Taubel, J.; Kao, J.; Fontana, M.; Maitland, M.L.; Seitzer, J.; O’Connell, D.; Walsh, K.R.; Wood, K.; et al.

CRISPR-Cas9 in vivo gene editing for transthyretin amyloidosis. N. Engl. J. Med. 2021, 385, 493–502. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
17. Frangoul, H.; Altshuler, D.; Cappellini, M.D.; Chen, Y.S.; Domm, J.; Eustace, B.K.; Foell, J.; de la Fuente, J.; Grupp, S.; Hand-

gretinger, R.; et al. CRISPR-Cas9 gene editing for sickle cell disease and β-thalassemia. N. Engl. J. Med. 2021, 384, 252–260.
[CrossRef]

18. Fu, B.; Liao, J.; Chen, S.; Li, W.; Wang, Q.; Hu, J.; Yang, F.; Hsiao, S.; Jiang, Y.; Wang, L.; et al. CRISPR-Cas9-mediated gene editing
of the bcl11a enhancer for pediatric β(0)/β(0) transfusion-dependent β-thalassemia. Nat. Med. 2022, 28, 1573–1580. [CrossRef]

19. Ishida, K.; Gee, P.; Hotta, A. Minimizing off-target mutagenesis risks caused by programmable nucleases. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2015, 16,
24751–24771. [CrossRef]

20. Li, L.; Hu, S.; Chen, X. Non-viral delivery systems for CRISPR/Cas9-based genome editing: Challenges and opportunities.
Biomaterials 2018, 171, 207–218. [CrossRef]

21. Zuris, J.A.; Thompson, D.B.; Shu, Y.; Guilinger, J.P.; Bessen, J.L.; Hu, J.H.; Maeder, M.L.; Joung, J.K.; Chen, Z.Y.; Liu, D.R. Cationic
lipid-mediated delivery of proteins enables efficient protein-based genome editing in vitro and in vivo. Nat. Biotechnol. 2015, 33,
73–80. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

22. Deng, S.; Li, X.; Liu, S.; Chen, J.; Li, M.; Chew, S.Y.; Leong, K.W.; Cheng, D. Codelivery of CRISPR-Cas9 and chlorin e6 for spatially
controlled tumor-specific gene editing with synergistic drug effects. Sci. Adv. 2020, 6, eabb4005. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Cheng, Q.; Wei, T.; Farbiak, L.; Johnson, L.T.; Dilliard, S.A.; Siegwart, D.J. Selective organ targeting (sort) nanoparticles for
tissue-specific mRNA delivery and CRISPR-Cas gene editing. Nat. Nanotechnol. 2020, 15, 313–320. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

24. Rosenblum, D.; Gutkin, A.; Kedmi, R.; Ramishetti, S.; Veiga, N.; Jacobi, A.M.; Schubert, M.S.; Friedmann-Morvinski, D.; Cohen,
Z.R.; Behlke, M.A.; et al. CRISPR-Cas9 genome editing using targeted lipid nanoparticles for cancer therapy. Sci. Adv. 2020, 6,
eabc9450. [CrossRef]

25. Wan, T.; Zhong, J.; Pan, Q.; Zhou, T.; Ping, Y.; Liu, X. Exosome-mediated delivery of Cas9 ribonucleoprotein complexes for
tissue-specific gene therapy of liver diseases. Sci. Adv. 2022, 8, eabp9435. [CrossRef]

26. Yang, C.; Fu, Y.; Huang, C.; Hu, D.; Zhou, K.; Hao, Y.; Chu, B.; Yang, Y.; Qian, Z. Chlorin e6 and CRISPR-Cas9 dual-loading
system with deep penetration for a synergistic tumoral photodynamic-immunotherapy. Biomaterials 2020, 255, 120194. [CrossRef]

27. Yang, S.; Wu, Y.; Zhong, W.; Chen, R.; Wang, M.; Chen, M. Gsh/ph dual activatable crosslinked and fluorinated pei for cancer
gene therapy through endogenous iron de-hijacking and in situ ros amplification. Adv. Mater. 2023, 35, e2304098. [CrossRef]

28. Wang, P.; Zhang, L.; Xie, Y.; Wang, N.; Tang, R.; Zheng, W.; Jiang, X. Genome editing for cancer therapy: Delivery of Cas9
protein/sgRNA plasmid via a gold nanocluster/lipid core-shell nanocarrier. Adv. Sci. 2017, 4, 1700175. [CrossRef]

29. Song, X.; Liu, C.; Wang, N.; Huang, H.; He, S.; Gong, C.; Wei, Y. Delivery of CRISPR/Cas systems for cancer gene therapy and
immunotherapy. Adv. Drug Deliv. Rev. 2021, 168, 158–180. [CrossRef]

30. Taha, E.A.; Lee, J.; Hotta, A. Delivery of CRISPR-Cas tools for in vivo genome editing therapy: Trends and challenges. J. Control.
Release 2022, 342, 345–361. [CrossRef]

31. Cong, L.; Ran, F.A.; Cox, D.; Lin, S.; Barretto, R.; Habib, N.; Hsu, P.D.; Wu, X.; Jiang, W.; Marraffini, L.A.; et al. Multiplex genome
engineering using CRISPR/Cas systems. Science 2013, 339, 819–823. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

32. Mout, R.; Ray, M.; Lee, Y.W.; Scaletti, F.; Rotello, V.M. In vivo delivery of CRISPR/Cas9 for therapeutic gene editing: Progress and
challenges. Bioconjugate Chem. 2017, 28, 880–884. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1225829
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1705441114
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature07260
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.6b04261
https://doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-16-1300
https://doi.org/10.1172/JCI81603
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27294525
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2017.09.015
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28938163
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature.2016.20988
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27882996
https://doi.org/10.1002/advs.202300195
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/37356052
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aba7365
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32029687
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa2107454
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34215024
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa2031054
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41591-022-01906-z
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms161024751
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2018.04.031
https://doi.org/10.1038/nbt.3081
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25357182
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.abb4005
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32832641
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41565-020-0669-6
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32251383
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.abc9450
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.abp9435
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2020.120194
https://doi.org/10.1002/adma.202304098
https://doi.org/10.1002/advs.201700175
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.addr.2020.04.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jconrel.2022.01.013
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1231143
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23287718
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.bioconjchem.7b00057
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28263568


Pharmaceutics 2024, 16, 62 20 of 22

33. Liu, C.; Zhang, L.; Liu, H.; Cheng, K. Delivery strategies of the CRISPR-Cas9 gene-editing system for therapeutic applications.
J. Control. Release 2017, 266, 17–26. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Johnson, R.D.; Jasin, M. Sister chromatid gene conversion is a prominent double-strand break repair pathway in mammalian cells.
EMBO J. 2000, 19, 3398–3407. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

35. Mao, Z.; Bozzella, M.; Seluanov, A.; Gorbunova, V. Comparison of nonhomologous end joining and homologous recombination
in human cells. DNA Repair 2008, 7, 1765–1771. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

36. Aravalli, R.N.; Steer, C.J. CRISPR/Cas9 therapeutics for liver diseases. J. Cell. Biochem. 2018, 119, 4265–4278. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
37. Yi, L.; Li, J. CRISPR-Cas9 therapeutics in cancer: Promising strategies and present challenges. Biochim. Biophys. Acta 2016, 1866,

197–207. [CrossRef]
38. Min, Y.L.; Li, H.; Rodriguez-Caycedo, C.; Mireault, A.A.; Huang, J.; Shelton, J.M.; McAnally, J.R.; Amoasii, L.; Mammen, P.P.A.;

Bassel-Duby, R.; et al. CRISPR-Cas9 corrects duchenne muscular dystrophy exon 44 deletion mutations in mice and human cells.
Sci. Adv. 2019, 5, eaav4324. [CrossRef]

39. Yin, H.; Xue, W.; Chen, S.; Bogorad, R.L.; Benedetti, E.; Grompe, M.; Koteliansky, V.; Sharp, P.A.; Jacks, T.; Anderson, D.G. Genome
editing with Cas9 in adult mice corrects a disease mutation and phenotype. Nat. Biotechnol. 2014, 32, 551–553. [CrossRef]

40. Ding, Q.; Strong, A.; Patel, K.M.; Ng, S.L.; Gosis, B.S.; Regan, S.N.; Cowan, C.A.; Rader, D.J.; Musunuru, K. Permanent alteration
of pcsk9 with in vivo CRISPR-Cas9 genome editing. Circ. Res. 2014, 115, 488–492. [CrossRef]

41. Zhang, B.-C.; Luo, B.-Y.; Zou, J.-J.; Wu, P.-Y.; Jiang, J.-L.; Le, J.-Q.; Zhao, R.-R.; Chen, L.; Shao, J.-W. Co-delivery of sorafenib and
CRISPR/Cas9 based on targeted core–shell hollow mesoporous organosilica nanoparticles for synergistic hcc therapy. ACS Appl.
Mater. Interfaces 2020, 12, 57362–57372. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

42. He, Z.Y.; Zhang, Y.G.; Yang, Y.H.; Ma, C.C.; Wang, P.; Du, W.; Li, L.; Xiang, R.; Song, X.R.; Zhao, X.; et al. In vivo ovarian cancer
gene therapy using CRISPR-Cas9. Hum. Gene Ther. 2018, 29, 223–233. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

43. Lin, M.; Yang, Z.; Yang, Y.; Peng, Y.; Li, J.; Du, Y.; Sun, Q.; Gao, D.; Yuan, Q.; Zhou, Y.; et al. CRISPR-based in situ engineering
tumor cells to reprogram macrophages for effective cancer immunotherapy. Nano Today 2022, 42, 101359. [CrossRef]

44. Kennedy, E.M.; Kornepati, A.V.; Goldstein, M.; Bogerd, H.P.; Poling, B.C.; Whisnant, A.W.; Kastan, M.B.; Cullen, B.R. Inactivation
of the human papillomavirus e6 or e7 gene in cervical carcinoma cells by using a bacterial CRISPR/Cas RNA-guided endonuclease.
J. Virol. 2014, 88, 11965–11972. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

45. Jiang, C.; Mei, M.; Li, B.; Zhu, X.; Zu, W.; Tian, Y.; Wang, Q.; Guo, Y.; Dong, Y.; Tan, X. A non-viral CRISPR/Cas9 delivery system
for therapeutically targeting hbv DNA and pcsk9 in vivo. Cell Res. 2017, 27, 440–443. [CrossRef]

46. Liang, X.; Potter, J.; Kumar, S.; Zou, Y.; Quintanilla, R.; Sridharan, M.; Carte, J.; Chen, W.; Roark, N.; Ranganathan, S.; et al. Rapid
and highly efficient mammalian cell engineering via Cas9 protein transfection. J. Biotechnol. 2015, 208, 44–53. [CrossRef]

47. Tong, S.; Moyo, B.; Lee, C.M.; Leong, K.; Bao, G. Engineered materials for in vivo delivery of genome-editing machinery. Nat. Rev.
Mater. 2019, 4, 726–737. [CrossRef]

48. Wang, H.X.; Li, M.; Lee, C.M.; Chakraborty, S.; Kim, H.W.; Bao, G.; Leong, K.W. CRISPR/Cas9-based genome editing for disease
modeling and therapy: Challenges and opportunities for nonviral delivery. Chem. Rev. 2017, 117, 9874–9906. [CrossRef]

49. Mali, P.; Yang, L.; Esvelt, K.M.; Aach, J.; Guell, M.; DiCarlo, J.E.; Norville, J.E.; Church, G.M. RNA-guided human genome
engineering via Cas9. Science 2013, 339, 823–826. [CrossRef]

50. Zetsche, B.; Gootenberg, J.S.; Abudayyeh, O.O.; Slaymaker, I.M.; Makarova, K.S.; Essletzbichler, P.; Volz, S.E.; Joung, J.; van der
Oost, J.; Regev, A.; et al. Cpf1 is a single RNA-guided endonuclease of a class 2 CRISPR-Cas system. Cell 2015, 163, 759–771.
[CrossRef]

51. Behr, M.; Zhou, J.; Xu, B.; Zhang, H. In vivo delivery of CRISPR-Cas9 therapeutics: Progress and challenges. Acta Pharm. Sin. B
2021, 11, 2150–2171. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

52. Chen, D.J.; Majors, B.S.; Zelikin, A.; Putnam, D. Structure-function relationships of gene delivery vectors in a limited polycation
library. J. Control. Release 2005, 103, 273–283. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

53. Shim, M.S.; Kwon, Y.J. Stimuli-responsive polymers and nanomaterials for gene delivery and imaging applications. Adv. Drug
Deliv. Rev. 2012, 64, 1046–1059. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

54. Ma, Y.; Gao, W.; Zhang, Y.; Yang, M.; Yan, X.; Zhang, Y.; Li, G.; Liu, C.; Xu, C.; Zhang, M. Biomimetic mof nanoparticles delivery
of c-dot nanozyme and CRISPR/Cas9 system for site-specific treatment of ulcerative colitis. ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2022, 14,
6358–6369. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

55. Chen, X.; Chen, Y.; Xin, H.; Wan, T.; Ping, Y. Near-infrared optogenetic engineering of photothermal nanoCRISPR for pro-
grammable genome editing. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2020, 117, 2395–2405. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

56. Dumontel, B.; Conejo-Rodríguez, V.; Vallet-Regí, M.; Manzano, M. Natural biopolymers as smart coating materials of mesoporous
silica nanoparticles for drug delivery. Pharmaceutics 2023, 15, 447. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

57. He, X.Y.; Liu, B.Y.; Peng, Y.; Zhuo, R.X.; Cheng, S.X. Multifunctional vector for delivery of genome editing plasmid targeting
β-catenin to remodulate cancer cell properties. ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2019, 11, 226–237. [CrossRef]

58. Li, Q.; Lv, X.; Tang, C.; Yin, C. Co-delivery of doxorubicin and CRISPR/Cas9 or RNAi-expressing plasmid by chitosan-based
nanoparticle for cancer therapy. Carbohydr. Polym. 2022, 287, 119315. [CrossRef]

59. Song, N.; Chu, Y.; Li, S.; Dong, Y.; Fan, X.; Tang, J.; Guo, Y.; Teng, G.; Yao, C.; Yang, D. Cascade dynamic assembly/disassembly of
DNA nanoframework enabling the controlled delivery of CRISPR-Cas9 system. Sci. Adv. 2023, 9, eadi3602. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jconrel.2017.09.012
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28911805
https://doi.org/10.1093/emboj/19.13.3398
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10880452
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dnarep.2008.06.018
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18675941
https://doi.org/10.1002/jcb.26627
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29266637
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbcan.2016.09.002
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aav4324
https://doi.org/10.1038/nbt.2884
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCRESAHA.115.304351
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.0c17660
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33301289
https://doi.org/10.1089/hum.2017.209
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29338433
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nantod.2021.101359
https://doi.org/10.1128/JVI.01879-14
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25100830
https://doi.org/10.1038/cr.2017.16
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbiotec.2015.04.024
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41578-019-0145-9
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemrev.6b00799
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1232033
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2015.09.038
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsb.2021.05.020
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34522582
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jconrel.2004.11.028
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15710517
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.addr.2012.01.018
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22329941
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.1c21700
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35099925
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1912220117
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31941712
https://doi.org/10.3390/pharmaceutics15020447
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36839771
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.8b17481
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.carbpol.2022.119315
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.adi3602


Pharmaceutics 2024, 16, 62 21 of 22

60. Botelho da Silva, S.; Krolicka, M.; van den Broek, L.A.M.; Frissen, A.E.; Boeriu, C.G. Water-soluble chitosan derivatives and
ph-responsive hydrogels by selective c-6 oxidation mediated by tempo-laccase redox system. Carbohydr. Polym. 2018, 186, 299–309.
[CrossRef]

61. Krishnan, R.A.; Deshmukh, P.; Agarwal, S.; Purohit, P.; Dhoble, D.; Waske, P.; Khandekar, D.; Jain, R.; Dandekar, P. Proton play in
the formation of low molecular weight chitosan (lwcs) by hydrolyzing chitosan with a carbon based solid acid. Carbohydr. Polym.
2016, 151, 417–425. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

62. Desai, N.; Rana, D.; Salave, S.; Gupta, R.; Patel, P.; Karunakaran, B.; Sharma, A.; Giri, J.; Benival, D.; Kommineni, N. Chitosan: A
potential biopolymer in drug delivery and biomedical applications. Pharmaceutics 2023, 15, 1313. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

63. MacLaughlin, F.C.; Mumper, R.J.; Wang, J.; Tagliaferri, J.M.; Gill, I.; Hinchcliffe, M.; Rolland, A.P. Chitosan and depolymerized
chitosan oligomers as condensing carriers for in vivo plasmid delivery. J. Control. Release 1998, 56, 259–272. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

64. Caprifico, A.E.; Foot, P.J.S.; Polycarpou, E.; Calabrese, G. Advances in chitosan-based CRISPR/Cas9 delivery systems. Pharmaceu-
tics 2022, 14, 1840. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

65. Saranya, N.; Moorthi, A.; Saravanan, S.; Devi, M.P.; Selvamurugan, N. Chitosan and its derivatives for gene delivery. Int. J. Biol.
Macromol. 2011, 48, 234–238. [CrossRef]

66. Zhang, H.; Bahamondez-Canas, T.F.; Zhang, Y.; Leal, J.; Smyth, H.D.C. Pegylated chitosan for nonviral aerosol and mucosal
delivery of the CRISPR/Cas9 system in vitro. Mol. Pharm. 2018, 15, 4814–4826. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

67. Yoshinaga, N.; Zhou, J.K.; Xu, C.; Quek, C.H.; Zhu, Y.; Tang, D.; Hung, L.Y.; Najjar, S.A.; Shiu, C.Y.A.; Margolis, K.G.; et al.
Phenylboronic acid-functionalized polyplexes tailored to oral CRISPR delivery. Nano Lett. 2023, 23, 757–764. [CrossRef]

68. Khademi, Z.; Ramezani, M.; Alibolandi, M.; Zirak, M.R.; Salmasi, Z.; Abnous, K.; Taghdisi, S.M. A novel dual-targeting delivery
system for specific delivery of CRISPR/Cas9 using hyaluronic acid, chitosan and as1411. Carbohydr. Polym. 2022, 292, 119691.
[CrossRef]

69. Liu, B.Y.; He, X.Y.; Zhuo, R.X.; Cheng, S.X. Tumor targeted genome editing mediated by a multi-functional gene vector for
regulating cell behaviors. J. Control. Release 2018, 291, 90–98. [CrossRef]

70. Qiao, J.; Sun, W.; Lin, S.; Jin, R.; Ma, L.; Liu, Y. Cytosolic delivery of CRISPR/Cas9 ribonucleoproteins for genome editing using
chitosan-coated red fluorescent protein. Chem. Commun. 2019, 55, 4707–4710. [CrossRef]

71. Karim, A.; Rehman, A.; Feng, J.; Noreen, A.; Assadpour, E.; Kharazmi, M.S.; Lianfu, Z.; Jafari, S.M. Alginate-based nanocarriers
for the delivery and controlled-release of bioactive compounds. Adv. Colloid Interface Sci. 2022, 307, 102744. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

72. Lee, K.Y.; Mooney, D.J. Alginate: Properties and biomedical applications. Prog. Polym. Sci. 2012, 37, 106–126. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
73. Ren, X.H.; Xu, C.; Li, L.L.; Zuo, Y.; Han, D.; He, X.Y.; Cheng, S.X. A targeting delivery system for effective genome editing in

leukemia cells to reverse malignancy. J. Control. Release 2022, 343, 645–656. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
74. Zhan, Y.R.; Chen, P.; He, X.; Hei, M.W.; Zhang, J.; Yu, X.Q. Sodium alginate-doping cationic nanoparticle as dual gene delivery

system for genetically bimodal therapy. Biomacromolecules 2022, 23, 5312–5321. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
75. Guo, P.; Yang, J.; Huang, J.; Auguste, D.T.; Moses, M.A. Therapeutic genome editing of triple-negative breast tumors using a

noncationic and deformable nanolipogel. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2019, 116, 18295–18303. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
76. Luo, Z.; Dai, Y.; Gao, H. Development and application of hyaluronic acid in tumor targeting drug delivery. Acta Pharm. Sin. B

2019, 9, 1099–1112. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
77. Vogus, D.R.; Evans, M.A.; Pusuluri, A.; Barajas, A.; Zhang, M.; Krishnan, V.; Nowak, M.; Menegatti, S.; Helgeson, M.E.; Squires,

T.M.; et al. A hyaluronic acid conjugate engineered to synergistically and sequentially deliver gemcitabine and doxorubicin to
treat triple negative breast cancer. J. Control. Release 2017, 267, 191–202. [CrossRef]

78. Chen, Z.-X.; Liu, M.-D.; Zhang, M.-K.; Wang, S.-B.; Xu, L.; Li, C.-X.; Gao, F.; Xie, B.-R.; Zhong, Z.-L.; Zhang, X.-Z. Interfering with
lactate-fueled respiration for enhanced photodynamic tumor therapy by a porphyrinic mof nanoplatform. Adv. Funct. Mater.
2018, 28, 1803498. [CrossRef]

79. Wang, L.; Liu, C.; Wang, X.; Ma, S.; Liu, F.; Zhang, Y.; Wang, Y.; Shen, M.; Wu, X.; Wu, Q.; et al. Tumor-specific activated
nano-domino-CRISPR to amplify intrinsic oxidative and activate endogenous apoptosis for spatiotemporally specific therapy.
Biomaterials 2023, 295, 122056. [CrossRef]

80. Huang, X.; Ou, C.; Shu, Y.; Wang, Y.; Gong, S.; Luo, R.; Chen, S.; Wu, Q.; Gong, C. A self-sustained nanoplatform reverses
trail-resistance of pancreatic cancer through coactivating of exogenous and endogenous apoptotic pathway. Biomaterials 2021, 272,
120795. [CrossRef]

81. Yang, J.; Song, L.; Shen, M.; Gou, X.; Bai, L.; Wang, L.; Zhang, W.; Wu, Q.; Gong, C. Hierarchically responsive tumor-
microenvironment-activated nano-artificial virus for precise exogenous and endogenous apoptosis coactivation. Adv. Funct.
Mater. 2021, 31, 2104423. [CrossRef]

82. Yang, S.; Ou, C.; Wang, L.; Liu, X.; Yang, J.; Wang, X.; Wang, M.; Shen, M.; Wu, Q.; Gong, C. Virus-esque nucleus-targeting
nanoparticles deliver trojan plasmid for release of anti-tumor shuttle protein. J. Control. Release 2020, 320, 253–264. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

83. Yang, J.; Li, Z.; Shen, M.; Wang, Y.; Wang, L.; Li, J.; Yang, W.; Li, J.; Li, H.; Wang, X.; et al. Programmable unlocking nano-
matryoshka-CRISPR precisely reverses immunosuppression to unleash cascade amplified adaptive immune response. Adv. Sci.
2021, 8, 2100292. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

84. Ortiz Mellet, C.; García Fernández, J.M.; Benito, J.M. Cyclodextrin-based gene delivery systems. Chem. Soc. Rev. 2011, 40,
1586–1608. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.carbpol.2018.01.050
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.carbpol.2016.05.082
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27474584
https://doi.org/10.3390/pharmaceutics15041313
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/37111795
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-3659(98)00097-2
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9801449
https://doi.org/10.3390/pharmaceutics14091840
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36145588
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijbiomac.2010.11.013
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.molpharmaceut.8b00434
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30222933
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.2c02306
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.carbpol.2022.119691
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jconrel.2018.10.018
https://doi.org/10.1039/C9CC00010K
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cis.2022.102744
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35878506
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.progpolymsci.2011.06.003
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22125349
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jconrel.2022.02.012
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35157940
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.biomac.2c01119
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36346945
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1904697116
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31451668
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsb.2019.06.004
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31867159
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jconrel.2017.08.016
https://doi.org/10.1002/adfm.201803498
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2023.122056
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2021.120795
https://doi.org/10.1002/adfm.202104423
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jconrel.2020.01.037
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31972241
https://doi.org/10.1002/advs.202100292
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34258164
https://doi.org/10.1039/C0CS00019A
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21042619


Pharmaceutics 2024, 16, 62 22 of 22

85. Zhang, J.; Ma, P.X. Cyclodextrin-based supramolecular systems for drug delivery: Recent progress and future perspective. Adv.
Drug Deliv. Rev. 2013, 65, 1215–1233. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

86. Hu, Q.; Wu, M.; Fang, C.; Cheng, C.; Zhao, M.; Fang, W.; Chu, P.K.; Ping, Y.; Tang, G. Engineering nanoparticle-coated bacteria as
oral DNA vaccines for cancer immunotherapy. Nano Lett. 2015, 15, 2732–2739. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

87. Ping, Y.; Hu, Q.; Tang, G.; Li, J. Fgfr-targeted gene delivery mediated by supramolecular assembly between β-cyclodextrin-
crosslinked pei and redox-sensitive peg. Biomaterials 2013, 34, 6482–6494. [CrossRef]

88. Zhang, Z.; Wan, T.; Chen, Y.; Chen, Y.; Sun, H.; Cao, T.; Songyang, Z.; Tang, G.; Wu, C.; Ping, Y.; et al. Cationic polymer-mediated
CRISPR/Cas9 plasmid delivery for genome editing. Macromol. Rapid Commun. 2019, 40, e1800068. [CrossRef]

89. Taharabaru, T.; Yokoyama, R.; Higashi, T.; Mohammed, A.F.A.; Inoue, M.; Maeda, Y.; Niidome, T.; Onodera, R.; Motoyama, K.
Genome editing in a wide area of the brain using dendrimer-based ternary polyplexes of Cas9 ribonucleoprotein. ACS Appl.
Mater. Interfaces 2020, 12, 21386–21397. [CrossRef]

90. Liu, J.; Luo, T.; Xue, Y.; Mao, L.; Stang, P.J.; Wang, M. Hierarchical self-assembly of discrete metal-organic cages into supramolecular
nanoparticles for intracellular protein delivery. Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. Engl. 2021, 60, 5429–5435. [CrossRef]

91. Wan, T.; Chen, Y.; Pan, Q.; Xu, X.; Kang, Y.; Gao, X.; Huang, F.; Wu, C.; Ping, Y. Genome editing of mutant kras through
supramolecular polymer-mediated delivery of Cas9 ribonucleoprotein for colorectal cancer therapy. J. Control. Release 2020, 322,
236–247. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

92. Wang, Y.; Ma, B.; Abdeen, A.A.; Chen, G.; Xie, R.; Saha, K.; Gong, S. Versatile redox-responsive polyplexes for the delivery of
plasmid DNA, messenger RNA, and CRISPR-Cas9 genome-editing machinery. ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2018, 10, 31915–31927.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

93. He, H.; Ye, J.; Liu, E.; Liang, Q.; Liu, Q.; Yang, V.C. Low molecular weight protamine (lmwp): A nontoxic protamine substitute
and an effective cell-penetrating peptide. J. Control. Release 2014, 193, 63–73. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

94. Liu, B.Y.; He, X.Y.; Zhuo, R.X.; Cheng, S.X. Reversal of tumor malignization and modulation of cell behaviors through genome
editing mediated by a multi-functional nanovector. Nanoscale 2018, 10, 21209–21218. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

95. Tao, Y.; Yi, K.; Hu, H.; Shao, D.; Li, M. Coassembly of nucleus-targeting gold nanoclusters with CRISPR/Cas9 for simultaneous
bioimaging and therapeutic genome editing. J. Mater. Chem. B 2021, 9, 94–100. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

96. Iida, K.; Tsuchiya, A.; Tamura, M.; Yamamoto, K.; Kawata, S.; Ishihara-Sugano, M.; Kato, M.; Kitamura, T.; Goyama, S. Runx1
inhibition using lipid nanoparticle-mediated silencing RNA delivery as an effective treatment for acute leukemias. Exp. Hematol.
2022, 112, 1–8. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

97. Wang, Y.; Tang, Y.; Zhao, X.M.; Huang, G.; Gong, J.H.; Yang, S.D.; Li, H.; Wan, W.J.; Jia, C.H.; Chen, G.; et al. A multifunctional
non-viral vector for the delivery of mth1-targeted CRISPR/Cas9 system for non-small cell lung cancer therapy. Acta Biomater.
2022, 153, 481–493. [CrossRef]

98. Liu, B.Y.; He, X.Y.; Xu, C.; Xu, L.; Ai, S.L.; Cheng, S.X.; Zhuo, R.X. A dual-targeting delivery system for effective genome editing
and in situ detecting related protein expression in edited cells. Biomacromolecules 2018, 19, 2957–2968. [CrossRef]

99. Zhang, L.; Wang, P.; Feng, Q.; Wang, N.; Chen, Z.; Huang, Y.; Zheng, W.; Jiang, X. Lipid nanoparticle-mediated efficient delivery
of CRISPR/Cas9 for tumor therapy. NPG Asia Mater. 2017, 9, e441. [CrossRef]

100. Qiao, L.; Gao, M.; Yi, X.; Peng, H.; Zhang, R.; Yao, W.; Sun, G.; He, X. Biomimetic gene editing system for precise tumor cell
reprogramming and augmented tumor therapy. J. Control. Release 2023, 356, 663–677. [CrossRef]

101. Kim, S.M.; Shin, S.C.; Kim, E.E.; Kim, S.H.; Park, K.; Oh, S.J.; Jang, M. Simple in vivo gene editing via direct self-assembly of Cas9
ribonucleoprotein complexes for cancer treatment. ACS Nano 2018, 12, 7750–7760. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

102. Hu, Q.; Wang, S.; Wang, L.; Gu, H.; Fan, C. DNA nanostructure-based systems for intelligent delivery of therapeutic oligonu-
cleotides. Adv. Healthc. Mater. 2018, 7, e1701153. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

103. Sun, W.; Ji, W.; Hall, J.M.; Hu, Q.; Wang, C.; Beisel, C.L.; Gu, Z. Self-assembled DNA nanoclews for the efficient delivery of
CRISPR-Cas9 for genome editing. Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. Engl. 2015, 54, 12029–12033. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

104. Shi, J.; Yang, X.; Li, Y.; Wang, D.; Liu, W.; Zhang, Z.; Liu, J.; Zhang, K. MicroRNA-responsive release of Cas9/sgRNA from DNA
nanoflower for cytosolic protein delivery and enhanced genome editing. Biomaterials 2020, 256, 120221. [CrossRef]

105. Li, F.; Song, N.; Dong, Y.; Li, S.; Li, L.; Liu, Y.; Li, Z.; Yang, D. A proton-activatable DNA-based nanosystem enables co-delivery of
CRISPR/Cas9 and dnazyme for combined gene therapy. Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. Engl. 2022, 61, e202116569. [CrossRef]

106. Kleinstiver, B.P.; Pattanayak, V.; Prew, M.S.; Tsai, S.Q.; Nguyen, N.T.; Zheng, Z.; Joung, J.K. High-fidelity CRISPR-Cas9 nucleases
with no detectable genome-wide off-target effects. Nature 2016, 529, 490–495. [CrossRef]

107. Morgens, D.W.; Deans, R.M.; Li, A.; Bassik, M.C. Systematic comparison of CRISPR/Cas9 and RNAi screens for essential genes.
Nat. Biotechnol. 2016, 34, 634–636. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.addr.2013.05.001
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23673149
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.5b00570
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25806599
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2013.03.071
https://doi.org/10.1002/marc.201800068
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.9b21667
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.202013904
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jconrel.2020.03.015
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32169537
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.8b09642
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30222305
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jconrel.2014.05.056
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24943246
https://doi.org/10.1039/C8NR07321J
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30417194
https://doi.org/10.1039/D0TB01925A
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33220661
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.exphem.2022.05.001
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35644277
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actbio.2022.09.046
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.biomac.8b00511
https://doi.org/10.1038/am.2017.185
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jconrel.2023.03.020
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.8b01670
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30028587
https://doi.org/10.1002/adhm.201701153
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29356400
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201506030
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26310292
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2020.120221
https://doi.org/10.1002/anie.202116569
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature16526
https://doi.org/10.1038/nbt.3567

	Introduction 
	CRISPR/Cas9-Mediated Gene Editing System 
	Mechanism of CRISPR/Cas9 
	Three Forms of CRISPR/Cas9 Delivery 
	DNA (Plasmid)-Based Delivery 
	mRNA-Based Delivery 
	Protein-Based Delivery 

	Multiple Barriers of Delivery 

	CRISPR/Cas9-Based Delivery Strategies 
	Polysaccharide-Based Delivery of CRISPR/Cas9 
	Chitosan 
	Alginate 
	Hyaluronic Acid 
	Cyclodextrin 

	Protein-Based Delivery of CRISPR/Cas9 
	Polynucleotide-Based Delivery of CRISPR/Cas9 

	Conclusions and Outlooks 
	References

