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Merging the frontiers: synthetic biology for advanced bacteriophage design
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Abstract: Bacteriophages (phages), natural viruses known for infecting and killing bacteria, are the most diverse and
abundant organisms on Earth. Within the past 100 years of research on phages, breakthroughs in genetics, molecular
biology, and synthetic biology have been successfully achieved. The fascinating scientific history of phage therapy has
been repeatedly reported, as drug-resistant bacteria are becoming increasingly prevalent. Although phages outnumber
other species combined in nature (10’ in total), only a small fraction of them have been successfully exploited for

fighting infections caused by drug-resistant bacteria. Therefore, there is an urgent need for implementing the motto of
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synthetic biology, “build to learn, build to use”, and also using methods such as high-throughput sequencing and
precise genome editing to create enhanced variants with unique features, improving efficacy and programmability for
phage therapy. In the review, we discuss recent technological advances in phage genome engineering approaches and
the potential applications of synthetic biology to engineer phages, such as modifying the host range of phages for
practical needs, mining the extensive resources of phages in nature with the help of macro genomes, combining multi-
omics technologies to reveal molecular mechanisms underlying phage-host interactions, regulating intestinal phages to
maintain intestinal homeostasis for human health, and using big data and artificial intelligence to guide rational phage
design. Synthetic biology is driving a paradigm shift in traditional experimental research by combining “Design-Build-

Test-Learn (DBTL) cycles” to rational design for phages, making synthetically designed phages promising for both top-

down system optimization and bottom-up life-form reconstruction.

Applications

Change Host range
Metagenome
Phage-host relationship
0 Gut microbes
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JifL P A 5 0 4 PR s (s, n] LN 4 i e R
B S o e 7P 3 R R R o o S SN S
)3 2B i 77 SR R S AN Y . Rustad 45 ™ @R
TAE TG M & b oE B Gl R 2H KA 169 kb 1Y
T4 WK T o 5 R R W A B g B A 22— [0 B o)
Ja, JEN T TCAN MR R S A R R A . AR A
HARKBAmAKRERR ), BEMRAPH
N B AR R T — N K F . Garenne 55 B
FFH T4l H~F 5 DD EE IS 40 kb (19 T7 W g AR JEH2 it
T HEMRAE R RSGE 7 . Emslander 25 B il ik
R 55 25 f0AF 1R () RNA R A i Z-igA K1 SigA A
TCARM RS, W IodR A e R SR 1A 22 R FH
PEGH B R B A, LT A R R AT AR
ROGR B X Pt 22 i 25 KA . SR HE R #R IR S
A 26 ve B A0 IR IR B 78 . TXTL RAC K JEF|
EANATAT I . B, BIRA R ML MR A&
VIR B R AR, H AT 24 S B E S MS2 M
OX174 %, T7PY, T4 ML B HE K 2R 1K B8 R 1
A BT 8 e B A A R R A T AR P A T
BRI BRI R Y, SRR A BT R B 2 R 1) R R
. JoYH M 2R G R PR AE T8 FH R TR, 7E
B S B M DR B 2 DR R SR R ORI, A i 4%
W B T R A KR — AR AR R
ES

2 Jf B 5k o 1 25 e TR L 2 4H B (bacterial
L-forms) " (RF T —FH FE = HAE A MA K
AR R R A R G, [RIAE AT AR B Y S EOR
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J& B RO B AR JE R4, B AR B2 1 & B DNA
7R AR BERORL . Kilcher 55 P 4IF 52 L 7Y 48 B AN X 3Z
FF R AR B AR 2 37 R T AT W T 6t AT 4L £ 38T
JE B, IERENE IS JE R IO 2 AR T N R & 3R
W A Ak o L Y A B e ) R T A B TR AN S W T A
AT B DNA B35S DL 36 R 4K
/IR S R AIE A5 DR 2R S L, DR % MR T AR R L T
LAV &, {5 H Aot 73R B2 75 AT DL D) A
T 4 B A L B T

Cheng %5 "7 JT R 1 — M4 19 “ Bt ” 15
e B P g AR B IR 2 TR R (stepping-stone host
assisted phage engineering, SHAPE), i Red [A]
VR 20 R G A R AR B AL R 4H 5 H i DNA Jy
B, SRS R SRR T A Ik DR 2 B0 RS i g . B
IR JR B2, A B CRISPR-Cas R Zi ks #E# 1r)
WO I R D) F S e Wt AR R R B Re %, T AT
IS A7 A TR 0 PR R R W T A 5 1 Dy e 1 T T A
PRI IR “ Bk AR g 3 1 oh Ok B O e 45 21 H b R AR
R, RJEMHRAE LR PBIE RAEBEHEA
IV H ARWE B K . SHAPE £ AR & T FI H [H J5
4] 55 CRISPR-Cas 45 #4917 1t B8 P 5 R i 0 96
W, WEG TR N AR AR SRR B TAE

A R S R T A R DR AE I O SRR R AR T AR
2N, RELLTRIAE . &% 0 77 NS I PR 41
AL, mABANEOE, A B A TR R B AR
AR HET, RANEARE R 7 Z 5 5 A kb
JE AL 1 DNA J B, R OR AT RE & R A T TR A
SR, EEET SRR EARERNARN S E; &
5 Bl R T A ik PR AH 5 T A i el L B 4
B AL, EEET R Bl KA s R AL A
FZ o L BL4H R AT DL B SR i 3 DR 28 % Al ik T
BEAT W RS 4R 1 S 2 IRPI s R, T R4 R 4t
DR G VR B 0 2 L ) o B, O VR B R R RN Y
Wik TR 7 5k DR 4H AN 52 PRt BT IE B, BNV T
Y AR AR, AR T DBTL A, W]
RERRA T R T7 5. BARTCH M &R 4t H AT 28 )= BR
T B FRRITE B, R ORI SRIE A B Y B At
Yk

KA TR J DR R R D S R A )
ESUP

3 v A Bl O W R A Y TR BRI
J3 1

3.1 HEEEAEEEE

DA WG B 1A S S Atk 2 R ) 2 R R o 2 T v
B pe 22 DY, MR B AR 2 MR 45 A R B (receptor
binding protein, RBP) s 15 3= 47 7 P 1) B 2tk g
2, X RBP#EAT 4557 A5 1 7T DA S22 33 e
WA ) AE EYE . e Ah, MR RS 1E 2 A
B F (0 R S 1 0 B e T 18 = 2 AR I R B R 25 4
AR EANL L AR R TR AR BER s
M VR DA S A 0%

Yoichi & " i Ik #) £ 4 PPO1 gp37. gp38
%) 25 25 T2 Wit B 4R T2ppD1, IF S H al & e 7 i 15 2
Y0 i K AT B 0157 : H7 RUAH S Fl, 2028 7 g T
AR 4 S 1% . Mahichi 25 9% 223506 T2 W 13 44
KLY IE R gp37. gp38 4 1k [F) Y 40 LU= A
T WG TR A, E R R T2 W T A DR S AR 1) T
I 3R AF 58 (¥ TPO0S 75 335 Bl . Ando %5 U™ @ i 78
i 158 B A P TR A T A S R L SR 18 T I A T
F O A A RN, U K AT B R B A
SCZE AT B [ S0 1 B R AR QA S T KRB, [
FE, I bR W R A B8 3 e A ) v R A I R R
PR AR SCHE B AT DLBE 1A K AT 18 . Chen %8 ™ LAfE &2
B DEO17 N5, #iE 7 ml 66 T [R5 5 51 40
X3, HIE T S QLOL AN[F] gp37 R A BLi
WGO1 F Ak A Wi B 44, J8 I %F gp37 ZE DA v BUi
W o dr, e 7 580 BB K0 WA
ML 28 —1% WGO1 2 B I A A2 [k A 4
H A AT R 25 AR WGO01 53844, #5493 AR
R AT VG T KRB, C R LA IX 38T R
I 3 50 K 4 A TR S R 1] 4 R 52 AR R S
Yo Yosef &5 M BTt 1 & Bl B 4 R 22 2R 1 I R
ATHTORL, S 44 3K L 55 B Ak P UKL AR 7 1 626
S PR T7 Wik B A AL BRI T AR, TERH T G
WKL BE Ky T3 22 i DNA % S N HARTE £ . X Tk
Fol I Nk REE S S DNAMBELEN, K
KU & T HHIME EIE . Yehl 25 107 3 1 of gk 7 44
JFB 22 7 1 R U W B AR TE RV L, S T X 4
PR B A ABATTAR E T T3 MR AR R 2 R A
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Table 1 Applications of engineered phages through genetic modifications
B LS FART5 1 o ik
CiTINARS T4 BE T 1A AR TR IR IR A 1966  [49]
T3 T7 JHE D T IRE MR R s 7R i #Es e P 2020 [51]
2R A T2 I b A UG R E A S 2009  [98].
T4 I B 4 AR A KA 2 T4 B A 1 2 Y 2017 [99]
T7 W B 1A TT7 W T 7 R L ) Bl 2 40 4 e R % ke 2020 [55]
T7 5t b A Fe A58 (1 RBP 4544 2021 [100]
BRED Gy BORT B Wik B 48 Giles AR 5 R 5 VR ATE P 2R L AU SEAR VT RS MR OREBAE N 2008 [58]
JFF B R 4 14 P1 RIS o 2012 [60]
PRI [UAE RO ST IV T RN R A T I A 2014 [61]
E RN L HEST T o AP PR R T A R 2 I TR R G 2017 [62]
IF BOFF AW B 44 BPs Zoed 4R 97 P TR AT 1A 14 2% 1 g 2 A e o 2019 [24]
CRISPR-Cas B 1K A R 4 2972 II-A 4 CRISPR-Cas SE U4 TE 2 JEARFIK Fr Bl 2014 [64]
T7 W B Ak 1-E %) CRISPR-Cas % Gidw i T7 3 K41 2014 [65]
LI FLER 1 Z1 5 1 1k P2 TGS e TR B g A 2017 [66]
o T A1 DR W R TGS TR B S A i 2018 [68]
o B 0T 2 R R R T A II-A %! CRISPR-Cas 54t CRISPR-Cas10 2019 [69]
TA G B A V %! CRISPR-Cas12a 4t #4) g3 £, 75 il 2 Al e N\ 11 5. 2H T4 2021  [70]
TS5 W B 1 1I-A %Y CRISPR-Cas9 R R AT e , & Hi 3T Retron [ HH 7 % 2021 [75]
5 AN I W TR A TT4 £ i} CRISPR-Cas9 3 [X] ft Bl 2 F1 85 4 2022 [71]
PN N ATRES CRISPR-Casl3a 2022 [72]
®KZ.OMKO1 fllPaMx41 W& CRISPR-Casl3a+1E [l I K acrVidl 2022 [73]
Genome Reboot  KJZHF 1R b T {7 IR WR R /& YAC 2015 [78]
PICIs YAC 2020 [80]
1) 453 (P R T W T A YAC 2021 [79]
KT i e v 4 L ) 2019 [84]
YOI ER TR AR TR A A 2022 [85]
MS2 I i 44 o2tk & 1996  [89]
T7 Wi 1 A To 4 A & 2012 [91]
T4 155 B A To 4k & 2018 [86]
HIS 7R % DT Wik A JCA A R 2022 [88]
B A1 D W A T4k & 2022 [88]
PR 73 ST A W A ToH Ak & 2022 [92]
BN S VRN L-forms 2018 [96]

) 56 BR TR W A

f 75 EVE I E X (host-range-determining regions,
HRDRs), FFAE Bl 5E 7] 7548 K J th— Fofr s i 2 6 [
TR A, 4559 878 HRDRs 548 [ 16 1 14 Bl 2h o
A FofE BVGE, JRAE /N BB rh AT AR P BRI .
TP 7 5 AT DLCKe R R 45 4 PR RO 9 3] S A I
Ay fe 2 FEPER) TRV B K . Avramucz %5 " SR
FH 5 F J50RL 14 [ 95 2. 41 RN BRED 3 4 FiE 3l ek e 3k
A2 K12 K AT B8 B AR 1) T7 g i 1, DUJBR e i Ak

DR 1 R0 KL B 11 1 o SIS AL 7 o 6 R 5 6 (1 )
e —MER TT MR AR gpl7 HE R 53— FR
K1F % 524 8 e T7 Wi 3 4K (1) gp11. gp12 # gpl17.
3 7 3 34 1 T MK KLF 7 970 34 3] T7 W 1 4k i
DA, IR AL RE PR IC L R oxd T 2R S P AN
CRISPR-Cas i % [} 2 M 7 W R I ol E S 45 &
KI1F gp17 [ ik & IR 3 4K . i AJF 58 % W] BRED 7]
PE PO 3R 45 87 (1 RBP 45 A I =i T =, 1 6 75



292 BRENE F45E

Wb A RS B I AR . A, AEREEE LT,
BRI A2 6 RBP AN A2 DA™ 2515 17 0 PR 5 i T 44

I RBP B Bl Wt B 44 R 50 1 = (R, TR RR
A RLN T 45 /N B U g R, TR R R S 1 R
) TR0 A KRR E W R AR, IR BE AR e ek
Holtzman 5 ") 38 it s I 5] B 7 7 22 AN 1 E 1A 10
N T7 W AR AE VG B AR A, #E 95 h W IEAT 100
WS B ARAEAR, R T7 W B kvl LLE I B 2 B A
B gpl7 B H R RAZ, &R I 58 B W 52 1k
(lipopolysaccharide, LPS) [ K12 1 2 "W [ -
T7 Wik T A4 7 9 P s =5 B K1 2Aered O T 4 ] 1R o
EHEEEME R 5 KI2AwaaC (LPS #7 # 5
2 AR YL S, R KI12AwaaC W I 248 5,
T AT K12A0rxA (W B 28 B, AN 3R 001 32 T
B 52 B 10 LPS 1 K12AtrxA . X Fh 5 204 2046 /N W
BRI & RBP [ 52 R 1100056 e, 35 Bh At v 1 2 5 7
P PR TR A AR o R, R T R A B
T AR 2 L7 2L 1 4 1

Xof s A A4 52 AR () T RE RN B IR ON T A v B
HEFO BT B W B AR R 9T 7 IEAT IR RTT, AT BA
Ve UE H B BRI R R ARG R, R I I R T A
EVEBURE R, I 51 50 A P A R I R T R
FAfR A,

3.2 ZEREZEEARBERAZR

I A A A2 Bk b 35 B RN 22 R 1 A v ) AR A
SEAR, A BR 7 DR 2E AR 1 LU g A e R T R
Wik TR AR (1) 22 FEPE AN AL LA, iR 1 A ATTR R B
I E: WEBE AR R SRR DL SR A A5 IR
A A4 1k TR 20 1 22 1 M DA A AR R o AT 2H A Bl 12k
BRI BRI Z e K HEA AR RGH
M) FE S VR R A [A] W B Ak 1 2k IR A0 4 . ik
Rl S 2. WME AT R EIH RS
WX & 2k K4y 17, Chevallereau %5 M #8151 1 24 57 % T
Wik BRT AR B D A S 32 A DA B e AT 428 1) 4 R 1)
R NFEAS) g5 h A R AR, FR s =
AT ELAFEIL T HRRE R LS, DS
7~ H AR BT B IR AR R

Kavagutti 55 " 75 7K A2 A2 A5 IR B 30 AT B8 IR 8
FEDRIZEHIN 7, A 7 25k TR 2H 5090 o ik &2 T R ik 2000

A B A 1 S B SR DR A FE T AT T MR B AR AR VR OK R
G0 D Bl oy RIS 23 S AT RFAE . BT ML
R 41 Rimov 7K FE I E 98 22 G2 1 Jiricka i 3 43 7K
K, PRI 23 MFEAR R R A M a5 R, I
W= PrmEr A . FERMIIEE. 4R ER
TERIK RGP RILT 775 A A AEBHE FE b o 30 A 2=
DRIZEL,  [) ERF5 5 BL 553 /N ¥ 9 ik B AR A R i PRI 4

Al-Shayeb 55 "' 3@ 1 48 2K 35 30 it AN [F] (1 1
BRIFEE KL= LA 22 0 1 i 1 31 74 eI R«
i~ WEEES BIAREREHR T A ) DNA B4
B, MR I A HT 1 5 2R A& (huge phage, 5
FRN megaphage), L% 5E 351 AN [R] 1) BRI
PR, AT AR 2 DR 2 B DL Wk A A 1R~ 25 R R 2H.
KABEE L . EEA1ST, FFAELS NIE KT
— P R B A, IR KL 735 kb, LRI EA
P IR 2 B R AH K 15, 8 28 U VR 22 4 1 ) 2
RIH K12 . B, ARATT A B0 — LWk 1 44 7] 5e Al
F4M T CRISPR-Cas 41 bk 35 4 14 Wk 1 14

BT 5 R A 5T T v B PR, H BT
1R % (117 DNA BG4, 10 38 B RNA I 9 IR R
HiER F B RNA BRI 4 7T 2 il

Neri %5 " 248 1 5150 NS F (e s 4, IF
RPLT B 250 754 RNA 5 8 %47 25 . % il 33
7O RNA 1) RNA % A B (RNA-dependent
RNA polymerase, RARP) HJ7r#r ¥, X—F &
2T ORI RNAR 8 2 R0 5 . RN A
M4 1 LAHT7E RNA & sl KL 590
Mg FMHEAERHARMNZANEOREGWE. ¥ &
FIRARP RAK B X AN DB/ R TTHHE R
PE, IR T PIAMECE 15T 3 R A T AT 2
i W 3 AN A1 H o SURIY 7K 1 Lenarviricota
[T, EHA TR A DG I A% AR s A, IR o
RNA 5 8 B 1 1/3. CRISPR [i] g A1 1 85 14 1 %
ERW, LLRTS BAZAEYA K1 Picobiraviruses Al
Partitiviruses [ MV #F ALK G4 5 A% AE V)18 3 o 05T
SRR T ORI RNA Z R, 48 H RNA W R 7E
A ERE A EL A I HLOK 22 B RNA R #2587
TE AN [F] £ B8 4 28 0 R0 28 55 o (2 7R HE T T 4 A
BV

Kauffman %5 """ DL 06 1R A RO W 1 57 97
SICEE B MR, X 2010 F N3 AN H T
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3IANEF A (552220 261 F1286 K) 43 B 1440
WPk, WFFC MR- AR R R, 1F 1287 M
% 76 5 R0 P AR K H B AT hsp60 R (1 1R A R
2854 (22%) X Wik B A 4= G R B UM, R
FHELAE FH X 2 A (0 2 Al v AR, R 2 5 e
TR R 1D e B - B ORI, T HL R T R L
mERKNRE TS PR SERN RS
o R A 7 55 oy i, KB T HEAH 3 AR L AR
gerppa A, H R R 54 b 5 AR X A1 AR S 1 TR
W, R UM IR G b AR A YRR P
PR AR AL 1) — PR B R, dE R T HE DR A K 4
BRI S S e A A 22 A 1 DT R

i 7 e DR 2 23 3 o) B PR B 0 I8 AR 0
TIRBEIE G50y, $RAUE T XR S AT FH N,
BOFZ I B AR 09 (0 R e B AR, 48 R B DL AT
J7 WG ERFER, FR AT A R kS
i EMEAERINED, WU s A
Vit R R IR AR R AE P 2R R R

3.3 ZHEERARBTEEFSEEEIENE

it e I I BOR R R, dLSE B ST A
ANWHIRON I8 X 5% 21 5 AT e I B O X B
FEEEA RS, W LLA ARG [ AR AR S e
T E AL, D A R DR R A, W
B A G 4 g I 4 B i 5 17 A AT L Al 55

W T A X0 2 B RE A T A R ) e s ML A R T
T B ANTE A R R, H AN TS R T
AR ER 1 A0 S 1R S R 2 R 1) S A ) 1 45 ) i
fii. You " IR T MR A A PT@ B R
FT s, TR W R S R R S i LD,
R T PR R P R A A R SR 0 1AL
il o Shi%s " RGEHLHE ST 1 T4 W A v ARG
S 3 DR B S 1) 20 LA, B R T IR AR B
MotA Fll AsiA B R4 7 RNA 5 & B 0S5
BT AL, R v R BRI T T T4
B A% B 2 A ) 2 il 4 S B S D AN B SRS R
PR S5 K, H8 7 T4 W 8 PR AT B ST il g 4
DR S B MLA - WG T 7 2R 1 gpS5 ANAH T RNA R &
Mg T LA [ RS 0 G 0 O R ) i At o, TR SR
PO IS 77 EIOIR = AR T 3% gpds DL B

BOEEHEgp33 2S5, N T Mo & lio MU S B0E
Fefit 7 &R

TIR S5/ 32 IR A - AE Y A 3h 4 s s A4
NAZ ) G 58 B2 AR (P G B 2H 43 W JBR G A IR 42 I 1)
PN 22 I TIR 25 #3807 A — Rl (5 5 90 1, 45
4 I U0 Thoeris S Z UMV 85, AT RZE e, A
HoyFamANiE . Leavitt 55 " W 17—~
4 A Thoeris PLIi 1l &4t 1 (Thoeris anti-defence 1,
Tad1) (1)K B WG TR 4 2 B B 1 X0, & mT BL A A
Thoeris %% . Tadl £ [ A& 45 & £ 77 tH TIR &5 14
B AR SRR T T, AT A R AR SRS
55 G, 95 200N 2 WORE L BE . AT 2% 35 Thoeris & 4t .
Tad t 6847 R0 35 7 K HAEY) TIR 45 1) 3508 5 1
oy, Tadl SHEYIATA 73 T 456 B 70 HE 5 S ik
iR R T 17-2"HE ¥R ADPR (glycocyclic ADPR,
gcADPR) HIMUFFL 250 o e 1T — M %
ORBEAE T TSR, R a1 IR AR
il 1 3 G g B — A A B s a0, Bl E 40 ) TIR
gcADPR 15 5 A% 1 5K o i 48 1 7 730 o

X w7t i 20 2 07 Ny 1 = 1 TR
PRI A% i DR 3 a1 4 110 45 A JE Al AT 2 AL, AN
TR A R A T R A .

3.4 PBEBRERERES

NpiE R S % SN MEMREZ —, B
BRI R R R E R A AR
Py U TR g R PR G TR A R Y 4 R RN
FAEREMAER, HIRATFEAN 2 B A% 1) 7E LS
&k £y S R 1 7 2 4038 7 5 AN T g 5K 1K R 81 40
SV, AR SR AN W v BB X B T e A A4 (A A5
WIS -

Lawley %5 "' j@ i #2418 4= 3K 36 Bl 4 28 060 /N A
K Jip 18 7 = TR 4H AN T 5 2% 1) 2898 A i 41 1R 55
FER A EHE, 7 7 A 142 000 AN R TUAR i B Ak
BRI (KT 10 kb) 119 18 Wt B A 550408 2 1 32 9%
2H 7R Firmicutes B & 1 5 2 FE s, 2136%
(8 B AN R PR T o — B Fh . X E . KR
R4 W A A ks R 2 5040 P 4 4 3 AR ke 11 i 3 G B
. N T T A 2 1 AR S RN Ak 23 AT A O
W9t . Koonin %5 " i ik 4 2 N 81738 11 7 FE [
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HEHE, FHAEBIIATE contigs SRAE KT Sy 52 % 1) g
RIERAL, % AR T 451 MEGE R IK 3738 1]
TR B R AR AL, B E T N SR 3 R AR
51a FHEAE K Z MRS R i 22K 0F
1) 5 22 FEPE R R R AR TS N B A LB b, K H
fHERT N 18 5 75 7y RA D RERAE BT 5T . Horh
5 4B 3% B} Flandersviridae 1 Quimbyviridae J2& £ 45
J&YL Bacteroides. Parabacteroides F Prevotella 1] £
GBI E s & A=A NS 7B L 7K N AR R a7
H (1) 8 Bl Gratiaviridae Wi B M B 02 8D, 5
Autographiviridae. Drexlerviridae fl Chaseviridae £
MLY% K & . X} CRISPR spacer [0, T =
AMETE 0% R B A PT LU Bacteroides. 3 =
A 39 R R A S R 1) LU BCRE DR 2L 4 AT 4R B T AE IR R
PRIE DR 20 A S R AE o — 22 Quimbyviridae I
AR B A 2R 0 4% 5 K1 (diversity-generating
retroelements, DGRs), A 7= A ik 2 15 B 1l AH O J&
AT o ) e P AR SRR BT, T St T R P TR T A 2 £
DGR [ i /2 45 M JE R o 120 70 8 IRARIE T J LR
Flandersviridae W (& 4 % 15 2 5 i o1 A2 W0 & B =
R IE A RIS . Gratiaviridae W 15 74 9 18— 4>
HipA X% 8 G MRS R fo B, 3R W)X Lo IR
PRRT DL SR A 2 ) 4 P BE [ G A I R A 1
R o I = A SR A A R B0 B A R TR A A
IE W 2 1 3 A S R Bk B S Il TN RT DL
S P X Vi M R D i B2

Gerber 55 " BIF 57 7 I B 4 5o A5 28 1 BE 1) B S
FOMR o O N N S i 1 3 AR A TR A I TR /D B P E
HEL I 32 B0 N FR 0 R T A R AR G o AT A UL R
PR AR AR G AN B 3 5 e U A T, 340 T 4 7 1)
R R LA P S0 G Ath 40 B 0 b A R RS . AR
Mo M R, W B AR AR G% 51 kS 1) T8 AR AL 0
A 7 A T BRI . SRR SR T
Wk T A A Ay iy 308 40 A1 5 R A 1 ) 1) B R AR A
B, IERWY T g 38 W T A AT DURE g R 40
TN FL BN WiE 7 I THAFAE T AR B R e

Xof i T AT T AP W BT A T i ) IS A 2 S 2
FONG 5 B AT A i T N AR SOX R Y R G
FIThBE . Bilan, 2y AE BB WA, X iy iE
ORI R L R B A AN T S A g 4 i ) B A AR AL B
Fo AT DL (A 05 A i) SR BEAE B MR iR 9T

Jiids TRV TR A SR U A IR Y T LA B R
i TE Aol A DR DR S R o FRATT N 254 7 48 A 1
AT T I 25 R8I T AR LE Ji T A R IR AR

3.5 XREEMHBEATIEEESERMAZIT

B AR W) S A IR I A F B AT RE I R H B AR
VIDRER TAEHEZSL . FEALH B % i (computer
aided design, CAD) N 7EAR#E ¥ 177 H K 1% O
YER, (BAE & A 5 dh i B A A T 28
BB

Molina & " 32 tH FEVEANARRE T P AR T 45 2
() W BT A 5 2 R % D 2 3 T R TR AR XS R
(B B TH 5 7k . Hh — Bh J7 7% ExhaustiveSearch
SR R I VR B AR XGRS BL T, S — R
77 1% Network Metrics /& #2 18 F &% %2 1 32 17 B [A]
L= o PR J7 V5 R AL & A8 v] AR ] A P {8
IR FR P o AR R AT 1 — T 50 BE 11 S5
WEIT, FE “XGREIN” i N H AR AR, PEAL IR
this A 20 & s 47 i [ A2 . Rebollo
S U 6 35 AN V0 LA BEREAT T E R A
T, BFE IR KRS T AR AL 95
el N DN 7 SR NE S S N 7R
(0B 5t B, R T R TR A L A R g D 4% S 3 A
1 O R SR AL 1915 B, 181D {8 H Nestedness
Temperature Calculator 115 1% 5% BinMatNest, 14
#T AR “XGREM” H B . Diaz-Galian
&g P JE K 7 — A4 N PhageCocktail ) R ., W] H
BT H R G B A 5 2 B U I 4 1) v AU W B
P XS REI”, HFE BN IE I 13 450 1 v R Ak
I B YL N 2%, %] ExhaustiveSearch. ExhaustivePhi.
ClusteringSearch 1 ClusteringPhi iX 4 # J5 yA#E4T T
TG (1) ff B R0 VE AL o X 38 AT IR ) R A A D 3
(ZRAME ) E 7t Wt a RE/R, 40770k
fEB AT Mg R & B fFAEER.
ExhaustiveSearch 2 & {1t 55 I (MR B A4 “ X9 )2,
{Hz 17 B (8] A B8 1R 4« ExhaustivePhi H J¢E —Ff
VY, '©HIE1TI AN T ExhaustiveSearch, {H
APDAPR AR “RG RN MR EARIR 2, 17V A
X B 4F i . ClusteringSearch F1 ClusteringPhi #3 3F &
B (—CRUEAEI 1 ms), REFE {5 B I 1) 45
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R, HUETREA — & TR, P SR M
W Th 2 A . A [FRE AT 1 58 B 1 S B0 i 5T
KV IZAT I B A AEY & . B2, BRITIER
P, FRIERA B R MR A S A B
JeW 28, T E A . FH P AT DU 9 T R
Mg R HEm e, A TG B o v i E
L NI () E= R i

Ak, G RAEMEF IR T G A I I0E
= (synthetic biology open language, SBOL) ">/,
i BE 5 FKAE 05 A e A W) AR N R G v SR,
VR A BB A A B AR S IR 45 B SO
H5EEHILESBOLdE, FHtEfE RN RG X
1Fe Voigt BRARLL " it Cello #2/7, H T-#8
T2 DR ] B B AT, RS AR SIS = IR AR
KM 2 5 RN GBS, IEHEE S A

OCRET YR .

4 e RRE

RGWE R R g s 7 — 2 tal, H
B S W A A 1 e A TR L 4 i R LB SRl A
Mo WREARFER TR ARG T R B, &
DNA MY & BFR 26 B 40 %8 1 AR 3 AR Jig DL &
FATNT RIRE B AR 2 Fe e . e £ B
PER RN A AN B IR, oA SR 1 A 7 V2
FERE R, B BN R R v] 78 5L 50 &
P e o St FR L TR AR EERE SR B BRI
NGRS AR YN ki Ny S - NS L3
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