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Disgraced CRISPR-baby scientist’s ‘publicity stunt’ frustrates researchershttps://www.nature.com/articles/d41586-023-00382-w
[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. He Jiankui, the Chinese biophysicist who created the first children with edited genomes, has refused to answer questions about his past research and instead is promoting his latest plans to use genome-editing technology in people.
2. Scientists are frustrated by He's silence and say he should answer questions before publicizing his new plans.
3. He has set up a not-for-profit research laboratory in Beijing focused on developing affordable therapies for hereditary diseases such as Duchenne Muscular Dystrophy (DMD).
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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The article “Disgraced CRISPR-baby scientist’s ‘publicity stunt’ frustrates researchers” is an informative piece that provides insight into the controversial work of He Jiankui, a Chinese biophysicist who shocked the world by creating the first children with edited genomes. The article is written from a neutral point of view and does not appear to be biased towards any particular opinion or perspective. It presents both sides of the story fairly, noting both the criticism of He's work as well as his own defense of it. The article also includes quotes from various experts in the field, providing additional perspectives on the issue. 
However, there are some potential issues with trustworthiness and reliability that should be noted. For example, while the article does provide quotes from experts in the field, it does not provide any evidence to support their claims or counterarguments. Additionally, while it does mention possible risks associated with He's work, it does not explore them in depth or present both sides equally when discussing them. Finally, there is some promotional content included in the article which could be seen as biased towards He's work and could potentially lead readers to form an overly positive opinion of it without considering all aspects of it thoroughly. 
In conclusion, while this article provides an informative overview of He Jiankui's controversial work and its implications for society at large, there are some potential issues with trustworthiness and reliability that should be taken into consideration when reading it.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Ethical implications of gene editing 
· Potential risks of CRISPR technology 
· Regulation of gene editing research 
· Public opinion on gene editing 
· International response to He Jiankui's work 
· Impact of gene editing on future generations
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