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pathogen worldwide, and the disease caused by infection with it is also a typical self-limiting disease.

Its pathogenic mechanism is complex, which has not been clearly clarified, and together with the

polymorphisms of CRISPR/Cas system in C. jejuni, there exist many limitations in analyzing the

relationship between CRISPR/Cas system and C. jejuni. In this paper, the structure, mechanism and

technical application of CRISPR/Cas system in C. jejuni were reviewed, which provided new ideas for

exploring the pathogenic mechanism of C. jejuni.
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RHCHT A P AN IR A W AR 2R DL AR S
FIE B R G, AR AL 2R S HrE
R ST A S BIALE], A XA R BT 25 &R
ge . St sh R R GRE A B KUK 5 S
(horizontal gene transfer, HGT) 7 k&G A7
) W T R 3 45 Fhast AR ook . AR R IE SR R B,
CRISPR/Cas 4t A o — MO BE B 40 3 42
MAFTE T 2800 A ef ANy s, a5 B
KA IR A, T I R G “IC A AE
FP, SEARICIZ R B re i PR IR AR [ S A4 iy
A2, AN — P B 2 S s oo

1978 4 Ishino %51 IR &M KR K
(Escherichia coli) K12 Jee R i fE—Bth 29 bp
RUER . BA RS B AR RS
HENLRIERR 24, HZE 2002 4, Xt 40 Fif
S T 1 20 TR R R A A R AR Y 1 AT
TAESI M, LA 44 U5 FLAHE ) 1) o e [l
42 ¥ 51 (clustered regularly interspaced short
palindromic repeats, CRISPR), Ff & B I 4itd
MXINREE N cas FEP MG T 2007 4E
Barrangou %:*HIF5Z CRISPR/Cas Z 4t & ¥4 i
B A T A . M, ZFhaniE T
GRRRFIIESC S CRISPR MOSCHEME, #f5tk
BAEA R M, CRISPR/Cas R 4LMI45 4]
B AE LIS AR ]

23 W25 i B (Campylobacter jejuni) e EKIE
[P — il 3 <23t - 1y AR 4 0 2 TP s
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W, AIgLEANREEMAE G E R, E S
B 2 R AR - EL R 255 1 (Guillain-Barré
syndrome, GBS)P!, 7EA [E B 5 of #4IF 52 25
1 25 #h B AN % — 4> CRISPR i 5 3 H.# &
W] — 2B, HIFIE Fr A R AR AR & A e B
CRISPR/Cas %i#t), 454G 4w BUR LR ENT 5
BrB, R CRISPR/Cas ZGE7E %S s il i
PIFETEMN M, X RIS 2 i 25 i T A S ML 2L
A HERE L

1 2% §i¥ CRISPR/Cas 2 A &1

— N 5E44 1) CRISPR/Cas R4t i CRISPR %
Cas MR HESE A (CRISPR associated proteins)ZH
B, WRGEZAAAE T IMAEY R Gk b s
Cas # F1HY 4 &5 0 FI DD RE 22 5, 2011 4F
Makarova %5V 80 BE & 45 32 BAE F AR08 B
FU AR CRISPR/Cas 40400 3 FhEEA
A, 3T Cas3 W 1 HY, JEF Cas9 19
[T AVFIE T Cas10 IR R GE . AR R 58
SCAR R 5 A R A A B & 2 AN TR A
2019 4, Makarova ZEV SRR cas i RIEAL ) 78
SR LB, ¥ CRISPR/Cas Z 441400 17 FhilE
R TR R Gi 5 R 11-A 4, 11-B BRI -C &Y,
3 AL A AR Cas 00 8 11 & s = UiE
CRISPR RNA (trans-CRISPR RNA, tracrRNA),
AN ) S B 22 50 7 T4 B A A TR] . 2H A ) 2R
RIRGH Cas I, TEAHFEFIZE FEA S
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JE )[R IEAE, AS TR Fh 2 5 o B A st A% 2R
2003 AFEAIFSE N B OO0 2 A il s AT
CRISPR/Cas RGBS, /8 T I AR
CRISPR/Cas RGLLEMWTY, FFo0HT T H bk Z
H R RGEREFEZD, 2007 4 Grissa &P
CRISPRdb $ 4 2t A1 1 25 1 25 il 1 CRISPR
fimfE R, NEZRREMEIFER
2325t B9 CRISPR/Cas 7 4 2 45 M i
fai BAFK) 11 -C KU CRISPR/Cas £ 4t i Z L4k
Ak, Cas &AM HESF A Cas9, Casl
1 Cas2U' M (B 1), Horp, Cas9 by F 20 &
1,27 5] RNA #9344 DNA fff, /7 (CRISPR
RNA, crRNAKCERFI T BB, 2 50187 51
BT KR4 . HA—4> HNH (His-Asn-His)
WA R B 25t 3k, i HE RuvC-1 . 11 A
3 RuvC WAZIREESE /58, HNH Fl RuvC 43¢
W4 5T U0 E) B AR AUEE DNA (98 51 5% F0 1 %b
EU2D AEAE T B AR5 0 18] B 511 3 3
(protospacer adjacent motif, PAM)fi 575 Cas9 i
fixtdE, a5 PAM M UER S A, (H15
CRISPR/Cas #4iIX 4 FHFHIHE A3 DNA, MM
P B B, PAM JP S Cas 25 A AT
XU 23 545 fi R Cas9 Xt A PAM JF
512k 5'-NNNVRYAC-3'""!, Casl Fll Cas2 Wiz %
R, FEHA RS s ArTe, skl

cas9 casl

XF [ N AN 25 RS TR S 2 B 2 il o kA T
CRISPR/Cas Z Gt kil 3%} Cas £ 14 7 [A] M
G3HT, 25 RFH Cas9 B A SEIR A M4 iy
A3k 97.2%-100.0%, Casl. Cas2 & [ [ 1
H 96.8%-100.0%, H. cas F 8] ()25 A ] L
ZRAE, WESE T AW A CRISPR/Cas REGEHY
cas FEFRHA m RSP L IR SRR .
CRISPR [51] H F il AT 57 4 (leader) |
T & J¥ 4 (repeat) il [8] B% ¥ 1] (spacer) ¥4 h¥ o
Leader H1 100-500 bp Gl SERI AL, & & AT kL,
fi. T CRISPR FH41 HhE—2% repeat [iif, dc3
165 148 AP Z1 5 L AR R AL AR, FFRPE N
i 8T B R GG 5k . Repeat K JE 30 H N
21-48 bp, ZXA I H (1Y repeat /£7E 5-7 bp 1Y
BISCFA, REREHE SR AR E ) RNA 9282y
¥ Repeat TEA [F]F 0] 52 B 5 B 22450, Fiia)
S [R5 v S 0 v BE DR SF M SO AE D B R A
Spacer i 4 28-37 bp, AIE TR BIATEEIC
fF, ANREBVANGEE P e ORI B R S5k
Sl UIEE AR SER Bl in AR spacer, &
1 247 £ repeat [A], 7EAS[EIFfE [R] CRISPR [4:41)
SERIRHAIE], TR Fh B AR 22 1) ir A R 5% A AN [
SR FEdLAL T 3h A28 . i 2017 4 5 4 L
STt Hp 90 8 2R 0 2 W S o o TR AR R A 5 A
I, CRISPR M43 FEJUIFI S 92-366 bp, spacer

cas2 tracrRNA CRISPRs

Q. O

E1 =FEHiE CRISPR/Cas AR &M R=E
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CRISPR/Cas system structure of Campylobacter jejuni.
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B 1-5 2%, HAIEN repeat iy 5-GTTTTA
GTCCCTTTTTAAATTTCTTTATGGTAAAAT-3',
KEEN 37 bp JFEBUR A & RS, 5
CRISPRdb B4 B Fl 2020 4F Yeh ZEU80% 25 &
Ha 45 R —2.

i M R A 58 % CRISPR/Cas &40
(ARG R AE A RIS 25 P N TR] gl 4l s
6 R ARSI RN 56.1%, AR Rk
T EE R B SE 4 Bide . T Pearson ZEUNNF 54k
W AR RO A B 3 746 Bk 25 g 25 il 1 0
CRISPR/Cas ZGLHIKI A =ik 98%, & Mnes
PR (R A 25 il B 18 45 1 25 il B8 (Campylobacter
coli) & R Y CRISPR/Cas 245, {H 486 #k
HOREI AR 9.6%. X Ff CRISPR/Cas &4t
(A 381 3 A 5 25 i BT 52 2% 1 B0 AL ) 0 A
FESCERR, Hur, 2 )E ) CRISPR/Cas &
G IR AN, T B 2 0 S R B R AT
3R o

2 BB % CRISPR/Cas % 419 4
5 i 3 TAEAL B

CRISPR/Cas # Gixf AMZHIAZ IR i B i A7
P UIE], 585 F] CRISPR M4, LIB;
FRR AR o AN TR B 2 58 1) T AE ML 57 A A
6], 25 Wi #i R 1 I1-C % CRISPR/Cas R 4L45
Fafarep, R AR AL A s e, 32
SOy 3 TARLER: 3E N . RN TH(E 2),

M —— R ] B X P S e Rk
DR Cas1-Cas2 #8458 PR 1 1 22 2 TR
I [E AMRAZ IR T 9 A AEE , [RBTG5 18 &
[Af-(integration host factor, IHF)¥E repeat ¥ |-
e s A — A~ <U”BYES Ry 4l A7 5 15 B3 25 6], Cas9
Z 5Tl R M A Casl-Cas2 4 HiH 5
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HIF, H45 54 A R H W H4E PAM T
3%, FH Casl 7E H B JF 518U 9 3 (1) 335 1 5
HoSnt BE, RS AR —B 30 nt Z£45 9 DNA
A Bt, i AF] CRISPR 341 if 55 leader XY
55— 4% repeat Y FIFIX .

Feik——CRISPR M4 KL 5 & i)
spacer LU = W) & M2 30-65 nt [ pre-crRNA,
Bl 5 8k 5 A R G Sk i T B
crRNA, HAMEXHE BRI . BlJS, Cas9
FE 1 .crRNA Fll tracrRNA = F ¥ 0 Z &4,
Bl RNA-Cas & 1K &

THP——crRNA $0 ] 2% . BT crRNA
515 RNA-Cas & 1 & & ¥R B #5512 B )
HAMYANRZRISNEITS, 2SR s R
FEIRXT SN I F 51050 IR A

2525t CRISPR/Cas R 48 i 5 4
FEWHVE? Hooton 2 HFST & B, {77 Casd
FEEE BRI WE AR IAEE T, BERS LIS spacer 1Y)
R, (HSEIR B AR A5 1N R TR PR
FrBR I AT 258, FFASBE S L4 i A7
TEREWE . 75 —F & 1-C RGN
HER [CHT 18] (Riemerella anatipestifer, RA), He
SEPOR BRI Y 59T RA 15 g 8 ik S B
REVHIL 48 AT spacer, &P RA f¥) CRISPR/Cas
RGREBEAE S| AN ORISR 45 8711 spacer,
- H# MAEFE DNA J¥51, UESE T 7E11-C AiE
Wi H CRISPR/Cas Z 4t % Bl 1 FH B 2L
PR, XX A S i CRISPR/Cas R4EH
BZEMAE

Hooton 457" 2 i 25 il B M R /& DA10 3
41 s B 59 4~ ORF 5 CRISPRAb % di
PEFTUCEL, WHEA 75% (43 A ORF il 5E4
I spacer $EATVCHD, M HH—IAR K BL, ¥
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Figure 2 CRISPR-Cas9 immune defense mechanism!®*. After the bacteria are infected, some of the
invading nucleic acid fragments are integrated into the CRISPR array and subsequently transcribed into the
guide RNA containing ctrRNA and tracrRNA. The Cas9 protein binds to the guide RNA, which recognizes
the complementary exogenous DNA sequence and performs accurate binding with the PAM sequence. The
two nuclease domains of the Cas9, RuvC and HNH, play a role in cleaving the exogenous sequence to

achieve the purpose of destruction.

A E T CRISPR/Cas RGN SH — A H
) Cas9 [, HARTNREE AL, B E
CRISPR [EHILETE, BN G1#4 Al CRISPR/Cas
FRYifin4 K CampyICEL, 7E 134/5 829 (2.3%)
B 23 i 25 ih AN 92/1 347 (6.8%) K4 i 25 i 1
HE BRI 2545 SR8 CampyICE1 HlE 63.7%
Y spaccer RE-5 FURLIEATUCHED, TMAT 87.9%H B
PR pVir, pTet Fl pCC42 Fkifksd . 25 ihiaE
CRISPR/Cas [ spacer -5 W & {4 1 JSRE 1) 55
PLC 5% 2 K CRISPR/Cas % 4¢ 5 Jfi ki 76 16 bk
TEPAFEM K FR, i CRISPR/Cas RGEL
i1 B R R R BT AP IR AR B S R B T S B
HEM

3 CRISPR/Cas 2 44 X E W &
Wl % v

HDAWT AL, LB . RIS B R ok
PR R R LIS N R . AR KA T HGT
SE AL A YR AL Y T R A R R R,
T iR spacer 24 MR N FREUK S FLEEIA
A BE, I CRISPR/Cas %25 T HGT, i
I BEREER , XA BT . & L BORE LS
A

FEANF ) FPA) & T CRISPR/Cas R4 54l
R AE AL OC R A SR 45 I A AR . E. coli
H, A 2 B ) SRR RS B st A% o R I TR R
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Hi CRISPR/Cas RZLHIGEK, etk mt,
FH, P s b ke ) P A B R KA
(Shiga toxin-producing Escherichia coli, STEC)
PPk, & CRISPR P44 B R 2 & R E )15
SR EMRAE R, B i R AR SR,
CRISPR 441 3= i 5 35 7 LR 22 ] 1) 5¢ & AT G
SMEMEEA S, RmEEmEES, M
ARHEA LM RGNS

KF CRISPR/Cas 4Gt e 15X} 25 s i 1
() B 7 A 25 WL 77 AR s, A R DG SE B X 1t
AT T M. BTN Cas BEH, ARGl R
Ptk NCTC 11168 4 Acas9 fEHR, W
R 25370 | 3 Sy BRI SR AL T i 4 SR %
B, 25 s M iR Cas9 38 2k 4% 4 5 5 1 FN 25
PYAAOCEE DR, e 5im s i 25 i v i) 2 0 VR I LA
FHiAE R w250 . I B kR Cas9 8 A9
PRAE WY BCRE 71 55 T WA bk, RV PRIZ 30
F#A, LB CRISPR/Cas R4 T 45 s i 14
(9 LE MBI .53 41 % CRISPR F4#%1] , Adiguzel
SECURM T 100 Ak A4 it 60 0 o 2 M 25 il R R
B, Horb 86%09 7 Ak CRISPR F4: 51 5 FH - , spacer
H70%-5 2 BRI TR R D10 A7 7EAZ A R [A) U5
P, 15%-15 25 i1 BRI PR (A CP39 A7 A2 1 R[] U5
Vo X FPLETH 25 Bk, CRISPR [4: 471 45 & A A6
MR (KT 56.1%), H. spacer 5 W B 1A 1) & FiE [A]
PEPE, HEDT 2510925 25 i CRISPR/Cas %
GRITEER, WIRAAIESE T CRISPR/Cas RELTE
25 M i B S AR . DA EX S A
il 7 H Cas9 # CRISPR 44141 FH A58 45 3R 3¢
B, 12525 i@ CRISPR/Cas RSEINTFAE
K T TR PR B B AR AN 245 7KF

Y 7S i il T S B A e A, ™
Al HO 2B GBS, 25 25 th B P A IR R
F B (lipooligosaccharid, LOS)H&—Fh &y #
NEZSAL 2548, ] LUTRVE S s% B 0 R Ge i 18U
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TG R E 2 GBS, Horb ik R,
i (sialyltransferase,, Cst- I )25 i LOS 70
BEI . Louwen %1% EA GBS Beip iR &AM 4
B SIS T T Cst-TT AT CRISPR/Cas
RGERIRIN 5B A L, 76 GBS BRI MRS 1Y
MER PR AL LOS SRR RERS 70 15 Hh 5 Eo A
Ay Cst-11, {H CRISPR #HKAY cas FE A i 2 3
FERBAMGE R . KRB K, CRISPR
FRGLIR) LOS gty —FF, TE25 1 25 i i N R 1A
RO R ARBTEVE T, S ITE =S 25 v
CRISPR/Cas R4 LOS Z5#4 HAT AE I fE,
W, LR ENLEE. 5 GBS WitkA
W5 AR, 25 1™ 5 15 W R BT KE 1Y T
PRH-Q A S A R B S8 k= CRISPR [
5. SO IEE R MG Z CRISPR/Cas RGLE5H
FEARL AN 4h R Hh BRAE N &2 R e i 1) — TR S o, T
ﬁ%%%’?%E’\J};‘Té%ﬂ?%(Entemcoccus faecium)
f) CRISPR ¥4Il 5¢ 4§45, CRISPR/Cas &
48573 i 25 M A e AL R A A Ok, gt
— BRI

H RT#F5E 8 , CRISPR/Cas R G528 25
TR Y AR DAL 2 A S, (B R g e A
BIL ] 52 e WP 2 Ty R A A5 2 I A TR 5

4 CRISPR/Cas % Sty 5 Al

CRISPR/Cas FR i it 4E W58 73 B i) — K
Mok, EFHN . TG SR, LR
GUeWFHERB MM HER, WA H
CRISPR FESHEAT 4343 BURIHLAR , R FH 45 i
PON . VIRIR 3, AT Cas 25 FIEA T I IR
S I £ 4 AR A
4.1 F|F CRISPR/Cas RFEiHITH F 48

53 ¥ 53 B S — FhAE 53 1 /K b X ) ol il
a7/ W N IR (I A VA=A | B i |
(multilocus sequence typing, MLST). F| 40 &
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Fiifa] CRISPR FEFIAL AL Z R, DRI A B0
CRISPR/Cas % %t il T Fifi i) 43 4 fify 1. H.B7381

[ BIR G VD 1 1R E (Salmonella)™ O F1 E. coli*!!
C 4 BB M4 TIME5E . AT X CRISPR
M4 Y spacer, AT XTREA S Wy b 1B
WA, WA TR IR ER IR, CHIRERAE
ASRIHE R 2 S A% R G0 Hh A S IR R R Y
AP T LR,

FIH Cas &AW ZFEPE A R4 5 &
GEkAT 432, SR A CRISPR [543 74
FEAE R BRYE , FEZS I B i i v B2 . a0 b SCfr
&, Louwen %P4y (%) Al 2 GBS Ttk b
CRISPR/Cas R4t M EHEAL, W6k 858
AfR 3 PN A 1, H CRISPR PRSI .
2015 A4 5 3B Al A O 1 2 i 25 il TR 5 4
f\) CRISPR/Cas Z 4t K I % = ik 98%! %), M
2020 4K B ZE 125 S #h AL 49% 1 B RE &
4 CRISPR FEZIM iy F it e bt iy 2 e,
CRISPR/Cas F Gt 7E %5 i 45 i 147 Hp 52 B ) 22
APEWT RIS BE Sl Ry Xt 23 B S il s A T
RSB k. [H2&, 2§ CRISPR/Cas &%
5 BRI B B 2 A8 1 (amplified  fragment
length polymorphism, AFLP)#;A . Il iE &
Y. MLST £ AR 55 HoA 43 89 7 VLB G A FH
AT X B AR I RURE o WnTE ST AU,
RIZS A i@ CRISPR/Cas R4L1E ST-50,
ST-3272. ST-21. ST-45 il ST-48 1 G414
W B WK (Cronobacter)its F ) BB AT ik 5
MLST #il CRISPR/Cas Z 4¢3 [ % vg B 541 14
HEAT IR B oA, B T X 2 BRI T 2
WAL IR . B AT AR 2T 24 A IR 500
e,

AN, FIFH CRISPR/Cas ZRG:A] X R45 %
BRRZRMITH, W Van Doorn 2V &4
CRISPR/Cas Wz i th /3 254k 5 GBS K

()7 A A YT T R FE LOS 1925 i 25 il 18 40 i ik
HITRGE R BN, EEEEEE, W
LOS JX P45 1 2 W AR 5 ARG Y o XA IESE
Pkt R G R H R R PR TR
4.2 #|F CRISPR-Cas9 R TEEIE
HR A 35 45 27 L s U], B2 2R ] DNA §%
K RNA s RNA B 3 H B A f2 i
A IoClE, X AR e AR EA T P as AL 1 1) i 4 T
BoPR ol B R i e, AT — A B S AL R Wl R
(zinc finger nuclease, ZFN). —AQMFE G
OV R F- A% R il 5 R (transcription activator-like
effector nuclease, TALEN) A1 =1 /i) CRISPR/Cas
HAR . VERERATH CRISPR/Cas Hi A, HIJR
BRI AEAE R S 1) DNA UG5 A 38 %
Mg N VI ) 2 1 5T, DA ROR)FH DNA UL 7 24
& &2 MLl (DNA double strand break, DSB), >k
HE A TS DNA Wi AR H™, M
CRISPR/Cas RG K I ES, WHERKIT K
%71, CRISPR $ARHURG T RERUE, Mt T
S LA ) L DR g i TR T sh I LT SY R
I7 & RISAL B | A4 i A R R AT,
CRISPR-Cas9 $A K7 52—~ HAA R R
YERI Cas9 #E1, MR HRFIH PAM i/ 5
AT 51 S sgRNA, X P DI 4 # fi)
PR B g 4R 8 2 AR #E A 1) sgRNA il Cas9
iz iy B B b 4 M e BY AT 58 Rk E 400 Al B Y
CRISPR/Cas % 4t idi I B Be i) TAEML . A
CRISPR-Cas9 4 A& i [K] g 4 v fuf JH 32 e i 1Y
—IiEE AR . T Cas FEH AT sgRNA A 25 5% 1
HErdnfih, Cas H 5T HAI/NS BERF
N EEE AR NG G B RAEA 5 TR R — Rl
AR, WEEBUE 11-C B R 4005 2 il v
bR M Cas9 1, HHTREVN, BE
1 P35 ) S A A ROk R R TG, AR TR G
TP H B R AT S, 2017 4F Yamada 25"
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A A 2= 5 AT T 2 S A Cas9 &
FIA ARIARZE LA, 25 2B Cas9 1 crRNA
HHAE DNA 254 WA RO S8 B T fe /b
Cas9 fhiRSE M . R4, BFSE A BRI 2 B 2s h
W Cas9 I T /MY CRISPR-Cas9
SER, LUIRIR T (AAV) R 3K i i S 21 L4 i
AN BUIR TS , UEBH 25 11 25 i 7 Cas9 w] FH T I 5L
S FE R A TR0 SR, 2020 AF—ITRT
FERINZS WS i B AR 3L Cas9 43006 31 4H ot
W, BERSAEIL & B AR PE Y . R4k DNA 3
fife, MIMEECAMMAET, fEFH VX R 1E =
A M) Cas9 fEH, FHEAE S VE MEEA
SRR T HPY, CRISPR REGL1E% 25 th i h 7
FERZ A, BRI AR S 2E NG
LR bR ES IR, E I CRISPR/Cas
ARG AR RNHIE— B HR, UTTREZ
B R AR

5 R&ESRE

CRISPR/Cas FRGEMF 5L (R4 T4 N & Jg il
W, HOE T AN AU KR . SR R
Pl g B 0 TR, AT A e 2 1 M40
CRISPR/Cas R GA71E RN 5 R AEF, A
B R FL A T i s Al A . CRISPR/Cas &
GraEt Cas R0 AR S B0 B2 R I, T
A FEARCEE R R BE ZH ) CRISPR [ 51) 2 81
B2 A5, R HORR SO0 B ARBEA T, 45
4 16S rRNA [ DNA B | I3 4y B A
MLST R RISE Tk, AIIRA T AR 1) RS0
R FRRLTS I3 spacer e % TR MRS I
i, BRI AFI KRR, A R 25 (anti-microbial
resistance, AMR)ZA: W)~ 14E 0B Lk,
AU 7 B R 1 B0 LD

ETU Bk, B Sih @
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CRISPR/Cas R Gt (W WF5E AT 5 Bl TE W 2 4K R B
B, —JH, HATCUES: CIRPSR/Cas RSLTE
At E 1-C 2%, HRA s,
A5 A B RRAR LU RS o B A g 7843, 1Y
S ANHAT M BN, S—rm, A
FKWRRT Cas EASUET I PHER KR,
AL R 2R MEAME, JFH CRIPSR/Cas R4t
125 1725 1 T R 5 S 5 B AR FH R A 5
3 R B UE 5K

225 i # CRIPSR/Cas 45 548 BWEST
HEESEARHBPHA L. ZEhE A Sl
Wl A, HOERE . ), AR
1238, FPEFR M THERIMLE 4 A J7H E0E
IZ, H LA A S A A A TR R a0 R A B o
Bz BT F 5 AR AR IR
W2 B B SRR TR AR I g A R Bk, Has
W i CRISPR/Cas RGHA mEZHAE,
S A3 2o 4 A ke 43 BT I 3R G 7E 25 S i A v Y
FLARMLE] . H Rl AR A 11-C R
MBS AW HE I, B 25 1 25 i 7 CRISPR/Cas
RGP PR HEEE 2 BB . MG RS
EYE R . BWEYFEEFRIN AR,
CRISPR/Cas R Gu1E %5 I 25 #h 1 H i A7 e 7 L
AR T2 .
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