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Abstract: Multidrug resistance in bacterial strains known as superbugs is estimated to cause fatal
infections worldwide. Migration and urbanization have resulted in overcrowding and inadequate
sanitation, contributing to a high risk of superbug infections within and between different commu-
nities. The CRISPR-Cas system, mainly type II, has been projected as a robust tool to precisely edit
drug-resistant bacterial genomes to combat antibiotic-resistant bacterial strains effectively. To entirely
opt for its potential, advanced development in the CRISPR-Cas system is needed to reduce toxicity
and promote efficacy in gene-editing applications. This might involve base-editing techniques used
to produce point mutations. These methods employ designed Cas9 variations, such as the adenine
base editor (ABE) and the cytidine base editor (CBE), to directly edit single base pairs without causing
DSBs. The CBE and ABE could change a target base pair into a different one (for example, G-C to
A-T or C-G to A-T). In this review, we addressed the limitations of the CRISPR/Cas system and
explored strategies for circumventing these limitations by applying diverse base-editing techniques.
Furthermore, we also discussed recent research showcasing the ability of base editors to eliminate
drug-resistant microbes.
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1. Introduction

Since the discovery of the first antibiotics, researchers have prioritized the development
of novel strategies to use against bacterial infections. The world has certainly been forced
to implement considerable obstacles to tackle this issue because the propensity of disease-
causing microbes to acquire antibiotic resistance has swiftly expanded. Ergo, superbugs
are addressed in light of this; these are bacterial strains that have evolved resistance to a
variety of medications used to treat common ailments. According to their ability to resist
infection, the World Health Organization (WHO) classified antibiotic-resistant bacteria
into 12 separate groups in 2017. Among this group, A. baumannii, P. aeruginosa, and
Enterobacter spp. were included on the list of the most critical pathogens that were found to
be responsible for causing high mortality in hospital patients [1]. The improper use and
overuse of antibiotics are two factors that contributed to the rise of superbugs [2]. Other
factors also included the ways that bacteria gain resistance to antimicrobial drugs, some of
which are highlighted here, such as random gene mutation [3], the transmission of resistance
genes via horizontal gene transfer (HGT) [4], altering the drug permeability or enhancing
the drug efflux [5], and having the potential to form biofilms [6]. Bacterial populations that
cause long-term infections have the potential to become tolerant to antibiotics due to the
presence of persister cells, which can result in chronic infections without any change to the
bacteria’s genetic makeup. Because of the multifaceted nature of their transmission, there
is an urgent need to develop innovative approaches for detecting, treating, and combating
superbug infections.

Several scientific studies have emphasized the harmful nature of superbugs and a
variety of ways to deal with them [7–9].

To date, various therapeutic approaches have been used to target the multidrug resis-
tance mechanisms exhibited by superbugs, including the development of next-generation
antibiotics, phage therapy as a promising alternative to antibiotics, the production of host
defense peptides (an alternative to conventional antibiotics), the use of plant-derived prod-
ucts like essential oils and medicinal extracts, and the use of quorum sensing inhibitors
(QSIs) and efflux pump inhibitors (EPIs) [10–12]. However, each of these traditional meth-
ods has drawbacks [13], and at the moment the FDA has passed judgment against the use
of phage-based therapy due to safety concerns [14].

Thus, to mitigate the emergence of superbugs’ resistance with minimal negative
impacts on humans or on the environment, CRISPR/Cas-based approaches have become
a widely adopted, hopeful alternative to conventional approaches. In comparison with
other DNA-based gene engineering techniques, CRISPR-Cas genome editing has been
hailed as being simple, adaptable, effective, and lacking the need for any specific markers
to identify the species of pathogenic bacteria. Despite this, it has the ability to precisely
target a specific sequence with a single guide RNA (gRNA) and its associated protein (Cas).
Typically, this system serves as an adaptive immunity, providing protection against foreign
genetic material [15]. For superbugs, on the other hand, it has a different mechanism of
action, acting as a transferable and integrative system to target antibiotic-resistant genes. It
induces DSBs (double-strand breaks) within the DNA of resistant bacteria and transforms
them into antibiotic-sensitive ones [16].

The invention of CRISPR-based genome editing has had a significant impact on the
medical field since it allows for the effective and precise identification and modification of
the genes responsible for bacterial drug resistance. Previous studies demonstrated that by
using the type II CRISPR-Cas9 system, a novel gene which makes bacteria highly resistant to
the last-resort class of antibiotics was discovered and knocked out from Escherichia coli [17].
In Mycobacterium tuberculosis, a CRISPR-Cas-III-A system was used to target interference
and crRNA processing using six csm and cas6 genes, respectively [18]. In essence, the
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CRISPR-Cas-III-A system was developed to build a powerful defense by identifying and
targeting RNA and cleaving co-transcriptionally active DNA [19]. Additionally, genetic
editing has been confirmed in a variety of antibiotic-resistant bacteria utilizing various
CRISPR techniques, such as CRISPR-Cas-II-A for Streptococcus agalactiae [20], or a CRISPR-
Cas12a strategy combined with nanozymes that is used to identify kanamycin-, ampicillin-
, and chloramphenicol-resistant genes [21]. Despite its widespread use, conventional
CRISPR-Cas-mediated gene editing has some drawbacks, including the creation of genomic
instability due to inaccurate off- and on-target editing, which may be triggered by the low
GC content of sgRNA, the use of protospacer adjacent motif (PAM-in) orientation, or using
an ineffective delivery technique to eliminate AMR genes [22,23].

To address this issue, base-editing procedures are now being used to reduce the occur-
rence of the aforementioned errors. We can use this strategy to make many changes to DNA
sequences without causing dsDNA cleavage. The two major components of base editors,
which enable this technology to change bases accurately, are a Cas enzyme and an ssDNA
for programmed DNA binding and a modifying enzyme for exact nucleotide modifica-
tion, respectively. To improve site-directed mutagenesis efficiency, DNA base editors have
fusion proteins (nickase Cas9, dead Cas9, or dead Cas12a/b) coupled to ssDNA-specific
nucleobase deaminases [24]. This article discusses the CRISPR/Cas system’s procedures
and limitations with a focus on base-editing techniques for battling superbugs.

It is important to learn that the CRISPR-Cas approach was preceded by several other
gene-editing methods such as TALEN and ZFN. Zinc finger nucleases (ZFNs) and transcrip-
tion activator-like effector nucleases (TALENs) have distinct drawbacks when compared
with the CRISPR-Cas system. ZFNs and TALENs require the design and engineering of cus-
tom proteins for each specific DNA target. This process can be laborious, time-consuming,
and costly, making them less accessible to many researchers. In contrast, CRISPR-Cas relies
on RNA guides, which are easier and more cost-effective to design and synthesize. While
all gene-editing methods can have off-target effects, ZFNs and TALENs are more prone to
off-target cleavage due to the intricacies of protein–DNA binding. CRISPR-Cas systems,
while not immune to off-target effects, have seen significant advancements in reducing
off-target cleavage through improved guide RNA design and specificity-enhancing modifi-
cations. Furthermore, CRISPR-Cas is highly versatile and can be easily retargeted by simply
changing the guide RNA sequence, allowing for efficient multiplexing and simultaneous
editing of multiple genes. ZFNs and TALENs lack the same level of flexibility and may
require significant reengineering for each new target. These features make CRISPR-Cas a
relatively more reliable, resilient, and cost-effective method of gene editing.

CRISPR-Cas was first discovered in bacteria and archaea, where it was discovered to
be involved in adaptive immunity [25]. This system can be used by bacteria and archaea to
recognize and neutralize plasmids and viruses that are invading their cells. Over the past
ten years, CRISPR-Cas has been modified for use in genetic engineering and gene editing.
Base editing and CRISPR-Cas gene editing are two important techniques for accurately
altering an organism’s DNA. The technology to treat genetic abnormalities [26], boost crop
yields [27], and develop innovative biotech applications [28] is now available because of
these advancements in technology. Because of technical advancements, scientists can now
carry out research and experiments more effectively, which means results can be produced
more quickly. Two recent developments in more precise technology are base editing and
CRISPR gene editing.

2. CRISPR-CAS Gene Editing: A Brief Overview about Target Superbugs

CRISPR-Cas systems can be used to disable genes responsible for antibiotic resistance
in superbugs, making them more susceptible to existing antibiotics and therefore easier
to treat [29]. Additionally, they are used to introduce desirable traits in bacteria, such as
the ability to produce antimicrobial compounds, allowing scientists to create “designer”
bacteria that can be used to fight off superbugs. Until this point, several research studies
have been published that altered antibiotic-resistant microorganisms using various CRISPR-
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Cas systems [16,30,31]. The type II CRISPR system is more efficient than the type I system
because it is faster, more specific, and has a higher success rate. Additionally, this system
can target multiple genes simultaneously, making it more versatile and effective. Each
sub-type II system also consists of different orthologs, further broadening the range of
applications for this technology. Orthologs are proteins that have similar structures and
functions but are produced by different species. The details of each ortholog that are used
for bacteria are given in Table 1.

Table 1. Features of the Cas9, Cas12, and Cas13 orthologs that are employed to modify the genomes
of superbugs.

Cas Nuclease Orthologs Origin Function

SpCas9

Streptococcus pyogenes

Mediated double-stranded DNA break (DSB)
creation with blunt end formation.

SpCas9-VQR It can successfully target and cleave DNA at sites
containing up to three mismatches.

dCas9 Control on or off gene expression.

xCas9

It can recognize PAM sequences that are up to five
base pairs in length, compared with the
three-base-pair PAM sequences required by
traditional Cas9.

SPG It only needs a G nucleotide to make edits.

SPRY
It can take advantage of various protospacer
adjacent motif site sequences to modify the genetic
material of bacteria.

Cas9n
Nickase activity is used to create a single-stranded
break in the target DNA by cutting specific parts of
the DNA sequence.

St1Cas9 Streptococcus thermophilus This allows for better targeting of DNA, reducing
unintended effects.

SaCas9 Staphylococcus aureus Similar to SpCas9, but smaller and easier to deliver
via viral or other vector-based systems.

NmCas9 Neisseria meningitidis It improves specificity and reduces off-target effects.

CjCas9 Campylobacter jejuni
It has lower cleavage activity than spCas9, making it
more suitable for applications that require fewer
DNA edits.

Cpf1-Cas12a Prevoltella and Francisella
It has a protospacer adjacent motif (PAM)
recognition pattern that allows it to cut DNA at
multiple sites in the target sequence.

C2c2-Cas12b Aquifex aeolicus Cuts DNA at a specific point and requires a guide
RNA to direct it to the appropriate target.

AsCpf1-Cas12c Acidaminococcus sp. Smaller editing window, making it ideal for very
precise gene-editing applications.

Cas13a Leptotrichia wadei RNA editing can be used for gene silencing through
RNA interference.

The CRISPR/Cas9 multiplexed detection system (Figure 1) was developed by the
Research Centre for Environmental and Management Sciences (RCEMS). Cas9-based DNA
probes are used in this method to isolate AMR genes associated with gram-negative bac-
teria [23]. Antibiotic-resistant genes can be quickly and precisely identified, edited, and
modified with the help of probes. Staphylococcus aureus is a common human pathogen,
and Bikard et al. [32] found that Cas9 may alter virulence factors in this bacteria species to
decrease it and protect animals from infection. CRISPR-Cas9 has been found to remove tar-
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get genes from bacterial chromosomes in a variety of bacteria, including Bacillus cereus [33],
Escherichia coli [34], Pseudomonas putida [35], and Streptococcus pneumonia [36]. Addi-
tionally, a fluorescent tag is used to indicate the presence of the target sequence, making
it considerably easier to detect and count bacteria and their associated AMR genes. E.
faecium strain E745 was used by Maat et al. [37] to investigate how removing the lacL gene
impacted galactosidase activity by employing GFP as a fluorescent protein reporter. For
more accurate and productive gene targeting, researchers are improving the CRISPR/Cas9
system. Nuclear localization signals have been added to either one or both of the protein
ends that make up the system to help fight the issue of drug resistance in bacteria.
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a genomic region with a PAM sequence of 5′-NGG-3′ when guided by a sgRNA. This results in a
double-stranded break.

CRISPR/Cas12: This method is used to modify microbes in order to produce an-
tibiotics and detect superbug populations, respectively. The technique involves using
CRISPR-Cas12 to identify the DNA of the superbug, then using Cas12 to precisely target
and destroy its genetic material. The Cas12 protein is a single-RNA guided endonucle-
ase that processes its own guide RNAs to recognize and cut its target DNA. Cas12 does
not need two RNAs like Cas9 does, nor does it possess inherent RNAse activity; instead,
it does not require a tracrRNA for processing of the pre-crRNA into mature crRNA [38]
(Figure 2). Cas12 also has a greater affinity for its target than Cas9, allowing for more precise
and efficient targeting of genomic sequences. This makes it a popular choice for genome-
editing applications [39]. A study by Li et al. [40] demonstrated the utility of a one-tube
RPA-CRISPR/Cas12a platform for rapid detection of Methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus
aureus (MRSA). Wang et al. [41] developed a platform with which they used multiplex
amplification polymerase chain reaction together with the CRISPR/Cas12a approach in
order to identify multidrug-resistant Acinetobacter baumannii (MDR-AB). Moreover, numer-
ous studies have been documented that create CRISPR/Cas12a-based systems to combat
different superbugs, including Corynebacterium glutamicum [42], Klebsiella pneumonia [43],
and Pseudomonas aeruginosa [44].
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CRISPR/Cas13, on the other hand, can be used against both DNA and RNA viruses. It
is possible to employ Cas13 to specifically target viral RNA and cleave it, preventing viral
transcription and replication (Figure 3). Additionally, the system could be used to target
specific bacterial genes or pathways, allowing for the development of targeted therapeutics
that could be more effective than traditional antibiotics [45]. The results from a study by
Kiga et al. [46] demonstrated that CRISPR-Cas13a was more effective than CRISPR-Cas9 at
reducing the expression of IMP-1 (Metallo-beta-lactamase-1), a carbapenem-resistant gene
that offers resistance to a broad range of beta-lactam antibiotics, including carbapenems.
When used in combination with a crRNA targeting blaIMP-1, Cas13a was shown to lead
to a 2–3-log decrease in bacterial cells. Their results suggest that CRISPR-Cas13a could be
a viable alternative to CRISPR-Cas9 for treating bacterial infections caused by multidrug-
resistant bacteria.

Limitations of Type II CRISPR/CAS System for Precision Superbugs

While the CRISPR/Cas system has made significant strides forward, it still has several
limits and restrictions that necessitate additional approaches for its resolution. Many differ-
ent strategies have been proposed and used in an effort to solve technological problems.
Because of their importance, especially in the context of treating superbugs, the technical
issues in CRISPR/Cas-II technology are discussed in this section, along with the most
recent attempts to address them.

Practically speaking, the CRISPR/CAS-II system is expensive and time-consuming
to use in practice. This can be a major obstacle for researchers who are attempting to
use the system to create precision superbugs. Due to collateral damage in the type II
CRISPR/CAS system, it has limited specificity, meaning that off-target effects are more
likely to occur. This can cause the superbug to undergo unexpected alterations, which
might result in the emergence of new bacterial strains with higher antibiotic resistance [47].
Cas9-interrupted and NHEJ-repaired genes can lose their function. This can happen if
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the repair is incomplete, or if the repair results in a frame shift mutation that causes the
gene to produce a nonfunctional protein [48]. Some limitations, like low survival rates
of B. subtilis phages after Cas9 attack, were observed when using vector pRH030 [49]. It
is possible that the large size of hp1 may have caused Cas9-induced indels to affect not
only hp1, but also other nearby genes, disrupting cellular processes such as cell cycle,
DNA replication, and DNA repair [50]. ScCas9, a Cas9 ortholog from Streptococcus canis,
has recently been identified with a 5′NNG3′ PAM specificity, similar sequence homology
to SpCas9 (89.2%), and comparable editing performance in both bacterial and human
cells [51]. Furthermore, there are several fundamental limits of CRISPR-Cas12 and Cas13
diagnostics that must be considered when using these technologies for diagnostics. First,
CRISPR-Cas12 and Cas13 enzymes require a relatively long target sequence, which can
limit their specificity. For example, Cas12 enzymes typically require 20–30 base pairs
in a sequence for recognition, while Cas13 enzymes typically require around 10 base
pairs. This means that, in general, CRISPR-Cas12 and Cas13 diagnostics are more likely
to detect similar but nontarget sequences, leading to false positive results [52]. Therefore,
the aforementioned issues can be avoided using fundamental editing methods. In the
fields of medicine, therapy, agriculture, and the natural sciences, base editing has already
demonstrated enormous promise [53–55].
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3. CRISPR/CAS Base Editing: A Brief Overview in Reference to Target Superbugs

Base editing is a technique that modifies the genome of living organisms without
removing double-stranded DNA breaks, even though it makes precise changes to single
nucleotide bases. The Cas9 endonuclease, in its modified form, is employed to enable
this type of single-base editing of a nucleotide in a target DNA sequence. dCas9 protein
is the term given to this modified Cas9 endonuclease [56]. dCas9 protein lacks nuclease
activity, which implies it lacks the capacity to cut DNA, but it can still detect and attach to
DNA when guided by guide RNA by employing a catalytically inactive Cas9 protein [57].
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Base editors have the ability to precisely and effectively alter a single base in the bacterial
genome, such as changing an A to a G, which would result in a mutation that would
diminish the bacteria’s resistance to an antibiotic.

Biotinylated dCas9 can be used to study DNA–DNA interactions, chromatin control,
epigenetic changes, and gene expression at a specific locus. These discoveries can be
applied to research long-range DNA interactions, histone changes, and how chromatin
affects gene expression [58]. To improve the effectiveness of gene expression, dCas9 can be
fused with individual transcriptional activator domains (VP64, P65, and Rta) or a group
(VPR) [59–62].

Additionally, dCas9 can be fused with gene suppressors such as KRABdCas9 in
order to suppress gene expression [63,64]. Cas9 or Cas12a proteins can be fused with
deaminase machinery to create powerful gene-editing tools. These enzymes allow editing
at a single base pair level without the need for homology-directed repair (HR). Amidst being
frequently utilized in animal cells, BEs have also been found in bacteria and plants, which
has expanded the range of genome-editing applications. There are various constructs and
mechanisms employed by developed BEs. BEs are used to facilitate transition mutations,
converting C to T and A to G. CBEs specifically convert C to T, while ABEs specifically
convert A to G (Table 2).

Table 2. Characteristics of DNA base editors used for superbug genome editing.

DNA Base Editors Cas Nuclease PAM Editing Window Delivery
Method

Use for
Superbugs Refs.

Cytosine base editors

BE1 SpCas9 NGG 4–8 Plasmid Yes [65]
BE2 SpCas9 NGG 4–8 Plasmid Yes [66]

BE3 SpCas9 NGG 4–8 AVV, Plasmid,
RNP Yes [66]

BE3 SaCas9 NNGRRT 3–12 Electroporation Yes [67]
KKH-BE3 SpCas9 NNNRRT 3–12 AAV Yes [67]
ea3a-BE3 SpCas9 NGG 4–8 Lentivirus Not listed [68]
BE3-VQR SpCas9 NGAN 4–11 mRNA Not listed [68]
BE3-VRER SpCas9 NGCG 3–10 AAV Not listed [68]
BE3-YEE SpCas9 NGG 5–6 AAV Yes [69,70]
BE3-YE1 SpCas9 NGG 4–7 Plasmid Yes [69,70]
BE3-YE2 SpCas9 5–6 Yes [69,70]

BE4 SpCas9 NGG 4–8 Plasmid, RNP Yes [71–75]
BE4 SaCas9 3–12 Plasmid Yes [71–75]

BE4-max SauriCas9 NNGG 6–9 AAV Not listed [76]
Target-AID SpCas9-NG NG 2–4 Lentivirus Yes [77]
Target-AID SpCas9 NGG 2–4 Lentivirus Yes [78]
Target-AID dCas9 NGG 13–17 Plasmid Yes [79]

BE-Cpf1 Cas12a TTTV 8–13 Plasmid Yes [80–82]

Adenine base editors

ABE7.8 - CCG 4–9 Plasmid Yes [83,84]
ABE7.9 Cas9 NGG 4–9 Plasmid Yes [83,84]

ABE7.10 ScCas9 NGG 4–8 AVV Yes [83,84]
ABE7.10 SpCas9D10A NGA 4–8 Plasmid Yes [77]
ABE8e SaCas9/Cas12a - 4–8 RNP Yes [85]

4. Classic to Latest Developments in DNA Base Editors
4.1. Cytosine Base Editors (CBEs) in Superbugs

In 2016, the first report of a cytosine base editor was published, when a group of
researchers at Harvard and MIT adapted the system of CRISPR-Cas9 to edit the single
cytosine base in DNA [86]. The first generation of cytosine base editors (CBEs) utilizes
Cas9 or dCas9 (catalytically inactive Cas9) to target a specific DNA sequence. The complex
alters a cytosine in the sequence by changing it to a uracil, which is then interpreted by the
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replicative machinery as a thymine, thus achieving the desired mutation (Figure 4). The
APOBEC family of enzymes is a group of naturally occurring cytidine deaminases found in
vertebrates which can modify single-stranded DNA/RNA in order to protect the organism
from viral invasion [87]. Previously, this first-generation CBE1 was reported in a number of
drug-resistant bacteria, namely Klebsiella pneumoniae [88,89], Pseudomonas aeruginosa [90],
Staphylococcus aureus [91], Acinetobacter baumannii [92], and Streptomycetes [65,93]. Although
these base editors are more efficient, they can also introduce off-target edits and cytosine-
to-uracil mutations at unwanted locations.
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Figure 4. Schematic illustration of cytidine base editor. Cytidine base editor comprises cytidine
deaminase (rAPOBEC1), uracil glycosylase inhibitor (UGI), and nickase Cas9 (nCas9, also known as
dead Cas9). CBE is capable of inducing specific nucleotide changes, such as the transition of guanine
to adenine or cytosine to thymine.

To overcome this limitation, alternative DNA-editing systems such as base editors 2
(BE2) and 3 (BE3) have been developed. These systems employ engineered Cas9 nickase
(Cas9n) to target specific DNA sites, followed by the addition of a uracil-DNA glycosylase
inhibitor, which prevents the UDG from cleaving the uracil and thus allows base editing to
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occur more effectively. Additionally, BE3 uses an engineered cytidine deaminase that is
fused to Cas9n, allowing for more efficient and specific single-base editing [86]. A study
examined the effects of a two-plasmid system on Mycobacterium tuberculosis (Mtb) [94].
The nickase Cas9-cytidine deaminase fusion protein approaches were further investigated
for their effectiveness in modifying target sites in Escherichia coli and Brucella meliten-
sis. This approach was employed to induce targeted mutagenesis in a number of genes
in E. coli, including those involved in antibiotic resistance and metabolic pathways. In
B. melitensis, the Cas9-cytidine deaminase fusion protein was utilized to bring about tar-
geted mutagenesis in the gene responsible for the stimulation of virulence factors, resulting
in the attenuation of the pathogen [66]. The pnCasSA–BEC system developed for S. aureus
is useful for drug–target exploration; it is an accurate system for identifying potential
drug candidates against this pathogen [91]. To increase the targeting scope of the editors,
Zhang et al. [95] developed a modified version of St1Cas9 dubbed PAM-expanded St1Cas9
in order to widen the range of targets that editors can edit. A genome-editing technology
using dCas9-CDA-ULstr was developed by Zhao et al. [79] to carry out multiplex genome
editing in Streptomyces efficiently. This technology does not depend on homologous re-
combination (HR)-mediated DNA repair, thereby enabling effective functional genome
research and metabolic engineering.

Furthermore, different Cas9 variants have been used in combination with BE3 to
yield 2.5-fold higher editing efficiency. The Staphylococcus aureus Cas9 nuclease has been
demonstrated to be effective when used with noncanonical PAMs. YEE-BE2 and YEE-
BE3 are two cytidine deaminase mutants that have been developed to improve DNA
selectivity and minimize off-target editing. YEE-BE3, a SaCas9 mutant, is the most efficient
at DNA editing in a two-nucleotide window width, compared with YEE-BE2 and other
noncanonical PAMs [68–70].

Moving onwards, BE4 and SaBE4 are fourth-generation base editors that combine
rAPOBEC1 and Cas9D10A, two UGI molecules and amino acid linkers of varying lengths,
to increase base-editing efficiency. This novel technique was first proposed by Komor
et al. [86]. Recently, BE4 has been utilized to alter the genes of antibiotic-resistant bacteria
and to explore the impacts of these changes on antibiotic susceptibility [71–75].

4.2. The Role of Adenine Base Editors (ABEs) in Superbugs

Gene-editing tools based on CRISPR technology, such as adenine base editors, allow
for targeted alterations to a single nucleotide in the genome. Adenine deaminase and the
Cas9 nuclease work together to change an A•T base pair into a G•C pair. This method can
be utilized for the purpose of correcting and introducing mutations into the genome in a
regulated manner [96] (Figure 5). The ability to make more precise and permanent changes
to the genetic code is what makes adenine base editors more valuable than cytosine base
editors. They are more efficient because they can make changes to multiple sites in a single
reaction. Finally, adenine base editors are more flexible than cytosine base editors since
they can edit both DNA and RNA. They can also be employed to alter or eliminate genes
that code for virulence factors, thus decreasing a superbug’s infectious potential. The ABE
developed by Liu et al. can identify and alter any base in RNA and DNA independent of
the sequence. Aminoacylation and tRNA functions rely on the enzyme TadA, which in E.
coli converts adenine to inosine in the anticodon loop of tRNA Arg. This is because adenine
is the second most prevalent nucleotide in the codon–anticodon pairing, and forms a pair
with guanine. As a result of TadA’s deamination of adenine to inosine, codon–anticodon
pairing is improved, leading to more precise genetic code translation [96–98]. Several
different parts of the ABE system work together to alter DNA base pairs. ABE-0 is a
cytosine-to-uracil converting enzyme that uses Cas9–guide RNA and a cytidine deami-
nase as a single-component system. The two-component systems ABE-1 and ABE-2 use
Cas9–guide RNA in conjunction with an adenine deaminase or uracil-DNA glycosylase to
change adenines to inosines or uracil to thymine, respectively. The ABE-2 variants ABE-3
to ABE-7 each target a unique set of base pairs with a unique set of UDGs and gRNAs [96].
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Bacterial and eukaryotic hosts are both considered to be viable environments for the ABE7.7,
ABE7.8, ABE7.9, and ABE7.10 families of enzymes [83,84]. The active site changes in these
ABEs increase their activity and increase their sequence compatibility, allowing them to cut
a larger variety of DNA sequences than their predecessor.
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Figure 5. Adenine base editor schematic illustration (ABE). ABE uses an adenosine deaminase
enzyme to convert A to I, by combining TadA and nCas9 or dCas9.

Adenosine deaminase, which is involved in a form of gene-editing technique known
as ABEs, converts adenosine (A) to inosine (I) at particular target DNA regions. Target sites
4 to 9 (ABE7.8 or ABE7.9) and 4 to 8 (ABE7.10) in human cells are successfully converted
when this enzyme is fused to an inactive Cas9 mutant because of the ensuing transition
from A•T to G•C at the target site [83], and this technique has been used to cleave plasmid
DNA in a variety of bacteria, including gram-positive and gram-negative species, as well
as antibiotic-resistant strains.

ABE8e is a next-generation adenine base editor that can be used with various Cas9 or
Cas12 homologs to achieve superior editing results. Richter et al. [85] stated that ABE8e,
an improved base editor, is much more active than ABE7.10 and offers a 590-fold increase
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in activity. It is also more processive, which could be useful for screening, disrupting
regulatory regions, and multiplex base editing. On the other hand, ABE8e exhibits slightly
greater levels of transcriptome-wide off-target RNA and DNA editing. A second mutation
in the TadA-8e domain can fix this problem.

For the first time, the genome of a Pseudomonas species may be edited precisely
and efficiently using a CRISPR-Cas-based base-editing method called dxABE-PS. It is
made up of two parts: the deaminase-fused adenine base editor (ABE) and the xCas9 3.7
endonuclease. Since xCas9 3.7 can identify an NG PAM, it can be used to cut a wider variety
of targets than previous versions of Cas9. The adenine base editor has been coupled with
a deaminase so that it can alter A: T to G: C. The Pseudomonas genome may be edited
precisely with an efficiency of up to one hundred percent using a combination of xCas9 3.7
and the adenine base editor [99].

Dual-base editors (ACBEs) were recently created to broaden the spectrum of DNA
alterations. These ACBEs incorporate features from two separate base editors into a single
tool, allowing C-to-T and A-to-G DNA substitutions to be made simultaneously [100–102].
The study by Shelake et al. [75] is important as it presents the first successful engineering
of an improved activator-dependent CRISPR-Cas dual-base editor (iACBE) for microbial
genome engineering. The PAM-relaxed nCas9-NG is used in iACBE4-NG to generate
transversion and transition mutations at specific loci. This tool has been used to identify
mutations in the rpoB gene that were not previously known and to confer resistance to
rifampicin, demonstrating its usefulness for engineering microbial genomes and synthetic
biology. Previously, desired features in Bacillus subtilis could be engineered utilizing
programmable dual-deaminase base editors, such as CRISPR-ABE8e-CDA-nCas9. This
platform could be exploited to enhance bacterial chassis for a variety of uses, including
biofuel production, bioremediation, and drug development [103].

5. Delivery of Base Editors

The base-editing system may include modified guide RNAs, base editors, and delivery
vehicles. The delivery vehicles must be designed to ensure that the components are
efficiently and safely delivered into the nucleus of the target tissue. How base editors
are delivered to cells is determined by both the type of base editor being utilized and
the cell type that is targeted. Base editors can be introduced in vivo via injection or viral
vectors like adeno-associated viruses (AAVs). Base editors can be administered ex vivo
via electroporation, in which an electric field is used to form transient pores in the cell
membrane, or via liposomes, which are small vesicles that carry the base editor into the
cells.

5.1. Adeno-Associated Virus Vectors for In Vivo Delivery

AAV vectors can efficiently and precisely deliver base editors to target cells for gene
editing. Customizing the vector allows researchers to modify the genomes of specific
cell types without altering others, reducing off-target consequences [104]. More than 145
clinical trials using AAVs for gene therapy have been conducted so far, and three AAV-
based medications (Glybera, Luxturna, and Zolgensma) have been authorized by the FDA.
These advances clear the way for the development of novel therapeutics for a plethora of
genetic illnesses [105,106]. Both CBEs and ABEs rely on adeno-associated viruses (AAVs),
which are engineered to transport a specific gene or gene-editing tool, such as CRISPR-Cas9.
It is common practice for scientists to create these recombinant AAVs in the lab by inserting
a gene of interest into an AAV vector. The AAV6, AAV9, and AAV capsid serotypes 8, 9,
rh10, and rh32 are widely employed for gene editing [107]. Campylobacter jejuni bacteria can
be modified using small cjCBEmax and cjABE8e base editors injected by a single AAV [108].
Due to its nature as a viral vector, the AAV is limited in the amount of genetic material
it can carry. Because of the size of the genes necessary for genome editing, delivering
large genome editors like SpCas9 (4100 bp) or ABEs (5400 bp) is challenging. It becomes
increasingly challenging to deliver the necessary genes to the target cell when the size of
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the genome editors becomes larger than the AAV capacity. This reduces the AAV’s utility
as a gene delivery vector for extensive genome editing [109]. Thus, a dual-AAV system and
the intein-mediated trans-splicing approach may help circumvent AAVs’ load restrictions.
Intein-mediated trans-splicing utilizes a protein splicing element that can be inserted into
a gene to join two separate sections of the gene together [110–112], while the dual-AAV
system is an easy approach for delivering substantial portions of genetic material. These
methods are successful against superbugs, and they may be utilized to create new and
improved therapeutic agents for treating infections that have become resistant to existing
drugs [113,114].

5.2. Nonviral Methods of Delivery

Base editors can also be delivered through nonviral delivery techniques like liposomes,
nanoparticles, polymers, the electroporation approach, and CRISPR/Cas9 ribonucleopro-
tein complexes. Compared with viral vectors, these systems may be more efficient and less
expensive [115]. The polymer-derivative CRISPR nanocomplex shows promise as a weapon
against antibiotic-resistant bacteria. Using this technique, a CRISPR-Cas9 duo attached to a
polymer-based nanoparticle is injected into a bacterial cell. The CRISPR-Cas9 complex can
sever the target pathogen or antibiotic-resistant DNA sequence after it has been discovered.
The study of this technique demonstrated that the Cr nanocomplex could easily penetrate
the bacterial cell, connect to the bacterial membrane, and deliver the SpCas9 enzyme and
sgRNA to the target region. The outcomes also showed that the Cr noncomplex successfully
triggered genome editing in the bacterial genome, which resulted in a substantial decline
in bacterial antibiotic resistance. This shows that the Cr noncomplex is an effective weapon
in the struggle against bacteria that have evolved antibiotic resistance [116].

A popular method for introducing base editors into cells is electroporation. By tem-
porarily increasing cell membrane permeability with electrical pulses, genetic material,
such as base editors, can be delivered into the cell. When compared with other delivery
techniques, this strategy has the advantages of speed, efficiency, and accessibility. Addi-
tionally, electroporation allows for the efficient transfer of large amounts of DNA, which
increases editing effectiveness. Bacteria often withstand electroporation better than mam-
malian cells do because their cell walls are simpler and more rigid. Due to their material
qualities, electric fields can pass through the single layer of peptidoglycan that makes up
bacterial cell walls. This greatly expands the range of voltages and currents that can be
used for electroporation without damaging the bacterial cell wall.

In contrast, mammalian cell membranes are quite thick due to the presence of many
layers of phospholipids and proteins. To achieve effective electroporation, voltage and
current must be precisely controlled [117]. Plasmids, vectors, and other genetic elements
can be successfully introduced into bacteria through in vivo electroporation [118–120].

The use of carbon quantum dots (CQDs) as a nanomaterial for administering drugs
is showing great promise. These materials are excellent for carrying pharmaceuticals and
other bioactive chemicals because they are safe, biocompatible, and chemically stable.
They have a high loading capacity and a large surface area, so they can carry more of the
medications and bioagents that are needed to treat various conditions. Additionally, CQDs
can prevent drug degradation and permit their continuous release [121–129].

6. Prospects of CRISPR Base Editing

CRISPR-Cas9, a technology discovered in 2012, has rapidly gained popularity as a
means of DNA editing. Although this method has been praised as a possible answer to the
most difficult superbug infections, it still has several limitations. The system’s limitations
come from the fact that it primarily focuses on the root causes of superbugs, such as
inadequate hygiene, crowding, and the use of drugs. It is unable to remove superbugs by
aiming directly at them. Instead, the system kills germs by breaking their genetic material,
which might render them harmless or significantly weaker. Since superbugs are so difficult
to eradicate, the CRISPR-Cas technology can only be used to control their population size.
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In addition, the system cannot eliminate drug resistance in its entirety by focusing on
individual genes responsible for the phenomenon. This means that the spread of antibiotic
resistance will continue because it is impossible to target and destroy microorganisms
that have developed resistance. Therefore, we propose considering these problems and
obstacles from the following angles.

To maximize their effectiveness and minimize their off-target rate, researchers must
first elucidate the precise mechanism of the CRISPR/Cas complexes, focusing on the
recognition of target sequences through the use of Cas9/Cas12a and binding to DNA.
Second, there needs to be more work put into the design of new CRISPR/Cas tools,
especially those that make use of the endogenous system. Targeting specificity, efficiency,
and accuracy are all factors that need to be taken into account while designing such tools.
Third, more precise control approaches, such as the use of CRISPRi or CRISPRa to regulate
gene expression, should be developed. These techniques allow for the precise regulation
of gene expression, which has applications in the treatment of genetic illnesses and the
modification of organisms. Finally, the CRISPR/Cas technology needs to be made safer for
use. It is important to make sure the CRISPR/Cas system does not introduce any mutations
or other modifications into the host organism by accident.

One of these strategies is base editing, which uses a deaminase enzyme to instantly
convert a particular target nucleotide to its complementary base without the requirement
for DSBs. The medical field has many possible uses for base editing, including therapy for
treating superbug infections. Base editing is replacing conventional CRISPR-Cas methods,
which involve inserting foreign DNA into the bacterial genome. By turning off the resistance
genes in bacteria, base editing can restore the efficacy of existing antibiotics and thus be
utilized to combat superbugs.

Additionally, BEs permit high-throughput, genome-wide genetic modification in
microorganisms. E. coli, B. melitensis, S. aureus, C. beijerinckii, K. pneumonia, and P. aeruginosa
are just a few of the MDR bacteria that have exhibited genome-editing success using the BE3
method. Editing effectiveness varied from 20% to 100% across these species [66,71,89–91].

CRISPR base editing has shown promise as a method for combating drug-resistant
bacteria, and it also has the potential to be utilized to engineer bacteria with enhanced
capabilities. It could be used to improve bacteria’s production of biofuels or other useful
compounds [130,131]. To improve crop production and safeguard against certain diseases,
CRISPR base editing could become an essential tool by allowing the creation of bacteria
that are resistant to particular diseases or environmental stressors. Besides the above
advantages, there are additional crucial concerns that need to be addressed in the future,
i.e., ethical concerns and regulated use of CRSIPR-Cas. Genetic use restriction technology
(GURT) and anti-CRISPR proteins are crucial ethical components in the application of
CRISPR-Cas and gene-editing technologies [132–134]. GURT, often referred to as “termina-
tor technology”, addresses concerns about the unintended spread of genetically modified
organisms by rendering their seeds or offspring sterile. This technology acts as a safeguard
against potential ecological disruptions. On the other hand, anti-CRISPR proteins, whether
naturally occurring or engineered, serve as ethical tools in gene editing. They offer over-
sight, allowing researchers to reversibly control CRISPR-Cas systems, enhancing safety and
precision. Anti-CRISPR proteins also stimulate discussions about the dual-use nature of
CRISPR technology, prompting considerations of responsible regulation to prevent misuse
while supporting their responsible use for safety and ethical monitoring in research and
therapies. These ethical considerations play a vital role in the responsible and balanced
advancement of gene-editing technologies.

7. Conclusions

The global threat posed by multidrug-resistant bacterial strains, or superbugs, is an
urgent and escalating challenge exacerbated by migration and urbanization. The CRISPR-
Cas system, particularly type II, is a promising frontier in the battle against antibiotic-
resistant bacteria. However, realizing its full potential requires concerted efforts to address
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its limitations, notably toxicity and inefficiency in gene-editing applications. Enter base-
editing techniques, exemplified by adenine base editors (ABEs) and cytidine base editors
(CBEs), which offer precision and efficacy by directly altering single base pairs without
inducing double-strand breaks (DSBs). These advancements hold the key to reshaping
the landscape of antibiotic resistance. By harnessing the power of CBEs and ABEs, we
can rewrite the genetic code of drug-resistant microbes, rendering them susceptible to
conventional antibiotics once more. This review has illuminated the hurdles the CRISPR-
Cas system faces and unveiled promising strategies to overcome them through diverse
base-editing techniques. Moreover, we have explored recent breakthroughs demonstrating
the capability of base editors to eliminate drug-resistant pathogens, providing a glimmer of
hope in the battle against superbugs. As we venture forward, we must continue refining
these cutting-edge tools to safeguard global health and combat the menace of multidrug
resistance, while considering the limits of ethical concerns and the use of GURT and
anti-CRISPR to limit misuse.
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