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Gene editing in T cell therapy
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Abstract: Adoptive immunotherapy is a rapidly developing field that has shown great promise in the treatment of
cancer, autoimmune diseases and infectious diseases. In recent years, the development of gene editing technology
has made it possible to carry out various genetic modifications in human primary cells, and combining gene editing
technology with adoptive immunotherapy will help to develop safer and more effective immunotherapy. Here we
review the different types of gene editing technologies and their applications in T cell therapies, summarize the
main research progress, and discuss the challenges and future prospects.
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fif A B S A bk E 4 R e 4k A
(ACT) Y897 7E & FBeis h BoR tH RIFIBUR . B
SR FERNIG R EE IR R, X7 VLT SRR
PR IE AR 15 T I3E . A SE T ACT 1 4% 7 v
2 MR F S E AT V2 i Ak L 4T . (TIL) 347 4k b
i, REREERE IR R RaRm .
SEA IR PR X Ak A B B, TIL 3697k 3
T 50% MIEMRE (OR) R B4, SRIfT, 4B ARE
SR e AR A 25 A A S R R AT 140 T TIL 73k
PRI . T AR e A E R PR R R T
Yf, WEFR R TIL e T Aefg iR 32 4
FUHA S A (MHC) 38 2 PR T 4052
A (TCR) 3 PR 5 51 B 3 i 5 4 4 i) TCR & [A]
(9% Er=4: TCR ARtk 240 (TCR-T), JfH.
7E 2006 4 Y11 PRI 70 H B IR B3 T 36 97 6 7% 14
e 2R 1, Ry TCR-T 1 312 MHC 33 2 4t
JRZ K, Zi67 ReeN AT MHC 2484 —800 &
H, M HYFZ PR 2@ N MHC RIE RN 6k
B 0 SR AR T Ay 2 AR, AT S 36 97 2%
B WAEPURZAE T 4000 (CAR-T) J7 ik & —FAK
#iT MHC (13 4k 40 7 vk, 3 3 1 e i 5l 41
MR TH I BUR. PUR IR & Sk (CAR) [ & i Y]
& i1 Zelig Eshhar #2197, &l =04k : 1
MK, JEE SR SRR T PR — B v AR B
(ScFv) ; BIEIX ; & CD3( {5 5 5% T 45 i3 Al —
AL Z AN L5y, Wi CD28. 4-1BB. CD27 Al
OX40 [¥1fi Py X B, ScFv 15 i g1 41 ffg 32 i #E b it
it e, @I CD3C M55 5 3 45 /S CAR-T
YR, FRSUERGIMRAI. CAR-T 4T VALER
J7 B 41 SRk L0 % (B-ALL) F-F- 3R B
I RHIE 72 O T B IR, He g RN
70%~ 90%"*"*. SRT, H AT CAR-T 41 fy7 kst T
SCURIRE a7 T I 2 BRI PkdR S . e S
HlgmiR B AR, AF7E NFEIEAR T 40 kAT
B RS AT R B8 22 A5 200 T 40 M7 ik ik
NRTRE . ASCHE B A R g AR S HAE T 40
FIEIRTT PR TR IA .

1 ERFERERAR

75 20 it 2 80 4, LT 4 IERE EALRAR 1
S R T 8B A 3 52 e Ao R 4 e 5
A5 SRT, IR LA S 00 DT B2 M A
{6, P 10° AN f AT — N T AL 2 2 2,
Maria Jasin 533 % F FF QU1 T E8 01, (R ALZ04)

Y1 fi 35 R 2E #EA 5551 N DNA XUEE BT 24 (DSB) 1] LA
FHUN R B E N B R R, nT LR R
PR B A R B2, R, N T BEAT R ORS i 1
BB, FFEFRKEA LT =ANRHER) T EE
(1) B A 2 0% 1 4 5 DR 5310 366 IR 2 b o s 7
(2) A Rt 5 DNA XUBEWBT 24 5 (3) 7] 1 4 P2 5 1)
R AN M. T HE S DNA W nl i
AN AR AE 5 - A R 5K i 42 (NHET) Al (R
J55E 125 (HDR). NHEJ J& — R 25 5 & A4 4t %
MBS ER, TR MR R BEER:, 2580k
(R 4E N B (A1) B2k (Inde)™, %L AT A T it
e N B () ke 5038 AT p AT ] TS A M T S
AP LR A H . HDR & 5 42 2 AR T 5] U5
HARIHUE], 72 FVRTF AR, BE R5 LR
FEHI AR S R W07 5 B0 H TSRO 2 A
G R TR B A BEIRAZ IR (ZFN) e s B0 FE RN
¥l (TALEN) 1 CRISPR-Cas ¥4 & -

1.1 ZFN

BEYE (zine finger) /& —J8% W.-T DNA 454 5 H
R, AR B K2 30 AR R 4 AR
A DL AT S B PP 4 K, I BB T 5 R ST
Cys2His2 R EEZE Aok o G 450 PV BRI
it b AN S5 I 4 Y« DNA 454 55 K918 1 DNA 1)
BN RRNMEETR AN DNA E = BRH I,
DNA &5 4 &5 4 3858 5 B 3~6 AN J ST 10 8 45 2%
ALY 9~18 i HE X . DNA 1) # 45 #) 32 g Fokl
A% R Bl 28 h e, HE DL B AR ) TR 0 5 DNA XU
BEMIWIZE P, Rk, HOE 24— 4 ZFN P& 24
PE BT 1) 45 4R 58 1 DNA FE 814 BE it i H bR bz
I DNA XU W2 .

BEARAXIR G O 2 B & M 2R B Sh A4
MR B BT HE AR RN, KRIE
gL B —E MR, SR Tk KR,
wigs e AN 2% CD4™ T 4 C-C %)%tk K1 32 4k
5 (CCRS) LR I7 L B, ARG &4 H N
A2 - BRI IR A B A B0 B R = R (1)
Jid L 2% B %, ZFN I & i E 2 T B AR R ) B
DNA JF5Ii}, 2> 8 DNA [k R 4145 UL A
BEFE N IS BN ) B B R T B P, AN A4S0
SRR e 1t R AR A, s L DR G e, (RIS 3
ISR Gy EI AT REME BT s () B R, BAR D
AL RS, W “RHbgRE” BV TR R
4 5 (OPEN) £ 4t J H AT A= 4 P ok & 4k ZFN 1)
Wi, fHESEBR EEXRR € DNA 41 it —xf A
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A e ZEN TSR B 1R K A
1.2 TALEN

W SR O TR RE RN T (TALE) S A2 H ) B0 1k
TR A A R BRI, AT I A B L I R
GuiE NI 550 E 2 T 45 & DA RO G 2 R
F% 5. TALE ff) DNA 45 A &M EE 24 a
MR, AR & AR F I 33 B 34 A
FIEFRAL N, MHES 12 A1 13 ANEIERR A T AR M4
K, FESEEEZITRAMRG Y. 814 TALE
A HIeHR A LLR ) B bR DNA B4 () — N 2 il
B, DR E i i e AT A 1 B HE AT DL AR AN [ 1)
DNA ZE &4 ¥, % TALE () DNA 45 & 451
3 5 Fokl [ % % s 45 ¥4 38 ik & 7k JE B T TALEN
(TALE nuclease).

5 ZFN 254el, TALEN /2 DL = AR 1 T 20t
ALY 51 DNA #3047 U1%1, 17 3 57 52 (1) DNA 5 4%
i ffi 3 TALEN Lt ZFN ¥ 55 T % 1F, Mg 43 2
]z N PR TALEN &2 78 A 8R4 i f1 £
BE T4 i B R K 2R R s iR . R
B ZFN a8, TALEN WG HRR M . 13
R EFEABKR, HIELE KM, TALEN 75 % 34
AN LR KR S VR B AN R o G SR U
BRI 4 rp A (R B0 1), TALEN (9 K/ 85 A5 38k 4 1
ik BA Y. Rk 4h, TALEN HE P K
PR v B AT 1 B R AR
HEFIES RAEM, Tk H g7 5165 45
T ARG EA B Y
1.3 CRISPR-Cas

CRISPR-Cas % 4t /& A7-7E T 41 & A ol 41 B4 11
TE N SRR R G, A A TR E HR A AR A A RS B
NAZ AR Ak ok 16 B AR B AL B 41 Bk
A B e AR R S AR A S
B, MAMIERZ IR F BUAS 7 41 B4\ 2] CRISPR
BEBIH 5 55— Bt & CRISPR 4% 1 5% DL &% 5 )
RNA (gRNA) IR 5 25 =P BRI B fif AN A% TR
FIRT B, A 5 1) RNA A% % A ) I B8 A% i
IR B 25 L AMO SR, S AL, BEJE AT R A
U EI B g B BAROR R 4N B P ) CRISPR-
Cas RZAHLEIEIX =B, (H2 BT R RNA
Ry BA 2 ke D). B RITFTE C.%01% CRISPR-
Cas R NWRIS,  MKHE L 5: DR J38 FVRRAE 2 (1 11
AT SUAT 3 — 25 43 RS ) (R A A A B 5 —
%% CRISPR-Cas ARG 445 1. 1 AL TV B, 40T M
YN PR E RZRA, ENRAZ NN E S

PR HEAE T P, 58— 3% CRISPR-Cas & G50/ I,
G L VR VI AL P, X R G0 5 ) RNA f
FHAS Cas &1 U EE P AIEAT RN AR . BT 1%
ROt R, HAE AR AR T RASE] 17T 21
W FE RN B,
1.3.1 CRISPR-Cas9

CRISPR-Cas9 #41)E T K I AL, RAMEERR
(Streptococcus pyogenes) FIRGHEEERTA (Streptococcus
thermophilus) ({70 R ST SR LR g7 &5 B
GRS FEQFE=MH S« (1) RN VB Cas9 &
H, EAMWAZIREES 738 HNH Al RuvC, TV
FIREAR SMNERZIR ¢ (2) B4~/ RNA, CRISPR RNA
(crRNA) Fl /2 sl G crRNA (tracrRNA), 5| 5 Cas9
HE R E WAL RN T R W R, 4 crRNA-
tracrRNA fili &5 JE B sgRNA #E—5 itk 7% 248 ©Y,
X Fh Cas9-sgRNA R4t /& H Al N H i) 2 1 2
i T H. 5 KZHCOMM DNA &5 EA AN,
Cas9 /& —F RNA ‘F ] (AX FR I, 7514 e
HRIE T ) gRNA F1 DNA 7 5 22 8] (1) 5l 3 B %o
DL S SpCas9 F1Ji 4 [a] B [X AH 2 %5 7 (PAM) 2 [H] )
HEAREAER B, Hk, Nl idr sgRNA
FIRZ IR, BRI Cas9 25 A 517 A A HE 45,
sgRNA W11 (1) 18] 2 P BBk 1 2 %) 79 o 2 A G 1
LT H ) B R 5 O #E s S 4 Y, CRISPR-
Cas9 RGN KRR T R AZ AN FAZ AL () 3 [A]
all, HAEAGEAEE R e T RS MM
Y. HE SRR T R BT,
1.3.2 CRISPR-Cpfl

Zetsche &5 " RINAE =K V BRI Z%H, Francisella
novicida U112 ] CRISPR-Cas 3 [X] B 05 4w f5 FnCpfl
HH, HAE gRNA 5] 5 Fr A mi)E, aTHT
N R P 5L R g4 . CRISPR-Cpfl Fil CRISPR-
SpCas9 4t TAEM 2 = F EARIAE =DT71H - 5
—, gRNA 4[], Cpfl {7 % 5N crRNA & 4%
FRIEE, AT E traclRNA 5 55 ., PAM 77
ANF, Cpfl (1) PAM 741 & & T, i SpCas9 £ 11
PAM [FHI'E & G 5=, 7F2/EH DNA XUk Wi 3K
v AN ], SpCas9 £ #E AL £ &b VI H 7= A ~F Koy, T
Cpfl P24 4 80 5 ANIRE R B Ko T 41 4%
P iR Cpfl & FA AL & — > Ruve 1% B i 45 4 15,
Z 4 R R B 2k 2 S 8 Cpfl 15 4 ks U 2016
., KT Acidaminococcus sp. BV3L6 (AsCpfl) [ fmik
SERIBE TR N 1 A 5T U0 F R R I A% R I8l 4 A I
TG AE SR T B A 1) SRR 2 T i LA TR T P XU
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Z4RE S, AR U) 1 B (nickase) FISE T 7. 7E
Z AL — 2% CRISPR R4t 1 AsCpfl Jr HoAth % v
FEAR KRR T RNA S A RN T Er
i [54-55,71]a

2 EFERESARETARET PRIN A

F T RN s ik IR G A 2595 7 TG P 2 P i A 485
R, AR AR T B A% Gy A1 IR 17697
J7H
2.1 ERFRREBEBHTHRERT AXRERIERS
(HIV) e 1 2 F
2.1.1  HIVEZAR KRGS

CD4" T 20 M & N 288 G 8 5k B i 23 B e 11 32 22
PSP WA A SAMET S E SR R
2 VP S8 CDA ' T ISR IR/ A S e 2k
PRI G 8 B2 R R A L BE R R g A E U HIV
IR A A 5 CD4' T 41iu ) CCR5 8 C-X-C
B bR 3244k 4 (CXCR4) 454033 N 15 £ 4 i,
ERZHAEN K, HIV @it CCRS 5Z4&3E N MM 5
RIFRIEGe . TR R, B A ) R 3L
X} CXCR4 ZARF fam . RIRAFIEN CCRS =74
SERLEEDR (CCRS A 32) DLE#iae (K4 10%) f#4E T
FNRANBEF, XA IR T CCRS fE40 B3R 1M
Ik, (143 CCRS A 32 BN A4l &1 MAKT HIV
B EARmETH T,

TR AR BILi & 1 A CCR5 A32 RATIA
KA PTE (HLA) FLXt o ad, DR e A 2 (R g
HORIGYT HIV RGBT, 78 AR ARG T)
CD4" T 4 it 5%, CD34" i 1f 41 Jiig i B CCRS &
PR B 5 AR SRS R AR AR 51 1. CCRS @b T
2 6 7E A7 A/ RS AL (1) S P R /) B AP R 7R R )
HEFE AP HIV 208 o S5 ARSI T 41 L,
FERMEAM CD4™ T 4R IGIT 53 PR MK T HIV kgL
(P40 & I A () TR 8k &, RN T CD4™ T 41 g 1)
B, WHFURI, CCRS milkf CD4™ T 4 A4
A B E R RS, M= A 2t
HIV 88, RAE SR i B IG 7 HIV B et
TEERKYE PCE .

C-X-C £ 7 #a b [Fl -7 52 & 4 (CXCR4) #& HIV
SRS AR 5 — A2 AR O Rk T 40
[ CXCR4 R & FRAF XS HIV B YL A ) g B,
% CXCR4 ¥ CDA™ T 4 e HAT 1E % (1 3G 5 A ) 6E
I o % R B CXCR4 3244 1995 75 1 40 itk ),
1M CCR5 1 CXCR4 XU B ) T 40 M R It 1 % Jir

A HIV BpkpFrE "I 1),
2.1.2  JE R  THIV i B

IR T 32 R 2 e AT RERE b B e
B TASRE T BR A B L A2 R i HIV U35 H
T AR AR B Gt i 1) i P2 R VR T ) R B AT, B
[F1) S T % G 4 B B 4 R AT 75 DNA S VB 7E 1Y)
Y6 JT S Wg. ZFN. TALEN F1 CRISPR-Cas9 % % %
BBl T ) HIV 35 R PR AN 7] X 385 BAYs D AS [ 48
i Z i) HIV i B3, HIV KoK i = 5 P
51| (LTR) J2& 5 H gm a7 JE 8 A W 51 I ks, X
L EH A/ T IR s R ALY 5" A0 3" Ko BRI,
BEa) HIV 2R ZH 1 LTR 4b, 7] 5 30KE 5 HIV 2
DR H A 55 4 ) T A 99 753 2 1 1 7 B ) 5 Ao, U0 22
(E 1,
2.2 EFERmERTHTERTT M+ AR A
2.2.1  TEH A G e A i (e B

ACT R J7 SL R 3 BEm I = KBRS, 1 %,
iR 7 S5 P S O P ISR S ko Bl T RO SR AT O
WHAR R, FUgi e N E. 4
TNAE I PRAE [ BRIR G 1X (CALX) 1) CAR-T VY7
FAWMER T E B SN, XFEERHT CAX
EF AR R R, (BAEIEH A B LUE KT
FIA PR, T UIIRASREA BUEE B AR
P 5=, HMEHTER) T 40P A R e 5% 0
YRR BRI, SECL TR AR PY. ek
K AN F W R GIE S, W PD-1. CTLA-4,
LAG-3 F TIM-3 H ) MR il A 58, EAE 3k e oo
ekt b R ¥ S EAE A PY . R CAEse, i
L W7 G5 28 AGE 25 st 14 B o R B A4 TT 450 R T 200 g ¥ o 9
WA T shfe ™', HFXERI, %RERE
AT O T IR RIS, JREUE 4 A MAT )
SEI, T RRAETR T 0 R I R R AR T
S ESEATIHIR T RN, RREEM R T IE
HAF W, FHETZEBEHEPEA8R N T
TPEIHIHIAEE, ACT FIH SRR AR IT & —
PG WL 5] 7B 5EmE PY SR G B AR 7 A 40 77 K
W AT RER AR S i 52, SECTERIERM . B
FHIRRN BT AR KRR, 15 ACT Z B it b e A
R, I AR 6 S AR 1 S e 4 SO B
SRS EE B OK 1 T 20 B2 — P SR A A5 SR S

PD-1 & A IR R Ym R A0 T, BI7E T 4
Mg G RIA, H 5 MR EC4 PD-L1/PD-L2 254
MG T 40 s A5 5 U 7E18 M L s iR
WOAEEH, PD-1 2275 T 40 b 3R r i H ohig,
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HIV
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CD4 Co-receptor
CCR5/CXCR4

CD4* T cell

><GeneedMngtmget

HIVIE L 15 CD4Z A FICCRS/CXCRA4GH B Sz A i e g F AN . EANMMETE, B HRNAKE R HIE L K DNA, REHEA

BTG B RN, 2000 5 B I OB K 8

FE IR g 5 U4 FH Rt PR CCRS #N (5 CXCR4JE [,

LA B 28 2\ 41 R P

TSR . SFAh, BEEDR TR MILTR X AT OB HIV R 58 S PR 4L b 2254 .
1 EF BRI TS HIVRAR N A

XA T AN RESE B EARAE U, TR bR 41
R 4I7IA PD-1 Fifd U510, 3y fif FH 32 DR 4w
BRI B T 400 o 18] PD-1 45470 % B 4 3R 4L 14
. Beane %5 "7 fii Fl] ZFN Rl T N B AR B H
4% BSI TIL v i) PD-1, PD-1 WIE A2 T 44
EFEAGEE, (H'E T ECT SR PR P R 4
Jf0 5% 495 R A4 A 41 B DR 7 B . Menger 25 U 5
TALEN it b4 M S €5 2598 A0 2T 2 A8 /)N B8, 20 5 1 b
PR R T T M L1 PD-1, 453 &I PD-1

R T 20 A2 R AR AL R S R EE A, R HL S
EN Ao N O = = O A S B

CRISPR-Cas9 % 4t th FH T il b N J5AX T 4t g o 1)
PD-1 3E[R, FFarsgamIE R im0 T gpushag ",

AHFFCE PA K 55—t e 4l A1 4 B CRISPR-Cas9 fif5
T CAR-T 4 jfg v /) PD-1, 455 % ¥ CAR-T 44 ff
FM 1 PD-1 A5 40 IA W 35 AR, 17 440 o 3% 4 R0
G R Z M. FEH 1 CAR-T 4i i 76 4
PRI SR I 2R B B S B MR E A . B PD-1 2
bh, V2 R RTEESE K B0 TIM-3 71 LAG-3 5 PD-1

TE R T G5 J5REAAY 5 fE ad adk v k4 i R AE
[l iF B W PD-1 F1 LAG-3 8% TIM-3 B A B [F] 3 55 1)
Pt /e 1,

I ok 35 DR o B T S B A A AT A, T Y R
CAR-T 4i/f3 D fiE. {HER % /Z A 2 5, FOXP3' iff
T 402 (regulatory T cells, Treg)™"' ', & £ 4114
4f s (myeloid derived suppressor cells, MDSC)!""® 4%
oL I Z0HE, TGE-B™M'™, TL-10""" 2% % 4% G i 4k
YEFHf4EMI K §~, DO (indoleamine-2,3-dioxygenase)' .
R Y SRR R sy, RS, IRASE,
ORI T O B MR AR, ] S FH 2 R G
4 T H F PR A O BT CAR-T 41 A () 40 i /E
2 H FTE 7T 3 S A (B 2).

222 JEMABICAR-THIHI %

H Bl CAR-T 40 3= L4 F &85 5 5 T 41 i
Hil 2o X SR EE B BRI IS T 400,
A REFERT B2 B ot A, WAL,
ENBOE R, I LIRS B RIS
T 40 LA~ A 583 i 75 0 Rs 53 M CAR-T 4l &2
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Tumor cell
Soluable factors
TGF-B, IL-10, IDO o
S
& g
@ =
- T, | g\
eo Antigen I Inhibitor ligands 3 2
° lf e <
Inhibitor receptros © <
‘:'BSS/ SR *PDl TIM3, CTLA4 3 ®
Costimulato @
Treg cell / molecular ¥ ; é
D3¢ z 5
® - t /g
\ " 8‘
g.
T cell activation
MDSC related genes tsanscription
CAR-T cell

THH A AE CARIR AL 58 41 H 2 1 (1 T RUR e, R
SRR B AR . SR T AE IR OA B (TME) IR S2 44, TregZi /il . MDSCHE 4 e 4A ), TGF-B. IL-1058 40 i [X]
T, IDOSERIVENE M4, HOMIB T “HOR” BRI O, I TARML A DhRE . I8 K DA 2 48 R Bk S 410 1 52 AR P D-1
CTLA-4. TIM-3FILAG-3, TMEXSTYHN G B4 0N 8 73 g B, (AL TN DI RE S o o o P 22k P 2 8 T L R B B SR %8

A BT CAR-TAH I ) 1 2 H AT TE A8 el e i

X Gene editing target

EPEAN P T [TFN-y. EH4IfI/2R2(IL-2)]. FfLER . Bkl

E2 ERFE Y4BT FE T H A

MmsZ,
1Z R

— PhA] B A R T 2 2 A YR B R AR B T
Y i 77 A B B CAR-T 4 . 9 7 SEPLIX — 4,
5 B 4 [F) A AR CAR-T 40 1K) TCR L3 % %
WY PifE £ (GVHD) /1 & E, BB L%
CAR-T 408 LI AR AT 128 (HLAT) UR
BIRAOH R Ak, TFEA T RS ITE
R 22 B 3 (R 4 B K R Bk TCR. MHC sl Ath 43 1
PRIk .

TCR o 1 B P AARELH A, o B A0k
Kl TRAC 9w 1%, B #E A~ TCRB 2 K 4 i, o BE
FUBBETZ R — AR DL4ERE T 41 fle R 10 TCR 1)KL
MhRE. B, #F TRAC RFJE W IR T 402 1
TCR Wi BRI 71k HAl R B W EF wEH AR
ZFN'"' TALEN""4 ] CRISPR-Cas9 %% """ i,
AR R Th TRk % CAR-T 4H g | f#) TCR. TCR &}
BRI CAR-T 4H i 75 44 A1 R4k P 4 5 B iR 45 5 P i

H AR T 40 1 B 2 R WX AT ik

AN R AT R, 0] R R AP 0 S B
BEAR, JF B A E/ANR P 5 & GVHDY, 1 /£ &
W R M, 2854 TALEN 4 %5 () B2 TCR
A1 CD52 {4t CD19 () CAR-T ik i1 FH Ta97
SORMEIATE CD19" B i A S vk XL 40 i 11 197 1 4
488 )\, EB T 3@ A CAR-T 40 i (s PR 250 . fH
WAL EE W HIL T Bk GVHD SER, X H R
B T HE— 003 CAR-T 4Rty T i 2 12,

MHC 12843 7t ] DLYE T 41 g 2% T 478 %
T B HLA T 53— JR 4k 1) 40 i 35 T % 08 6 75 1)
B2- TR AR A R S ol AR A AN R O HE e 1,
AT 5T LA AR 78 28 A5 45 ] CRISPR-Cas9 $ AR AE
CAR-T #0347 T TCR Al HLA (¥ [FIB fke . 1
Ab, AT 5T 2H R I R S g% A A S PD-1 DA R R
5K (38 Fl CAR-T 4 "7,

HAhFEE R B2, HLA K4 FIE 2] 52
S RAEE S [FI AR SR T 40 NK U R g . —Fl
Al RE AR Y 7 2t it ik Hofh HLA 1 284> 7 DLk 4
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NK 20 if k. A0 78 4 it i B CDS2M" ol it 45
HRFF R (ACK) ZE R M, WA 2 ik HLA 12597,
fd CAR-T 2l Jid 35 453 5 ] £ B 470 M W& A% 1 R R AL )
B, XEZ5iEE 07 R, X
AT DA R A% 5 5 2 (R bk EEL A, [ B 0 N (1 )
il & CAR-T 4HJil.
223 B AEEACAR-THIM K H] &

FEPR G 11 5 — N BN R T R 2 ST
#: LR CAR-T 20, CAR 35 [H 3 4 i iof 36 4% 5%
RSN T MR, FERAET
Bt AL 47 N A0 3 BE T A2 () CAR Rk /K Y B Ay i
TE [R5 R Ji I8 R XU o I 90N B8 0K IRk [ 3
2N 9k B A0 B AN 3 140 1) CCRS HE AT i A iR
IR EEAL AL 1 (AAVST) v, X N EE R 22
AT A, AT DATE A S J] LR (R Rk 1 o R Fa
SEFEIR IR DE B 2017 4R 1 7 TR 9T A5 36k A
Y’ T HBEAE TRAC FE R EaF= AR sk 11, B G g
CAR E:[H 1] AAV € fidfi N 2] TRAC FE[A g, XA
AU T g0 a3 S) SR8 CAR, T FLIEIS58 T T
iR Ty, M T HRIE S e AR
oy PPN B 1S VE M, Roth 5 U I AL
77 ¥ Cas9 % [ F1 sgRNA LK XUsE DNA R 1
REVSN T, FEIESEHL T TR TR M5
DR, KK DNA F BB H s 2o sz o5 % 4 3
CRISPR-Cas9 ¥ [ () LRI AH A B, FFHMRFT T
4 i )3 A Ty R
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