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Abstract 

The development of antibiotic resistance in bacteria is a major public health threat. Infection rates of resistant patho-
gens continue to rise against nearly all antimicrobials, which has led to development of different strategies to combat 
the antimicrobial resistance. In this review, we discuss how the newly popular CRISPR-cas system has been applied to 
combat antibiotic resistance in both extracellular and intracellular pathogens. We also review a recently developed 
method in which nano-size CRISPR complex was used without any phage to target the mecA gene. However, there is 
still challenge to practice these methods in field against emerging antimicrobial resistant pathogens.
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Introduction
Antibiotic compounds have significantly impacted on 
modern medicine since their first introduction approxi-
mately 90 years ago. While antibiotics can overcome pre-
viously fatal infections, their irrational use in veterinary 
and agricultural fields poses a major threat as it results 
in tremendous flow of antibiotics into the environment 
[1]. This exposure of many antibiotics leads to enormous 
selective pressures that drive the spread and evolution of 
antimicrobial resistance genes in pathogenic and com-
mensal bacteria [2, 3]. These antibiotic resistant genes 
enable bacteria to overcome antibiotics via different 
mechanisms, including the use of efflux pump, antibiotic 
molecule deactivation by enzymes, and chemical modi-
fication (ribosome and cell wall) to protect the cellular 
targets of antibiotics [4]. Taken together, these resistance 
mechanisms pose a threat to the efficacy of antibiotics 
used therapeutically [3]. The Center for Disease Con-
trol and Prevention reported in 2013 that antimicrobial 

resistant (AMR) pathogens infect more than 2 million 
people each year, resulting in 23,000 deaths [5]. It is also 
predicted that drug resistant pathogens will cause 10 mil-
lion fatalities per year by the year 2050. This means drug 
resistant pathogens will cause more deaths than traffic 
accidents, diabetes and cancer [6]. A contributing factor 
to the development of antibiotic resistance is the ability 
of bacteria to adopt incredible phenotypic and genotypic 
heterogeneity for survival in adverse environments [6].

The main factor for AMR is the decline in novel anti-
biotic production: no new antibiotic class has been 
approved for Gram-negative bacterial infections in more 
than 45  years, and only 37 antibiotic drugs are cur-
rently in phase II or III clinical trials [7]. Further, anti-
biotic development, screening and testing is expensive 
and intensive resources are required [8]. These factors 
forced our hands to search for alternative treatments for 
AMR pathogens, including the development of a unique 
antibacterial arsenal with precise target capabilities. To 
achieve this, researchers have developed novel peptide 
and nucleic acid based antibacterials, bacteriophage ther-
apies, bacteriocins, antibodies and anti-virulence com-
pounds, among others [7]. In our review, we discuss the 
adaptive immune system of bacteria. Clustered regularly 
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interspaced short palindromic repeats (CRISPR) system, 
and its role to overcome the growing AMR threat.

Three types of CRISPR‑cas system
The story of CRISPR-cas system began in 1987 when 
Nakata and colleagues reported a set of 29 nucleotide (nt) 
repeats in E. coli during their study of the iap gene [9]. 
By sequencing numerous microbial genomes in the next 
decade, additional repeat elements from the genomes 
of different archaeal and bacterial strains were also 
reported. Later, this unique family of inter-spaced repeat 
sequences were termed as clustered repeat elements 
[10]. In 2002, the term CRISPR was used by Mojica and 
Jansen [11]. A major breakthrough was in 2005, when 
spacer sequences were separated from direct repeats 

suggesting their phage association or extrachromosomal 
origins [12, 13]. In 2010, the basic function and mecha-
nism of CRISPR-cas system has become clear. This sys-
tem is comprised of a genetic locus with non-repetitive, 
spacer sequences and adjacent 6–20 genes that encode 
CRISPR-associated (cas) proteins [14, 15]. A number of 
researchers have begun to use the CRISPR-cas system 
for biotechnological applications and the generation of 
phage resistant dairy cultures [11].

The CRISPR-cas system is an adaptive immune system 
of bacteria and archaea, which protects the bacteria from 
invaders, including bacteriophages or phages and mobile 
genetic elements (MGEs) [16]. The CRISPR-cas system 
degrades foreign genetic elements in three steps (Fig. 1). 
Adaptation or spacer acquisition [17] is the first stage 

Fig. 1  Mechanism of CRISPR-cas immunity divided into three stages. Stage 1: Spacer acquisition. In the first stage specific fragments of virus 
or plasmid double stranded are integrated at the leader end of CRISPR array on host DNA. A CRISPR array consists of unique spacer (red box) 
interspaced between repeats (blue box). Spacer acquisition occurs in the presence of cas1 and cas2 proteins, which are present near the vicinity of 
CRISPR array. Stage 2: Biogenesis of crRNA. In this stage RNA polymerase at leader end helps in the transcription of Pre-CRISPR RNA (Pre-crRNA) to 
mature crRNA. Stage 3: Interference. In the final stage, specific match between crRNA spacer and target sequence leads to the cleavage of foreign 
genetic elements (blue and red strips) [14, 15]



Page 3 of 9Shabbir et al. Ann Clin Microbiol Antimicrob           (2019) 18:21 

in which spacer sequence after recognition is integrated 
into the CRISPR array. The second stage is biogenesis 
or expression of CRISPR RNA (crRNA), in which pre-
CRISPR RNA (pre-crRNA) are transcribed by RNA poly-
merase (RNAP). These pre-crRNA are then cleaved into 
the small crRNA by specific endoribonucleases. Based 
on the crRNAs function, these are also known as guide 
RNAs [18, 19]. Interference [20] is the final stage in which 
crRNAs recognize and form base pair specific to foreign 
RNA or DNA with almost perfect complementarity [14, 
15]. This leads to the cleavage of the crRNA-foreign 
nucleic acid complex. Conversely, if there is any muta-
tion in proto-spacer adjacent motif (PAM) or mismatch 
between spacer and invader’s DNA, the cleavage does not 
occur and the host is susceptible to infection [21].

The CRISPR-cas system is divided into three subtypes: 
CRISPR-cas system type I, II and III. This classification 
was made on the basis of signature genes present in each 
type. For example, type I has cas3, type II has cas9 and 
type III has cas10 gene. However, it is important to note 
that all types and subtypes of CRISPR system have cas1 
and cas2 proteins, since these two proteins play a key 
role in spacer [14, 15]. CRISPR-cas system types present 
in different bacterial species of interest are provided in 
Table 1.

Type I system
CRISPR-cas type I system is present in most bacteria and 
archaea [25]. This system is further divided into six sub-
types (A–F) encoding cas3 gene. Cas3 is a multi-domain 
protein with helicase and nuclease activity [42]. The 
Cas3 protein contains two domains: an N-terminal HD 
phophohydrolase for cleavage of DNA and a C-terminal 
DExH helicase domain to unwind double stranded DNA 
[14, 15]. These two domains work together to degrade 
invader DNA. However, cas3 alone is not able to iden-
tify invader’s DNA and protect cells from infection [18, 
43]. In each subtype of the type I system, a number of 

specific subtype cas proteins assemble to form a com-
plex known as crRNA guided surveillance complex or 
CRISPR associated complex for antiviral defense (CAS-
CADE). These complexes play a role in the identification 
and binding of target sequence complementary to the 
crRNA spacer. The crRNA guided surveillance complex 
was first described in E. coli K12 (type I-E) [18, 43]. The 
complex is a combination of five cas proteins. Cas6e (pre-
viously named as Cse3 or CasE) helps in the maturation 
of crRNA. The mature crRNA remains attached to the 
CASCADE complex and has a role in the detection and 
cleavage of invader DNA [14, 15]. Similar type of com-
plex was also reported in S. solfataricus [44]. Addition-
ally, crRNA guided surveillance complexes have been 
identified in Pseudomonas aeruginosa (type I-F) [45] and 
Bacillus halodurans (type I-C) [46].

Type II system
This system is present only in bacteria [25]. Compared 
to other CRISPR-cas types, the type II system is the sim-
plest [21]. The CRISPR-cas type II system has four genes: 
cas1, cas2, cas9, and cas4 in the case of type II-B or csn2 
in the case of type II-A. The characteristic protein of the 
type II system is cas9, which has a role in both crRNA 
biogenesis and cleavage of invader DNA [35]. The cas9 
gene consists of two domains: RuvC and HNH domains 
[47]. The HNH domain helps in cleavage of DNA which 
is complement to crRNA guide, while the RuvC domain 
is involved in the cleavage of non-complement strand 
[47]. The biogenesis of crRNA in type II system requires 
a trans-activating crRNA (tracrRNA). The encoding of 
tracrRNA in Streptococcus pyogenes take place at the 
opposite strand of CRISPR-cas locus [14, 15]. Hybridi-
zation between crRNA repeats and tracRNA leads to 
the formation of double stranded RNA (dsRNA), which 
is identified and cleaved by cellular non-cas RNase III 
enzyme. The biogenesis of crRNA is inhibited by the 
deletion of cas9 gene; however, its role in crRNA biogen-
esis is unclear [35]. Jinek and colleagues demonstrated 
that cas9 enzyme requires both tracrRNA and crRNA 
for the cleavage of target DNA [47]. Notably, all domains 
necessary for DNA cleavage are fused in a single protein 
(cas9), which makes the CRISPR-cas type II system an 
ideal choice for genome manipulation [48].

Type III system
Type III system has been divided into two subtypes: type 
III-A and type III-B [25]. This system is most commonly 
present in archaea, but it was also reported that the type 
III-B system is present only in conjunction with other 
CRISPR types. The CRISPR-cas type III system encodes 
both cas6 and cas10 genes. Cas10 is also known as repeat 
associated mysterious protein (RAMP), and is potentially 

Table 1  Presence of  different CRISPR-cas system types 
in bacterial species

CRISPR-
cas 
system

Bacterial species References

Type I E. coli, P. aeruginosa, M. xanthus, B. halodurans, 
C. concisus, C. curves, C. fetus, C. hominis, C. 
rectus, Y. pestis, Salmonella specie, E. amylovora, 
P. acnes

[18, 22–29]

Type II S. thermophilus, S. mutants, N. meningitides, C. 
jejuni, L. pneumophila, L. monocytogenes, F. 
novicida, S. pyogenes, S. aureus, M. gallisepti-
cum, E. faecalis

[21, 30–38]

Type III P. furiosus, S. epidermidis, M. tuberculosis [39–41]
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involved in the maturation of crRNA and DNA cleavage 
[49]. Cas6 is an endoribonuclease which is not associ-
ated with CASCADE complex and works independently 
[50]. The CASCADE complex of type III system binds 
with mature crRNA and cleaves foreign RNA [51]. Fur-
thermore, cas6 might be shared in those archaea which 
have type III system along with CRISPR-cas type I-A or 
I-B [52].

Although these two subtypes of type III CRISPR-cas 
system have similarities, it appears that these two sys-
tems target chemically different substrates. For example, 
type III-A system of S. epidermidis targets DNA while 
type III-B system present in S. solfataricus and Pyrococ-
cus furiosus cleave RNA [14, 15]. This shows the diversity 
of CRISPR system present within the type III systems.

Role of CRISPR‑cas system in bacterial virulence
Several studies have shown that the CRISPR-cas system 
has additional functions apart from defending bacteria 
against invaders. This system also controls endogenous 
transcription and is involved in the regulation of bacte-
rial pathogenicity. For example, Francisella novicida, a 
possible causative agent of disease in humans, replicates 
intracellularly by bypassing the host immune system. 
This bacterium has several mechanisms to subvert host 
macrophages and other immune cell functions. Upon 
the engulfment by macrophages, F. novicida enters the 
phagosome, a compartment having several antimicro-
bials and immune recognition receptors [53]. Toll-like 
receptor 2 (TLR2) is one of those receptors that can 
detect bacterial lipoproteins (BLPs) [34]. Activation of 
TLR2 initiates a pro-inflammatory response and recruits 
as well as activates immune cells, this ultimately helps 
in clearing the bacterial pathogen. F. novicida uses cas9, 
sacRNA (small, CRISPR associated RNA) and tracrRNA 
as regulators to repress the BLP expression [31]. Thus, 
this pathogen can survive within the host by preventing 
the activation of TLR2. However, F. novicida induces sig-
nificant inflammatory response in the absence of these 
regulators, as it was reported that cas9, sacRNA and trac-
rRNA deletion mutants elicits a significant inflammatory 
response compared to wild type [31]. Additionally, it has 
also been reported that these mutants were not able to 
productively infect mice, further emphasizing the impor-
tance of CRISPR-cas system as a virulence regulator in F. 
novicida [31].

It was also reported that Neisseria meningitides uses 
cas9 for attachment to host cell surface and intracellu-
lar replication [31]. In addition, it has been reported that 
Campylobacter jejuni uses cas9 for attachment as well 
as for invasion in epithelial cells [32]. We hypothesize 
that the CRISPR-cas system not only facilitates C. jejuni 

attachment to host cells, but also protects this bacte-
rium from the host’s innate complement system. Further, 
deletion of cas9 gene in cst-II positive C. jejuni results in 
almost complete loss of virulence [32]. The exact mech-
anism by which cas9 gene regulates virulence in these 
microorganisms is not yet known, but it is hypothesized 
that cas9 does not work alone to control virulence prop-
erties. Recently, a study reported that CRISPR-cas9 gene 
has a role in the regulation of several virulence associated 
genes and increases the virulence of C. jejuni [54].

CRISPR‑cas system involvement in antimicrobial 
resistance
There are several studies implicating the CRISPR-cas sys-
tem in antimicrobial resistance. For example, this system 
promotes envelope integrity of F. novicida by the regula-
tion of BLP. This leads to the development of resistance 
against several membrane stressors, including antibiot-
ics [55]. A separate study found a relationship between 
competence systems (promotes gene acquisition) and 
CRISPR system: Aggregatibacter actinomycetemcomitans 
competent strains have CRISPR-cas systems, while non-
competent bacterial strains lost their CRISPR immune 
system [56]. This finding revealed that the evolution of 
competence system and CRISPRs promotes genetic het-
erogeneity and the rise of new bacterial species. Similarly, 
it was suggested by Levin et al. [57] that bacteria having 
a CRISPR system might acquire resistance which could 
result in a population of bacteria with greater fitness than 
other variants.

It is also important to note that CRISPR system pro-
tects the host genome against invaders to maintain 
genetic homeostasis [58, 59]. Foreign genetic elements, 
such as plasmids and other conjugative elements, may 
carry beneficial genes that may increase bacterial fit-
ness in the environment, such as virulence and antibiotic 
resistance.

Several studies have found a negative correlation 
between CRISPR-cas system and the presence of plas-
mids and phages, as explained in Enterococcus, Campylo-
bacter and many group A Streptococcus species [60]. One 
study found that targeting of plasmid by CRISPR-cas sys-
tem results in untoward effect in S. epidermidis regarding 
its antibiotic resistance [58, 61].

Why CRISPR‑cas system used to encounter 
antibiotic resistance threat?
Four major classes of DNA binding proteins have been 
engineered to achieve effective genome editing: mega-
nucleases originated from microbial MGEs [62], tran-
scription activator like effectors (TALEs) derived from 
bacteria (Xanthomonas) [63], Zinc finger nucleases 
(ZFNs) from eukaryotic transcription factors [11] and 
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finally the RNA guided DNA endonucleases cas9 from 
CRISPR-cas type II system of bacteria [48].

Genome editing by meganucleases is not widely used 
due to low sequence specificity for target DNA [11]. 
ZFNs also have limitations, as they are difficult to design 
for binding to a desired sequence. Furthermore, ZFNs 
have limited target site selection. TALENs are easy to 
design due to their capacity to have longer DNA binding 
protein domains, allowing for high specificity of target-
ing. However, TALENs are much larger than ZFNs, and 
this size poses a complication for delivery into cells [64].

The Cas9 nuclease of the CRISPR-cas type II system 
uses a guide RNA to identify target DNA by Watson–
Crick base pairing. Sequences present in CRISPR guide 
RNAs are specific to an invader sequence, meaning this 
sequence can be easily replaced by our desired sequence 
to retarget the CRISPR-cas9 nuclease [11].

Detailed study of the CRISPR-cas system has enabled 
researchers to insert, delete and mutate desired genes 
in virtually any species, and can even be used to correct 
genetic diseases in live animals [65]. Additionally, this 
system is now used in specific antibacterial preparations 
that can target AMR pathogens within complex popula-
tions of bacteria, allow antibacterial delivery to patho-
genic bacteria, and in some cases deliver treatments to 
host cells infected with pathogenic bacteria. The CRISPR-
cas system distinguishes between commensal and patho-
genic bacterial species due to sequence specific targeting. 
The potential of CRISPR-cas system to counteract AMR 
pathogens is highlighted here.

Irony: bacterial defense system against their own 
kind
The CRISPR-cas system can differentiate between com-
mensal and pathogenic species due to highly specific 
sequence targeting. CRISPR guide RNAs can be designed 
to target virulence and chromosomal genes which are 
specific to pathogens, thereby enabling the CRISPR-
cas system to be repurposed against bacteria instead of 
defending against invaders [66]. CRISPR-cas9 technol-
ogy can be used to produce sequence specific antibiot-
ics with the ability to target only AMR pathogens [67]. 
Cas9 is a double stranded DNA nuclease that can be pro-
grammed or used to cleave any DNA sequence [67]. Pre-
viously, scientists transformed E. coli and Staphylococcus 
aureus with a plasmid encoding cas9 guided RNAs that 
precisely degraded antibiotic resistant genes [47, 68]. 
Cas9 programmed with specific target sequences can 
enhance the cytotoxicity of resistant cells. This means 
AMR pathogens can be reverted to antibiotic sensitive 
cells by precise cleavage of resistant genes with the help 
of CRISPR-cas9 system.

The major obstacle in CRISPR-cas9 antibacterial deliv-
ery is delivering the complex (160-kDa protein-RNA) 
through the membrane of bacteria. In addition, how can 
this complex be delivered to both Gram-positive and 
Gram-negative bacteria? To solve this problem, many 
researchers used species-specific phages as vehicles for 
CRISPR-cas delivery. Phages are natural predators of bac-
teria that inject their DNA into bacteria. In 2014, it was 
reported that CRISPR-cas9 designed to target specific 
chromosomal genes of bacteria can be encapsulated into 
the capsids (protein coat) of inert phages by genetically 
encoding the phagemid. Phagemid is a plasmid designed 
to be packaged into the capsids of phage [69]. Another 
study reported that genetically modified phage having 
CRISPR-cas9 can target antibiotic resistance in S. aureus 
[70]. Taken together, these findings showed that CRISPR-
cas9 antibacterials are highly specific for pathogenic bac-
teria and spare non-pathogenic species, which is a basic 
requirement for the development of new novel antibiot-
ics. These in vitro findings highlight the attractiveness of 
phages as a means for CRISPR-cas9 delivery for the rapid 
killing of resistant pathogens.

Moreover, other groups have explored the potential 
of CRISPR-cas9 in removing resistant bacteria from 
complex bacterial populations [71]. Further work has 
engineered phage scaffolds to increase the host range 
expansion [72], and others have explored gene editing 
strategies to re-sensitize bacteria against antibiotics [65]. 
These results support the repurposing of CRISPR-cas9 
machinery to be used against AMR infections and newly 
emerging bacterial strains. The CRISPR-cas9 is highly 
adaptable and programmable by altering the sequence of 
guide RNA. However, the methods used for encapsula-
tion of both sgRNA and protein limit their practical use 
because of low loading and packaging efficiencies. Addi-
tionally, a requirement for high administration dosage 
may cause toxicity problems [73, 74].

To circumvent these problems, recent work has devel-
oped a method of non-viral genome editing, in which 
they successfully used nano-sized CRISPR complex to 
target the mecA gene. They used polymer derived cas9 
protein which is a covalently modified with cationic pol-
ymer. They claimed that nano-sized CRISPR complex 
(Cr-Nanocomplex) were successfully formed without 
disturbing the CRISPR-cas9 activity of DNA cleavage. 
Cr-Nanocomplex specifically designed to target mecA 
gene. This gene is involved in methicillin resistance and 
can be delivered efficiently into the methicillin-resist-
ant S. aureus (MRSA), and allow the efficient bacterial 
genome editing than the native cas9 complex or tradi-
tional lipid based formulation [75]. This work strongly 
suggest that CRISPR-cas9 can be repurposed to attack 
AMR pathogens.
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However, these methods only address external and 
topically treated infections, like MRSA. Therefore, other 
strategies are needed for systemic intracellular pathogens 
to treat tissue and organ specific infections.

Intracellular delivery of CRISPR‑cas9 antibacterials
As previously explained, genetically encoded phage 
genomes can be used to deliver CRISPR-cas9 antibacteri-
als into bacteria. When pathogenic bacteria are intracel-
lular, the delivery of CRISPR-cas9 antibacterials becomes 
more challenging. In this scenario, CRISPR-cas9 encoded 
in phage must be used to specifically target infected cells, 
before its release into the bacteria residing within the 
cells. This delivery process is complicated by a specificity 
for both layers (host cell and intracellular bacteria) [8] as 
shown in Fig. 2.

After the development of new drug, its effectiveness 
to the matrices for efficient delivery and therapy are the 
greatest challenge. The modification of chemical proper-
ties of a drug for delivery reduces the treatment cost with 
some additional benefits, such as the bypassing of healthy 
cells and a lower dosage requirement. There are multiple 
approaches to use CRISPR-cas9 to edit the human host 
cell [76]. However, these strategies only deal with human 
target cells and do not address the challenges associ-
ated with delivery of CRISPR-cas9 encoded in phages to 
combat intracellular infections. Additionally, variation in 

size and structure of different phages needs to be consid-
ered. To overcome these challenges, CRISPR-cas9 offers 
a strategy that can help in the development of program-
mable antibacterials that can be modified genetically into 
a phage genome. Furthermore, delivery of CRISPR-cas9 
into infected host cells by encoded phages provides an 
advancement over currently available delivery strategies.

It is known that phages have structural diversity; there-
fore, traditional strategies such as the use of nanoparticles 
as cargo are not practical. Different porous nanoparticles 
are used as cargo for drug delivery, but these methods are 
not effective when large and non-symmetrical phages are 
used due to limitations in pore size. To solve these issues, 
it is necessary to encapsulate bacteriophages to stabilize 
them for therapeutic purposes; previous work has shown 
it is possible to directly induce the self-assembly of phage 
encapsulation (bacterial cargoes) into lipid and silica 
based particle structures [77]. Chemical formulations to 
encapsulate, such as doping in silica and stabilizing pro-
teins, can be modified by the use of different biological 
components. Silica based encapsulated phages can evade 
the immune system while retaining normal biological 
function. This strategy can help overcome the twofold 
barrier problem to treat intracellular bacterial infections 
such as Burkholderia pseudomallei.

CRISPR-cas9 encoding phages provide the oppor-
tunity for species-specific delivery of antibacterials. 

Fig. 2  a, b CRISPR-cas9 antibacterials delivery to infected cell. a CRISPR-cas9 antibacterials encoded in bacteriophages. b CRISPR-cas9 encoded in 
phages were then introduced into the infected host cells to combat AMR pathogens
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Furthermore, CRISPR-cas9 adaptability allows for rapid 
development of biologics to counteract AMR pathogen 
infections. It is now possible to build CRISPR-cas9 guide 
RNAs library to combat rapidly evolving AMR pathogens 
[8].

Summary
AMR pathogens are a major public health concern world-
wide. Different strategies have been developed to counter 
the rise of AMR. Among them, a newly developed tech-
nique known as CRISPR-cas system brings an arsenal in 
the warfare against resistant pathogens. With the help 
of CRISPR-cas system, scientists treat both extracellu-
lar (MRSA infection) and intracellular (B. pseudomallei) 
antibiotic resistant pathogens. However, it is still a chal-
lenge to apply CRISPR-cas9 antibacterials against non-
laboratory resistant pathogens.

Future perspective

1.	 Choosing a suitable combination of temperate and 
lytic phages being specific for sensitized pathogens is 
a big challenge. Thus there is a dire need to develop a 
universal means for efficient delivery of DNA into all 
pathogens.

2.	 Phages encoded with CRISPR-cas9 should also be 
used in non-laboratory strains without disrupting the 
native healthy microbiomes.

Acknowledgements
The author thanks Ryan Roark for his critical reading to improve the quality 
and language of manuscript. Perelman School of Medicine, University of Penn-
sylvania, USA.

Disclaimer
The funders had no participation in the manuscript writing and decision to 
publish or preparation of the manuscript.

Authors’ contributions
Wrote the paper: MABS. While MZ, QW, SM, AS, MK, SA, UN, HH and ZY did 
critical reading to improve the manuscript. All authors read and approved the 
final manuscript.

Funding
This work was funded by grants from National Key Research and Development 
program (2016YFD0501302/2017YFD0501406), the National Natural Science 
Foundation of China (31772791), the Fundamental Research Funds for the 
Central Universities (2662018JC001). The funders had no participation in the 
study design, data collection and analysis, decision to publish, or preparation 
of the manuscript.

Availability of data and materials
All data is available in the manuscript.

Ethics approval and consent to participate
Ethics approval is not applicable because this is review paper.

Consent for publication
All authors are agree with the contents of manuscript as well as submission in 
Annals of Clinical Microbiology and Antimicrobials.

Competing interests
There is no competing interest regarding manuscript writing and financial 
involvement with any organization or entity with a financial interest in 
or financial conflict with the subject matter or materials discussed in the 
manuscript.

Author details
1 China MOA Laboratory for Risk Assessment of Quality and Safety of Live-
stock and Poultry Products, Huazhong Agricultural University, Wuhan 430070, 
People’s Republic of China. 2 National Reference Laboratory of Veterinary 
Drug Residues and MOA Key Laboratory for the Detection of Veterinary Drug 
Residues in Foods, Huazhong Agricultural University, Wuhan 430070, People’s 
Republic of China. 3 Quality Operation Laboratory at University of Veterinary 
and Animal Sciences, Lahore 54600, Pakistan. 4 Department of Botany, Univer-
sity of Education, Bank Road Campus, Lahore, Pakistan. 5 College of Veterinary 
Sciences and Animal Husbandry, Abdul Wali Khan University, Mardan 23200, 
Pakistan. 6 The Roslin Institute, University of Edinburgh, Edinburgh, Scotland, 
UK. 

Received: 11 March 2019   Accepted: 6 June 2019

References
	1.	 Kümmerer K. Significance of antibiotics in the environment. J Antimicrob 

Chemother. 2003;52:5–7.
	2.	 Wright GD. The antibiotic resistome: the nexus of chemical and genetic 

diversity. Nat Rev Microbiol. 2007;5:175.
	3.	 Organization WH. Antimicrobial resistance: global report on surveillance. 

Geneva: World Health Organization; 2014.
	4.	 Alekshun MN, Levy SB. Molecular mechanisms of antibacterial multidrug 

resistance. Cell. 2007;128:1037–50.
	5.	 Frieden T. Antibiotic resistance threats. Centers for Disease Control and 

Prevention 2013;1(1):22–50.
	6.	 Erickson KE, Otoupal PB, Chatterjee A. Transcriptome-level signatures in 

gene expression and gene expression variability during bacterial adap-
tive evolution. mSphere. 2017;2:e00009-17.

	7.	 de la Fuente-Nunez C, Torres MDT, Mojica FJM, Lu TK. Next-generation 
precision antimicrobials: towards personalized treatment of infectious 
diseases. Curr Opin Microbiol. 2017;37:95–102.

	8.	 Greene AC. CRISPR-based antibacterials: transforming bacterial defense 
into offense. Trends Biotechnol. 2018. https​://doi.org/10.1016/j.tibte​
ch.2017.10.021.

	9.	 Ishino Y, Shinagawa H, Makino K, Amemura M, Nakata A. Nucleotide 
sequence of the iap gene, responsible for alkaline phosphatase isozyme 
conversion in Escherichia coli, and identification of the gene product. J 
Bacteriol. 1987;169:5429–33.

	10.	 Mojica FJM, Díez-Villaseñor C, Soria E, Juez G. Biological significance of a 
family of regularly spaced repeats in the genomes of Archaea, Bacteria 
and mitochondria. Mol Microbiol. 2000;36:244–6.

	11.	 Hsu PD, Lander ES, Zhang F. Development and applications of CRISPR–
Cas9 for genome engineering. Cell. 2014;157:1262–78. https​://doi.
org/10.1016/j.cell.2014.05.010.

	12.	 Mojica FJM, García-Martínez J, Soria E. Intervening sequences of regularly 
spaced prokaryotic repeats derive from foreign genetic elements. J Mol 
Evol. 2005;60:174–82.

	13.	 Pourcel C, Salvignol G, Vergnaud G. CRISPR elements in Yersinia pestis 
acquire new repeats by preferential uptake of bacteriophage DNA, 
and provide additional tools for evolutionary studies. Microbiology. 
2005;151:653–63.

	14.	 Shabbir MAB, Hao H, Shabbir MZ, Hussain HI, Iqbal Z, Ahmed S, et al. 
Survival and evolution of CRiSPR–Cas system in prokaryotes and its 
applications. Front Immunol. 2016;7:375.

	15.	 Shabbir MAB, Hao H, Shabbir MZ, Wu Q, Sattar A, Yuan Z. Bacteria vs. 
bacteriophages: parallel evolution of immune arsenals. Front Microbiol. 
2016;7:1–8.

	16.	 Barrangou R, Fremaux C, Deveau H, Richards M, Boyaval P, Moineau S, 
et al. CRISPR provides acquired resistance against viruses in prokaryotes. 
Science (80−). 2007;315:1709–12.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tibtech.2017.10.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tibtech.2017.10.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2014.05.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2014.05.010


Page 8 of 9Shabbir et al. Ann Clin Microbiol Antimicrob           (2019) 18:21 

	17.	 Garneau JE, Dupuis M-È, Villion M, Romero DA, Barrangou R, Boyaval P, 
et al. The CRISPR/Cas bacterial immune system cleaves bacteriophage 
and plasmid DNA. Nature. 2010;468:67–71.

	18.	 Brouns SJJ, Jore MM, Lundgren M, Westra ER, Slijkhuis RJH, Snijders APL, 
et al. Small CRISPR RNAs guide antiviral defense in prokaryotes. Science 
(80−). 2008;321:960–4.

	19.	 Carte J, Wang R, Li H, Terns RM, Terns MP. Cas6 is an endoribonuclease 
that generates guide RNAs for invader defense in prokaryotes. Genes 
Dev. 2008;22:3489–96.

	20.	 Deveau H, Garneau JE, Moineau S. CRISPR/Cas system and its role in 
phage-bacteria interactions. Annu Rev Microbiol. 2010;64:475–93.

	21.	 Bhaya D, Davison M, Barrangou R. CRISPR–Cas systems in bacteria and 
archaea: versatile small RNAs for adaptive defense and regulation. Annu 
Rev Genet. 2011;45:273–97. https​://doi.org/10.1146/annur​ev-genet​
-11041​0-13243​0.

	22.	 Haurwitz RE, Jinek M, Wiedenheft B, Zhou K, Doudna JA. Sequence-and 
structure-specific RNA processing by a CRISPR endonuclease. Science 
(80−). 2010;329:1355–8.

	23.	 Viswanathan P, Murphy K, Julien B, Garza AG, Kroos L. Regulation of 
dev, an operon that includes genes essential for Myxococcus xanthus 
development and CRISPR-associated genes and repeats. J Bacteriol. 
2007;189:3738–50.

	24.	 Nam KH, Ding F, Haitjema C, Huang Q, DeLisa MP, Ke A. Double-stranded 
endonuclease activity in Bacillus halodurans clustered regularly inter-
spaced short palindromic repeats (CRISPR)-associated Cas2 protein. J Biol 
Chem. 2012;287:35943–52.

	25.	 Makarova KS, Haft DH, Barrangou R, Brouns SJJ, Charpentier E, Horvath 
P, et al. Evolution and classification of the CRISPR–Cas systems. Nat Rev 
Microbiol. 2011;9:467–77.

	26.	 Vergnaud G, Zhou D, Platonov ME, Pourcel C, Yang R, Anisimov AP, et al. 
Analysis of the three Yersinia pestis CRISPR loci provides new tools for 
phylogenetic studies and possibly for the investigation of ancient DNA. 
In: The Genus Yersinia. Berlin: Springer; 2007. p. 327–38.

	27.	 Zhang J, Guigon G, Le Hello S. CRISPR typing and subtyping for 
improved laboratory surveillance of Salmonella infections. PLoS ONE. 
2012;7(5):e36995. https​://doi.org/10.1371/journ​al.pone.00369​95.

	28.	 Rezzonico F, Smits THM, Duffy B. Diversity, evolution, and functionality of 
clustered regularly interspaced short palindromic repeat (CRISPR) regions 
in the fire blight pathogen Erwinia amylovora. Appl Environ Microbiol. 
2011;77:3819–29.

	29.	 Marinelli LJ, Fitz-gibbon S, Hayes C. Propionibacterium acnes bacterio-
phages display limited genetic. MBio. 2012;3:1–13.

	30.	 van der Ploeg JR. Analysis of CRISPR in Streptocccus mutans suggests 
frequent occurrence of acquired immunity against infection by M102-like 
bacteriophages. Microbiology. 2009;155:1966–76.

	31.	 Sampson TR, Saroj SD, Llewellyn AC, Tzeng Y-L, Weiss DS. A CRISPR/Cas 
system mediates bacterial innate immune evasion and virulence. Nature. 
2013;497:254–7.

	32.	 Louwen R, Horst-Kreft D, De Boer AG, Van Der Graaf L, de Knegt G, Ham-
ersma M, et al. A novel link between Campylobacter jejuni bacteriophage 
defence, virulence and Guillain-Barré syndrome. Eur J Clin Microbiol 
Infect Dis. 2013;32:207–26.

	33.	 Gunderson FF, Cianciotto NP. The CRISPR-associated gene cas2 of 
Legionella pneumophila is required for intracellular infection of amoebae. 
mBio. 2013;4(2):e00074-13.

	34.	 Sampson TR, Weiss DS. CRISPR-Cas systems: new players in gene regula-
tion and bacterial physiology. Front Cell Infect Microbiol. 2014;4:1–8. 
https​://doi.org/10.3389/fcimb​.2014.00037​/abstr​act.

	35.	 Deltcheva E, Chylinski K, Sharma CM, Gonzales K, Chao Y, Pirzada ZA, et al. 
CRISPR RNA maturation by trans-encoded small RNA and host factor 
RNase III. Nature. 2011;471:602–7.

	36.	 Kinnevey PM, Shore AC, Brennan GI, Sullivan DJ, Ehricht R, Monecke 
S, et al. Emergence of sequence type 779 methicillin-resistant Staphy-
lococcus aureus harboring a novel pseudo staphylococcal cassette 
chromosome mec (SCCmec)-SCC-SCCCRISPR composite element in Irish 
Hospitals. Antimicrob Agents Chemother. 2013;57:524–31.

	37.	 Delaney NF, Balenger S, Bonneaud C, Marx CJ, Hill GE, Ferguson-Noel 
N, et al. Ultrafast evolution and loss of CRISPRs following a host shift 
in a novel wildlife pathogen, Mycoplasma gallisepticum. PLoS Genet. 
2012;8(2):e1002511. https​://doi.org/10.1371/journ​al.pgen.10025​11.

	38.	 Bourgogne A, Garsin DA, Qin X, Singh KV, Sillanpaa J, Yerrapragada S, et al. 
Large scale variation in Enterococcus faecalis illustrated by the genome 
analysis of strain OG1RF. Genome Biol. 2008;9:1–16.

	39.	 Hale CR, Zhao P, Olson S, Duff MO, Graveley BR, Wells L, et al. RNA-
guided RNA cleavage by a CRISPR RNA-Cas protein complex. Cell. 
2009;139:945–56.

	40.	 Marraffini LA, Sontheimer EJ. CRISPR interference limits horizontal 
gene transfer in staphylococci by targeting DNA. Science (80−). 
2008;322:1843–5. https​://doi.org/10.1126/scien​ce.11657​71.

	41.	 Abadia E, Zhang J, dos Vultos T, Ritacco V, Kremer K, Aktas E, et al. Resolv-
ing lineage assignation on Mycobacterium tuberculosis clinical isolates 
classified by spoligotyping with a new high-throughput 3R SNPs based 
method. Infect Genet Evol. 2010;10:1066–74. https​://doi.org/10.1016/j.
meegi​d.2010.07.006.

	42.	 Sinkunas T, Gasiunas G, Fremaux C, Barrangou R, Horvath P, Siksnys V. 
Cas3 is a single-stranded DNA nuclease and ATP-dependent helicase in 
the CRISPR/Cas immune system. EMBO J. 2011;30:1335–42. https​://doi.
org/10.1038/emboj​.2011.41.

	43.	 Jore MM, Lundgren M, van Duijn E, Bultema JB, Westra ER, Waghmare 
SP, et al. Structural basis for CRISPR RNA-guided DNA recognition by 
Cascade. Nat Struct Mol Biol. 2011;18:529–36.

	44.	 Lintner NG, Kerou M, Brumfield SK, Graham S, Liu H, Naismith JH, et al. 
Structural and functional characterization of an archaeal clustered reg-
ularly interspaced short palindromic repeat (CRISPR)-associated com-
plex for antiviral defense (CASCADE). J Biol Chem. 2011;286:21643–56.

	45.	 Wiedenheft B, van Duijn E, Bultema JB, Waghmare SP, Zhou K, Baren-
dregt A, et al. RNA-guided complex from a bacterial immune system 
enhances target recognition through seed sequence interactions. Proc 
Natl Acad Sci. 2011;108:10092–7.

	46.	 Nam KH, Haitjema C, Liu X, Ding F, Wang H, DeLisa MP, et al. Cas5d 
protein processes pre-crRNA and assembles into a cascade-like 
interference complex in subtype IC/Dvulg CRISPR–Cas system. 
Structure. 2012;20:1574–84.

	47.	 Jinek M, Chylinski K, Fonfara I, Hauer M, Doudna JA, Charpentier E. A 
programmable dual-RNA—guided DNA endonuclease in adaptive 
bacterial immunity. Science (80−). 2012;337:816–21.

	48.	 Cong L, Ran FA, Cox D, Lin S, Barretto R, Habib N, et al. Multiplex 
genome engineering using CRISPR/Cas systems. Science (80−). 
2013;339:819–23.

	49.	 Anantharaman V, Iyer LM, Aravind L. Presence of a classical RRM-fold 
palm domain in Thg1-type 3′-5′ nucleic acid polymerases and the 
origin of the GGDEF and CRISPR polymerase domains. Biol Direct. 
2010;5:1–9.

	50.	 Zhang J, Rouillon C, Kerou M, Reeks J, Brugger K, Graham S, et al. Struc-
ture and mechanism of the CMR complex for CRISPR-mediated antiviral 
immunity. Mol Cell. 2012;45:303–13.

	51.	 Wang R, Preamplume G, Terns MP, Terns RM, Li H. Interaction of the Cas6 
riboendonuclease with CRISPR RNAs: recognition and cleavage. Struc-
ture. 2011;19:257–64. https​://doi.org/10.1016/j.str.2010.11.014.

	52.	 Deng L, Garrett RA, Shah SA, Peng X, She Q. A novel interference mecha-
nism by a type IIIB CRISPR–Cmr module in sulfolobus. Mol Microbiol. 
2013;87:1088–99.

	53.	 Jones CL, Sampson TR, Nakaya HI, Pulendran B, Weiss DS. Repression of 
bacterial lipoprotein production by Francisella novicida facilitates evasion 
of innate immune recognition. Cell Microbiol. 2012;14:1531–43.

	54.	 Shabbir MAB, Tang Y, Xu Z, Lin M, Cheng G, Dai M, et al. The involvement 
of the Cas9 gene in virulence of Campylobacter jejuni. Front Cell Infect 
Microbiol. 2018;8:1–12. https​://doi.org/10.3389/fcimb​.2018.00285​/full.

	55.	 Sampson TR, Napier BA, Schroeder MR, Louwen R, Zhao J, Chin C-Y, 
et al. A CRISPR–Cas system enhances envelope integrity mediating 
antibiotic resistance and inflammasome evasion. Proc Natl Acad Sci. 
2014;111:11163–8.

	56.	 Jorth P, Whiteley M. An evolutionary link between natural transformation 
and crispr adaptive immunity. MBio. 2012;3:1–7.

	57.	 Levin BR. Nasty viruses, costly plasmids, population dynamics, and the 
conditions for establishing and maintaining CRISPR-mediated adaptive 
immunity in bacteria. PLoS Genet. 2010;6:e1001171.

	58.	 Bikard D, Hatoum-Aslan A, Mucida D, Marraffini LA. CRISPR interference 
can prevent natural transformation and virulence acquisition during 
in vivo bacterial infection. Cell Host Microbe. 2012;12:177–86.

https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-genet-110410-132430
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-genet-110410-132430
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0036995
https://doi.org/10.3389/fcimb.2014.00037/abstract
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pgen.1002511
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1165771
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.meegid.2010.07.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.meegid.2010.07.006
https://doi.org/10.1038/emboj.2011.41
https://doi.org/10.1038/emboj.2011.41
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.str.2010.11.014
https://doi.org/10.3389/fcimb.2018.00285/full


Page 9 of 9Shabbir et al. Ann Clin Microbiol Antimicrob           (2019) 18:21 

•
 
fast, convenient online submission

 •
  

thorough peer review by experienced researchers in your field

• 
 
rapid publication on acceptance

• 
 
support for research data, including large and complex data types

•
  

gold Open Access which fosters wider collaboration and increased citations 

 
maximum visibility for your research: over 100M website views per year •

  At BMC, research is always in progress.

Learn more biomedcentral.com/submissions

Ready to submit your research ?  Choose BMC and benefit from: 

	59.	 Sapranauskas R, Gasiunas G, Fremaux C, Barrangou R, Horvath P, Siksnys 
V. The Streptococcus thermophilus CRISPR/Cas system provides immunity 
in Escherichia coli. Nucleic Acids Res. 2011;39(21):9275–82. https​://doi.
org/10.1093/nar/gkr60​6.

	60.	 Hatoum-Aslan A, Marraffini LA. Impact of CRISPR immunity on the 
emergence and virulence of bacterial pathogens. Curr Opin Microbiol. 
2014;17:82–90.

	61.	 Hatoum-Aslan A, Maniv I, Samai P, Marraffini LA. Genetic characteriza-
tion of antiplasmid immunity through a type III-A CRISPR–Cas system. J 
Bacteriol. 2014;196:310–7.

	62.	 Smith J, Grizot S, Arnould S, Duclert A, Epinat JC, Chames P, et al. A com-
binatorial approach to create artificial homing endonucleases cleaving 
chosen sequences. Nucleic Acids Res. 2006;34:e149.

	63.	 Miller JC, Tan S, Qiao G, Barlow KA, Wang J, Xia DF, et al. A TALE 
nuclease architecture for efficient genome editing. Nat Biotechnol. 
2011;29:143–50.

	64.	 Strong A, Musunuru K. Genome editing in cardiovascular diseases. Nat 
Rev Cardiol. 2016;14:11–20. https​://doi.org/10.1038/nrcar​dio.2016.139.

	65.	 Yosef I, Manor M, Kiro R, Qimron U. Temperate and lytic bacteriophages 
programmed to sensitize and kill antibiotic-resistant bacteria. Proc Natl 
Acad Sci. 2015;112:7267–72.

	66.	 Cui L, Bikard D. Consequences of Cas9 cleavage in the chromosome of 
Escherichia coli. Nucleic Acids Res. 2016;44:4243–51.

	67.	 Kim JS, Cho DH, Park M, Chung WJ, Shin D, Ko KS, et al. CRISPR/
cas9-mediated re-sensitization of antibiotic-resistant Escherichia coli 
harboring extended-spectrum β-lactamases. J Microbiol Biotechnol. 
2015;26:394–401.

	68.	 van der Oost J, Westra ER, Jackson RN, Wiedenheft B. Unravelling the 
structural and mechanistic basis of CRISPR–Cas systems. Nat Rev Micro-
biol. 2014;12:479. https​://doi.org/10.1038/nrmic​ro327​9.

	69.	 Citorik RJ, Mimee M, Lu TK. Sequence-specific antimicrobials using effi-
ciently delivered RNA-guided nucleases. Nat Biotechnol. 2014;32:1141.

	70.	 Bikard D, Euler CW, Jiang W, Nussenzweig PM, Goldberg GW, Duportet 
X, et al. Exploiting CRISPR–Cas nucleases to produce sequence-specific 
antimicrobials. Nat Biotechnol. 2014;32:1146–50.

	71.	 Gomaa AA, Klumpe HE, Luo ML, Selle K, Barrangou R, Beisel CL. Program-
mable removal of bacterial strains by use of genome-targeting CRISPR-
Cas systems. MBio. 2014;5:e00928-13.

	72.	 Ando H, Lemire S, Pires DP, Lu TK. Engineering modular viral scaffolds for 
targeted bacterial population editing. Cell Syst. 2015;1:187–96.

	73.	 Bozzuto G, Molinari A. Liposomes as nanomedical devices. Int J 
Nanomed. 2015;10:975.

	74.	 Taranejoo S, Liu J, Verma P, Hourigan K. A review of the developments 
of characteristics of PEI derivatives for gene delivery applications. J Appl 
Polym Sci. 2015;132:42096. https​://doi.org/10.1002/app.42096​.

	75.	 Kang YK, Kwon K, Ryu JS, Lee HN, Park C, Chung HJ. Nonviral genome 
editing based on a polymer-derivatized CRISPR nanocomplex for target-
ing bacterial pathogens and antibiotic resistance. Bioconjug Chem. 
2017;28(4):957–67. https​://doi.org/10.1021/acs.bioco​njche​m.6b006​76.

	76.	 Wang H-X, Li M, Lee CM, Chakraborty S, Kim H-W, Bao G, et al. 
CRISPR/Cas9-based genome editing for disease modeling and 
therapy: challenges and opportunities for nonviral delivery. Chem Rev. 
2017;117:9874–906.

	77.	 Malik DJ, Sokolov IJ, Vinner GK, Mancuso F, Cinquerrui S, Vladisavljevic GT, 
et al. Formulation, stabilisation and encapsulation of bacteriophage for 
phage therapy. Adv Colloid Interface Sci. 2017;249:100–33.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in pub-
lished maps and institutional affiliations.

https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkr606
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkr606
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrcardio.2016.139
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrmicro3279
https://doi.org/10.1002/app.42096
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.bioconjchem.6b00676

	CRISPR-cas system: biological function in microbes and its use to treat antimicrobial resistant pathogens
	Abstract 
	Introduction
	Three types of CRISPR-cas system
	Type I system
	Type II system
	Type III system
	Role of CRISPR-cas system in bacterial virulence
	CRISPR-cas system involvement in antimicrobial resistance
	Why CRISPR-cas system used to encounter antibiotic resistance threat?
	Irony: bacterial defense system against their own kind
	Intracellular delivery of CRISPR-cas9 antibacterials
	Summary
	Future perspective
	Acknowledgements
	References




