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Scalable mining of proteins for biocatalysis via synthetic biology
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Abstract: Biomanufacturing provides a sustainable alternative to traditional petrochemical processes in producing
chemicals, drugs, and functional materials. Enzymes are cores for creating catalytic biosystems with diverse functions.
Due to the lack of predictive models for enzyme functions, however, rational design is still challenging. On the other
hand, next-generation sequencing reveals millions of diverse natural enzymes, of which only a tiny fraction have been
experimentally characterized. Synthetic biology applies engineering principles to study, engineer, and create biological

systems. Through standardization and modularization, synthetic biology enables large-scale prototyping of enzyme
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sequences, which not only helps to identify efficient biocatalytic parts, but also accelerates quantitative understanding

of sequence-structure-function relationship. Here we review recent advances in scalable mining of enzymes via

synthetic biology. We firstly introduce computational tools for functional clustering and prioritization of promising

sequences from enormous genome/protein databases, followed by experimental approaches for high-throughput

cloning, expression, and characterization of selected candidates. We then discuss the applications of such tools in

systematic studies of enzyme (super) families. We conclude with future perspectives in creating integrated synthetic

biology foundries to accelerate enzyme mining.
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2 5 1 £ 0 5 B 1 P DNA 21 385 05 VR M, 3
15T CPEC #1 Gibson £ 77 1=

LT Cpfl —Fh A DIBGIEAT VI, 25 26 AR B R
[ R AT A E) 70% L L, FERTSCEE 2 1kbp K
FE I DNA 4%
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Flexi~ Golden Gate 5 v £ 772 7EAT LA PR 1) 2
) e B T A, RN BOFD H R R A
ok BRI A DD E AL, SRR B G H AR A
T A5 N DT RO AL U A, TR RO S T %
BRI PATHRAE . Wi BRI A D)8 Sgf 1 A1 Pme 1
(Sgf 1 : GCGATCGC; Pme | :GTTTAAAC) [k
LK Flexi o RGN IT K, AV RGEEA
TR N AT . Sgf 1 Al Pme T R A4 54
7 AEVF 2 B AW B R AR (N 1.2%,
B 1.2%, BRI RE2.96%, LRI 2.4%, KIaAF
B 6.35%), 10 H. %77 1% 7] LUK 5 5] 510 AN [R] 1)
Flexi # & 2 [A] SCHL AT LA 4, AN 75 ZEE RN T
Nagase 2 " fd ] Flexi RS2 7 NRER A 1)
1929 AN E: A (1 i & B, UERH i RGAERAE
PR R4 N

Golden Gate 2 3¢ 77 15 5: T 11 s B4 FR 1l 19 VI B /£
A — [ AR R AT DR TR 2028 Y, TTs BURR
HIANVIEE, 1 Bsal . BsmB 1%, #EHARBIFHIH
HMUEEAT DI 7= A 4bp MRS R B . R, R FAE
AHAR A B b A B i 4bp B HANF A, Al HEAT
ToIRASE . B b, 4bp 15 5T LLZH i 256 Fii AN
7] ELAR X, T EAS SO AH &0 A B 18] 1 [R] s
Rl AT SEEL 2 Fr R d 2 %E, BAZEHEE )P AN
Wy JFH, @i 2 PRGN IR B R, T
PASEIAR HEAL BE R oA 1) 2 A B R A 3 Canif A1
fEN IO BB R A RIAE. AAEERSE) . |
AR AL, 4bp £ 1 51 S HAH A0 - 4 28 11 2%
R, MERESE AR B, T R 4 50 RN A
B D F H BT (4l http://cuba. genomefound-
ry.orgthome) . FE T IX — A7k, AR E B Y
PR T R¥ WG N 7 K2 28 % IR IE  (transcrip-
tion activator-like effector nucleases, TALEN) [ H
AT, WTUA— %6 151 DNA B, %
THLE AT G 8K W] L& G i 400 1 TALEN 2
X, B 96%. Ak, HEARFECH KT
% /> 3k T Golden Gate 1) H 3 1/t DNA 41 %% 75
5B 5 Flexi 72840, 1 3TV E M — AR
il R 3% 0 7 A B H 3L K5 81 ) Bsa 1« BsmB
[ YIS AHET Bsa 1 8iBsmB 1, Sap 1 I
WAL R F1 H IR AR AR AR, A B A A
o dbAh, RXEBE R B 7R 2013 SRS T —Fh

1 Golden Gate %% /7%, FKAU MASTER ¥ ik
(methylation-assisted tailorable ends rational ligation
method) . 1% 77 ¥EAE H A I B A 1T m B4A T s i 1)
WY Mspl 1T, Mspl T 2 g8 751 B 364k 1 4bp fi2
M, "CNNR (R=AELG), FHAERHIAL s AU 3EAT
IRl AR B H 8 S Mspl 1 B 1)
AL s R o

2.1.2 Rk E4 L% % % (sequence homology-based

cloning)

(7] Y5 B 2. 9 e 2 e AR T AR RS 42 B A i
WIFE A SITETE SR, BETH T8 8 B
g, WAHT 2R BEEEKALR, BARINE
DISE s B PBRH o 1% R 48 3 2407 Gibson. Gateway
Echo Cloning. Creator % R 4MEFILZH 2% 7, DL F
FH B BE w5y 28 [ R EE ZH ML () DNA assembler 55 il 4
AT, Horf, Gateway J5 ¥ATE sl & 5 P4
Fesegn b N RNz, TR AR B A SR
o AT P Gt A 2 T R AR R S s R e 1 ) B ZE B
[attB-attP (BP X ) — attL-attR (LR )], 72
WE R TIE95% VA Lo i EEARH R TEMATT 5
Ve ), HE9EER 7oA LS LR SR s 2. i
i e 28 FO Al H iR BT (B, M H IR
J7 0 ) FE R O 3000bp B, B LR S BEK. 5
4b, W JC & B FE T Gibson assembly " DNA
assembler " SE ORI KT il B ) DNA 42677
o R—RuERGENILFEFR, RAEHRSHH
SRR BN, 2 5 T RN AR
7 5 B 2H T B e R
213 KT HAF R R & L% & % (bridging

oligo)

De Kok & " J& - i 4% 1§ 98 35 2 B (ligase
cycling reaction, LCR) JF& T #i1¥) DNA J¥ 51 4H
BTV It Beit 55 AH A8 DNA B W i F7 41 B AR )
PEEM ST IR, ERCRE TR A, N
A b3 P B 340 45 0 U Py B 5'om i 2, R 2
> DNA Jr BR L R il AN I 2t i B . FE 3 R ORI
PEFA LA B i 22 1 B BEARCOR 4H 3% B Ab
B, W2 IEIR, AT LUK 2 DNA Jr B 2%
BRI T ORL, I8 A K o AT T RS2 S BEAT 93
De Kok 581 1% 7 i i DR 124> DNA Fr Bo %
% 20kb I H A L
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2.1.4 AT CRISPR# LI R %

CRISPR (Clustered Regularly Interspaced Short
Palindromic Repeats) & {7 7E T R A% A 113K 15
Ve R G, Cpfl ERASRJE T 1128V B CRISPR &
Gr; MECT Cas9EH, Cpfl H A FH B 3 K g 45
R HBERE/AN BA BRI i 4 258 A AT
A {EYE . A crRNA (CRISPR RNA) 5| %,
Cpfl 4 & £ & & W i % g (1) PAM  (photospacer
adjacent motif) 7 5 #H 48 3 55 crRNA H %k ) DNA
Fe, UIFEIFEAR DNA HAME ) 23 A7 F09F T AN )
1847, MBS nt FiPEA S . Cpfl BYIFIAL R
crRNA H # 7] spacer J7 41| K FE 520 . 24 spacer |7
HIK ER T-46 T 20bp I, Cpf1 {8 17 T U1 %1 4 EL b
BEM) 18 AL spacer J7 HI K FE /N T~ 20bp I, Cpfl il
] T O FI AR AN ) 14 67, AT B 8 nt A R 1%
Ko FeTX—4¢tE, BF7EHFIFK 7 CCTL (Cpfl-
assisted Cutting and Taq DNA ligase-assisted
Ligation) 7774 T K DNA F B RIA SN wdE . A A
17 nt K FE 1) crRNA spacer, 5T N 53 5 DK T804 1Hi
RA KA WIERIE act 11 -orf4 FER K R 8 F AT T
JRALE e, WMEILF]70% LA E Y g2, B
XF Cpfl #E47 1 i, A6 3L AT BLAR 5 60 A (7] )
PAM AL i, A HAEFVE YR T 445, KRG 1
Cpf1 RI AR (1) 5 515 ]

gt A RIA R DN m RORAREI 1
. EARKENERAFRUREEZAM (R
Jo FF B RURG B SR AOAF R . AL AN (R, R
Jugn A LS A D BL R TE AT Ceell-free)
HAAMAG . A CEGNHRIATERIE RS
ML RIS RS

KGR RERFRERNELHEARILR
gt, HAABRAERRRGE . F9R W . A TR
WA RIF RSN, HHBOI S BRI E
ARIERG . G RBITHEEARE, dik
RS I 1 I 56 A B B B TN SO A B F SRR
AU, JEFE TR KRR SEAF I (], BEE B S
TR EAS [ FEAR DA B B RERE FE I3 v, R H 3
WAL B ANT, 53 K wE AR BT

IR BT, T HBREE R A, R
. B, ERSCERES T3 EE
BIFET G B, i E RS R R B T R 48K 2 4
H-E2aafbmd@EEmiE & H T KRR E
i TR L« e DL 96 fal FLAR 554 v S 58 244
B H 31k B AE & 58 Momentum A1 Agilent VWorks
9 WA SEBR I R AT AR, B Bk AT EAE R
A, MR, mARRE S AL L E AR
PERAESE

AN, oA BB A R R R R N —
TP = BRSNS R BRI R T B . 1%
AR LA ) DNA Bt mRNA AR, @i #h 78
JRVIANREE DI, AE A hh B2 P4 A 00 B R AE
T IE R AT GRS IE 0 gl s IR AT Lok
WT KA B RS0 R . B A2 A A 2L
VMMEE . %R G R L PCR A 9 4 M5
B, BTG R mB ) e b . R, Rl AR
fe I AR P . B T RENAFETE
YRR, TSR FRIAALE M A R G ol TRk )
HE . FANBRAEARERERS, NIRRT
FE. SRR AL, 15 F WS BArE B iR
HEB A, — T 2~3 A A A A .
TOA MR G R R, S B B R
TG 48 i 2R 0 3R IA L R T BRI 4 B Al Ak 5 D IR
AR R AFEI~4 R, RIEHARKA
1T LM B ) 22 5 A T i, Nakano %5
FER T —Fh 58 A AE AR S HEAT 1 B 1 R 738 4k 6 )
550 308 1) v B U7 R . R G 4 i B B S A
A~ PCRARANG 3G Gl FLAR B 2 I 45 & ELISA i
i, RPN ML & E SRR AR iy Bk AT T AR Ak
ke, )i ik B R AT Bk SE S ThREM B2 B 5y
Bro mI AL 96 FLFN 384 FLARIE B M I HE =
RN SIS A, me oy L S 2 BCE N AR
PCEEACA AT R . SR, T 52 B RALAR LK
PR BRI, e kA AL AR R R TG 40 i R R A HE DA
MR KR AL, Rk, Angenendt % 1 &
il 7 — AL KA BN 1.5 L 19 1536 FLAL K 11
iR, #t—, FIHGERNEEAS -
g VR MR I 2 B, B 5 2 R DI RE B FL AR o 4 e
SN AR Z 45 /N E 100 L, 1 H SN AR &R R E A
B 10 15 )5 SOV AR SR BEREAT
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FEIE AN TR SR UE Y B R A, R 7R A
DNA/ZZER 75 Bhis & bR 25 4% oo 1 o
JE. R IR AR HEAT R G HE AL
R, 75 BT K el i VA VAl A A S5 2k 1 R
LRI G SN N Sl Y 7 T
(polyacrylamide gel electrophoresis, PAGE) # &
R ENiE vk (Western blot) Z M E A F &5 0
WIS T B AR o, R A
AT B S 4E . Split GFP £ R4t T — Fh 1
. 2 T B3 B rriE Rk kil i %
GFP11 B (15 MEHERR) fld RIS/ HArE
5T i B ki SOER M E R EA RS A
% GFP H AR5l (B4 v B (GFP1~10, #7200
MR BN BRI ER, g S
PR TOG, HARJGHRE S B AR & A B A
FIE TR IEAH 73X —HAR A PR 7 12 A [F] 51
Wit 7S, AT A e oA R R A A AR R T
WP AR FR AL T LR

2.3 BSEAINRENSEERT

23.1 BBER E STk

B e e N5 /1% (enzyme kinetics) 43 #fr /& X}
B 25 AT DR RAE B R0 F B il sk AN
HEL Ak 2 7 1k 2 T I B R Bh 0 2 o R O ik
Xof /b B N ) L A R AE S 2 1 T T T AR S T
5 ATRUES R OGRS E S IR R R
R BRI, K2 HUE A OB B R B A
AERHE 5 5, T B B T B R 4 B 7
1% (enzyme assay), WA BRI S B A 4% Ik
55 T BORE ORI IR B AT IR A AR T A )
M. BAEES. B, BRI A & ot 2
B ATP KRN, B ADP A1 IEBERR &6
W 5038 w] DL A R 5 1E W R 2k A i 5 € Bkl ok
E BRI A & R R . S —Jm,
A= W A% 2 s AT LR A s R 1 (transcriptional
factor, TF). THE®RMEH . & ZEEK T
(RNA aptamer) 55 JJj 68 70 44 15 1) 48 i P9 455 5 AR
Y, It — bt B R E bR T IR EAE
B BRI FE R Rk & T

P A 27 A 28 T e N i A 3 T AR A S B 5 B

S G R A = W E R (Nt ol s vk =
JEH AT RO AL AL B . R AR RS 3 B
A WAR 0 T A DA R AT AR S T e B A AR
GRS A . WHRE TR T R 96 AN 22N Bl
Jill LA (96 screen-printed electrodes) &4, H
T o0 AT 2 FUNE A AL B 7 AR 1 1,0, 0 i OB IR A
DR I R g, PO T BRI A
FERZE, WA R R, B
(VA NI o 1 G 71 e e 1S S R e 8 .9
ARG B, MR GUKE . SEAE )R E L
W gR oK JTURE ek 4 oK RORE AN 2 AR B R 44 oK
iy gt 081

5ot S TN, B (mass
spectrometry, MS) T B F ML (mz), W]
DL I B HEAT Tobric (label-free) MIEMES €=
Wg, XTI S 8253t BAT A i) & v . (HAE,
R WUAE it N DT 4 2 1 7 S 1 FE I ) (3 2y
PR 7 B UG R e B E B . H AT, 2 TR A R A
s, W EOE . MRS EE EHER K
BTN BUEAC, AT EALE JURD Bl Y 58 BB S B
(5B e flhn, =)ol B O AT AR RS 1 (ma-
trix-assisted laser desorption/ionization MS, MALDI
MS) AT LR FHOGECRE , PRad 43 H7 FE B R 181 1) g
SOSLREA, B R ) & TR B i R DA T
(A=) 5 78 55 VESE R AT de Rond 55 ™ 2T
MALDI MS JF& 7 PECAN Jii%, 52/ T P450,,, 5
AR R [P vy RO Ok S e . FEWESS S Celectro-
spray ionization MS, ESI MS) S5z i# R4
WCH AT AREAT md & e i 5 20k, A2/ 14y
o7 AR MALDIL 8 R ALH, ZHRE &M T
TN TR YT RS SRR T/ES. 5
A, BT BN B R A, T DA R AR A
05, [FIR S ECE R AT A Y. T
X3k, HEEl SRR ILERE, @
o W SR S B B AE S AR, W AR E AR
Yyrb PR 258 RN R 5 B E ey
T S A R B, S I ) e R U S D)
e E s
232 ZHBBHBAEE HHTHAK

B e 373 A i R T O WS R E R
FE L X 43 e NI 45 T A 4 R B2 v 8 T B
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AL 30 B A AE AR

Hal Bl TR @R — TG, #
WHLBE . T LR . AH 5 Dh RE L AN B Fe
i R A RS W AR A 8 JH JE B 96 38 1E 1Y
U, AT LS B 96 FLAR LL K 384 FLAR 1) 7%
WERAE . A PR P BOE, T S8 IR I ] Y
4 H B A BRI AR AR A, A RER SRR
MAEmYE . AR EMEMRCE . A, ETZRES
BEWERPIC. BEbR TR, W] DU T
B TAFs Em=FE . M. B, §r
TR 8 [ R AOR W LR PE R R Al A B L
VRl FIEEFRA, AR T il 2 M v A I 7 9%, Sk
DLTBROMARE . B M e K AT 2 R
S5 PE R FUAE i 1 17

2 0 D Wi e S LR I R AR BT, IR R AR A
55 0 O 00 B DR R AT D FRAR B s 45 5 TR AT 2O
53 1% (fluorescence-activated cell sorting, FACS)
PAS Z AR P BOA, - 7T DR 2 57 g 1 41 - Th B ]
(IR AR o X 20 e A AR A BB AT VB A T 1Y
MEAN =, AT LRSI S NS PO R F R R L A
S EOS I AR ™ E X HEBE IR, W R
M 2T s SR il B A R IR R AR 3R, JF
HUF 70 AR R S S PR T [ E A, A
T 3 T 52 6 R A1 S B W) 1) &5 & ot B 3 4T g s
ik

xF T ML AN Y, TEVER AR 98 FACS iR
BEAT 73 M7, 76 B 45 AT 428 YRS AR KT B 4 i
FCR AR B AT 40 B 7 S A A 23 2 AE
A4 TG A e DU AL BT 30 A a2 7 AR Rk ST K
TN R, AR AR R /DN e R RS A A U
], 8 AGITE R TN B R RO A 2y
AP AE 10° Hz ST 0 26 i 28 6, JF AR 9
J5E SCH 0 106 b v T 0 FR 37y, 605 B N TR
R ABCREE BRI E T . MRiE O BA &
REEE . E BN A SR R, VR
T SR B R AT DA SE B 2 0D BRI A AL S B
G55 SRR RO ARIC i BOR « hr 20l TR
S, ] LU 35 B Ak T VB0 A SO A 2R G A 7 3k
R WAL, B BOR ] B T o2 ik R AL
fEAL IO AR B R A2

3 iEENM AR SRS
IS

M X % (enzyme family) J& B )75 4544 .
Dhfig s T7 A AU B B B i RS
BEE mEE (%) FEFEAN TR KE, HiE
b E B 5 A I AR R AR O K, X DR R
AT B 7 Rk T Bl KRR AR S R
UL, HEIT 5 R OAF L5808 X R J T 5
M Thaedt a7 )8 ™. FIH G BAED S FBRRZ2 S
R R R FPH)-DIRER F, o2 AL 42 3 B 2
B T — A EE R

256 M IR 240 B F0 S B B e AR SE A R
A R T 1R 1 X Bl SR HEAT e B 2 I R .
AR5 )& e =i B8 (haloalkane dehalogenases, HLD)
SR FH 7K g Bt o L ) A o AR LA & 4 ) Bk -
BRI, EMEETS R TS E R
gy 7 AR 55 J7 T B A N 7). FH Position-
Specific Iterated (PSI) -BLAST Lt X}, Vanacek %5
MONCBT % B 5 204 122 v 30 H 5661 1 ] fE #
HLD "™ N7 AWHCT Mk 7 41 v b s i ik i
NAHKHIHLD, W78 5 56K 1 218 SSN I 5k
XF[EJE L SR 807, WP AL 953 AN EUA R E
MIHLD P81 #2%, T2 FAH LR T 117
AN TEBE R B AN 178 AN S LR IK V- B[R] S8 . X
Pl 42 19 658 AN HLD 7 41, B 54 il & 1 A S 4k 5t
i FPA) 2 FEVE . WDAORIE/ AR 2 FEME L T
PR a5 Z FEPE . 5 ORI HLD AR R PR A0 &l i
PESE, 255 R [R5 5 0 A . R I T &5 A
FLE, FREERT 20 HLD & A TLK %R
fiE, FFEZSEIL 7 8 F HLD £ K W AT B i A i
AAMERIE (B2, R ER, X8 FHLD KA
TAFEMAE . BRZEDAGE, RIHAEE 2
A0 B BB AR S . AR IE IR VE D (20~70°
C) Migi&EpHuRE (5.7~10), FHHKH Ties5#
g A m I — AN HLD & 3 MY, XA R B,
LA M A REMRAE L, AR T KR
PRI A B L) BE AN BE A T AT o

V2 B oK i AR A AT e, (BAE T
FIRZE R KT ERA Z R DY filhn, Ms A5 bk
H Bk ¥ ¥ B (cytosolic glutathione transferase,
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658415

ST A o Bl 2 B P A T RESR T

Golden Gate

20 FIR AL & A %

Halfh#k. ik, DhREIRiE

R-X —= R+X

Ap—l A—
— Al .
Ay < - > .

| FIE T SR PR [ F PR FREE
20 30 40 50 60 70 6 7 8

i FEPC
i BERR E 1

L
9 10 11 pH @@

pHARE Tt

RT R2 R3 R4 RS
ARy EZ 583

COm2 RS (UL SR AR

Fig. 2 Sequence analysis, prioritization and characterization for haloalkane dehalogenases (HLDs)

cytGST) 7E 3 MR AR G A B 4 S 4k 451 45+ A o
TEH]: OB XA E 13000 2 ETURFA, L
Z P MK CH AL 140 4 Enzyme
commission %i5), (ML IFATBEE L. A
T RGVE T cytGST B K J% , Mashiyama %5 ' 7
o6 BT Cd-hit 559%™ 5 Ho s P b 9 13493 A4
cytGST 4% 50% 1) )7 %1 [7] — 1 (50% sequence
identity, 1D, #EATIEIE, FEHUH 2190 M AAMRE
PERIEH s EFRFIX 2190 /N 1D, 1 85, B 75 3 X 1l
B 7SI E-value #E4T T 2B k1L, HF &
e 5E 13107 ] E-value [ {H 14 & SSN W 2%, 354
30 AN = [ A A I 60 AN /0N [ A B AN T A
Ho 23 200 — AR SRR S
GSTiEME. fERENMIMIEST T, HHFRENAR
() FBE BB AN T AR i B T 857 A ik kRl AT
WE IR, BRIk, EEHRERR 5.
g 45 S U6 7E 41 29 SGX 4 M) FE R 21 27 A 9T R o0
(New York SGX Research Center for Structural
Genomics) FFJ&: FIH B 24k # W L AE w45
BEFB, O] DU 4 120 S B EE
SR EE AR S, BT 100~200 4N 8 5 A A
gt Y. mE, LA 230 MEIE T IR K AT B
R R T Rk Ak, KA 27 AN & A 374 3D

a2 R 19 BT . G I E 175 NASFI R
WFARFH R T 8248 B A GSTIE IR, K H
A GST 3 PR B A% M R 280 1) 23 AN 3G 2 354,
R I B 53 LA AR 2 LIR30 T Tt o v
MAREHKAMEA RS CIRIkRE DM AR
GSTEMM 174 N E AL, BHF. 4
K. HEALHLIE S B 5 SSN M £ 1) 45 1 i3k 47 i 5t
VLA BT B - 4500 -DhRe R R A R . 4R R
B, 53% M ceytGSTREA mERIME—1, K51
AN R AN T 7% (AT DAL % 7 6
PR el . AR E RN, o B 38 i i A L 2R 1T 9k
7 BB 25 K FEACL T 8 S AH G 2%, AT BUKS cytGST
FHE O 15 METhRE I 14 MR AR X —
W52 T IR IR T AN FE 7 51 B 4 ) TR IR G v
B T Th ReAH AL ME I R . X — W SR A H & K
A 2 TR AGIZ IR G B L I R ), E B
TRWMZERFR I HT 0B, DL 248
T P 3 R S 6 DR AIE AN T B AR

4 g =

AR, B B A A S 4R B R K B
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LA BHE AT R R A e, W AT T
FEEY I a0 7e o A 2RI E R AEY)
SRR, X HHE R R R AT e 2
PRI, BTSRRI . sR e
Excprik, WEREFEITKT — RINED BIEE.
ARSI ROR, M TEEA N EERZHE,
A A HE B T SR A0 M R AR 3 T
IR

B2, HHTI ek = 4R ) TR 5
G, B G R A B N R g B U
BEAT RGN RAZYE . LR, EaIRIEH
W C 8 BB AE 2 A KRB AR ) S AT AT R it
fiti, K B BRI AE & A 7 “ it —H
A —22 217 BB X I
Jit £ 45 5 [ G 5 7K 2 1) iBioFAB - (1linois Bio-
logical Foundry for Advanced Biomanufacturing) .
5 [E BE J5 8 1) Agile Biofoundry. % [H %% T £ K%
f’] Edinburgh Genome Foundry (EGF) 4§ . 2019
&, SMEZM 16N FE T AL SN I & e
PIveiti T 2019 SERRAL T “ 4Bk BAE ) Wt Bk B
(Global Biofoundry Alliance, GBA) ", &£k
it [ B P A 0, R R R A 1 B 2 5N AR
G/

WAL IR L& &, RN RIFK T AR
FEH B S AR BEAT B EE A 42 . B, A SCHE
HAERA R R R ERBEBINS 5. &
#. BT TZEARFAEDSEA & HREY &
iBioFAB ", JF & T % F Golden Gate assembly [
B 34 DNA 436773k B, S8 T R A o AR i
BB B sh et 5T TSR ERAE Y, or
T E B ARE AL SRR A A AT R 5 1
RAE™, AT EGE A AU 41 T 5%
HERAEME R W E TENES RN TER
b R DAL A R BN T B a1 &,
SCHL T A E R EIRAT T A R R R g s
AT PTIE, 48 FEAS RO PLR B8 RS20 R T B R AL
FE B Bl A K M R AR, SEBL T B U
R MG I B A G AR 08 [ EAL T T .
TN, E R B R IS Bk ORI T B IE A A Sk
¥ “RINE BE T I E R R RO, 2
F S R e T AR B L R A A A

A N AT B R R AL B A P ) i
28, A NI =1 6 Ik 55 JIE & BUE ) 1
BHF S .l eI A Bk, TR DNA
RS HE . JRE RS SRR LT RE
WERTH AT, XETRELT G S
G R B A e JE B2 P A O A P B
B AN T Z AR A AR B, AT s BLAL i iy
AT B2 3, B R P 51 - D RE R R
e IR E B AR, S LN I B i B E
Bhfiio

FERRIBE T, BT & REY S Kl T
PR I R BT /I 1 R S 1Y S K ]
W78 5 2 77 S A R AR 1 LA .
B, 25 AR IR LY. PR G P A A
VR S A (Y PASO Bl B FL A R B P20 9 Ik
s M AER AR IRAS K4k S i A Sk
PR AL R R AL IR AR I 2 I S T
AEVie LA A . R Y 2UE
N A g A 55 T 458 40 ) FC 55 J T o AR
FE TR G AT SRR B, 7T A S it
IF B R AL A [ S N2 A 3 o2 AN [A] S 36 2%
PEEBE S P51, AT A B 5 T RE R T T
FE e AR HE I TCAF SR . 9 1 SR BBl B IR,
BRSNS RADA L R, i S
RUFEHE e . BE S Mk, SEBLEE Tt R
EEE A, x5 ok, NniEEC A
TePF B A R AL IO X 55 TR A sh & BRI SE
oA, JFREASMERERRK T2 .
A7 Ak AR S5 4808, 0 A i A0 a1 45 S AL A
ARG KK, MEGRAEDF R
¥ TR A RBABNTBE 0 RT LUK 72 v I 2 1 2 90 T
FCRIE R SRR, AT A A ] i BE S ) Tl
(SR

2 % X W
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