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BE:BR AATIHEFARERNEREREABI MG h, AE AETIREEES
TREMEHBRITEM, GR KEFREA T EFPANZETREYPBSEARRNAE
REOZHWKE SEREFRTRESRARALOLN HRAEA 2.0 mol/L B LM £%3; 5k
REAKE , A BREF R FEFRANAPRBREOIRFERI Ao RS XE LG T RMER; SRRAE

BB, ARAARAITRR S A LR, BiR

2ERH,

ik A Hofmeister 2 B & i& & iX 2 I £ 49

X B R.EFXHREE  ABREFRBESE K E

PES %S :TQ028.3"3 SCHEKARINAD: A

EARYE, EQRS FUOfTA—KRTZEN .
RN ZIRERAE RAE RO THRMAYE
HHRRRSHARRYAEQRBFENSTAY
FHEH— M RGE . NERREOFITERN—RILH
B BITERS TR —REN, BERNEZEAE
STFRM-ERBREEY . B TAHBUEHEER
B AT, NS BRI & T R R AWK BE, LA ) 3R
&R, R B AR RASH T TS, X R E
HEOFFBHEMEN —BORRE, Hik, AR T
WEFBFE, MEEWRBE S E Sk, T
FERERTHRBFMANE S FHEEBREALSS FR
B8 f1 B 7 & {4 1% = (refolding chromatography ) .
Hp BhEBAEER-— TNARZNFRATE
FE. ERXFTCEAE FRREERIEST
R PE YR RS, B T AT £ 3 B SE AR A B
MR R EEREES SN, TURERE
HEHEEEWR R, RN, KAEETFXHREET
FmBREASEE AL R A, H S5 3
R EH 4 mol/L [k if 7Y LA R4S 8 8 19 5 1 [ i
o A SUMNE X B 732 e 8 1% b O s A 2 BN BT
HW R o

KBS H H7 :2002-12-10
ESWMB B ARHFRS YN H (20175016)

L E4RS :1000-274 X (2004 )01-0047-05

1 SEEERS

1.1 # #

5 B 88 (lysozyme, Lys, % H Sigma 2+ 7] ), DTT
(X4 Y THRAAF, XE Amresco 24 7 # O 53
32), [P (o ra, e RAERM) ), Tris (5347
gt EEFE AL ERARAR), IR (urea, 5347
g,  E AR S W4k TR ), 2B A ( GuHCl, 43
o, P EEHER L EAERRAR) ,EDTA(S
i, RETIHHFE RAREATRFT) ,EEKRE

¥ G-250( Fluka 3 O 433%) .

501 W4 Y696 BE 1 (UV-1601PC, H &< 55
NGB
1.2 K &%
1.2.1 ZREHAEHBNHE 20 mg XA Lys
fRTE 8 mol/L R, HA WA :0. Imol/L
Tris-HC1,pH = 8. 5,8 mol/L urea,1 mmol/L EDTA,
0.15 mol/L DTT;40°C /K18 IR 3 h, A | mol/L HCI
P pH A 3, 0.1 mol/L BEER B AT 5, ¥ .
T, &5/, _
1.2.2 #FEEH BEAFRTHNBEEBEER

EEEN.E EQI7-), &, HAERA B RES E NBEAERSHEALTE,
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BIEHEMET, B, ZRKE4 h 50 EHE
o RSB A B eg BRI,

1.2.3 FWaE BERERETEBRSE, MAL
B 0.067 mol/L B MRt Z vhk (pH =6.2) , Fisk 4%
e, EMABREZEBRALAERN0.5~0.7 B
o, FABBERK3.0 mL B FHERRE®R T
Heme, AR R E Lys BB, REES, UAE
KIS, #E 450 nm HK T &R 20 s I — K%K
J6{E A, 3532 3 min, L A XFEFE) ¢ A BB AT S
W, KRN E L8 A WE/ADE(AA/min) , A
FRUERRZR SRS IE D)

2 HR5TiE

2.1 ZrhEFHEPRm
EEANED, EHEMRMRHLSEEEA

EHHHER, ARBEEAR, Z BT Lys
EHMEmEmEl iR, EH, EHREZE PR
(PBS) 5 Tris EWl PR R Lys EMBRH
BCOETBESRETHIREEARAN, YEHWKE
{2} 0.04 mg/mL B}, PBS 28 wh ¥ /™ & & Wi if JH A&
HLys WEH B, XFEREN Lys TER{LZ
HEEWEm, MEZEPBEPEFRENE R,
ARBTFERENEWRSP, TBTERIGHERES
BRK,BfEFRASKEMBEE -, XHEK(6]
R R Lys B9 E 9, A Hepes (N-2-32 Z 2K
BE-N'-2-2. 551 ) 28 wh ik B PBS 28 vhil , A BLEN (&
HREALHR 10 pmol/L, HHTE PBS Zp L&A
BAREBHRER, B E ™R T M, M7 Hepes &
PPV 15 OLBR 47 18 £, Hepes B MR I B T 58 B i
/INFPBS ZErhilk, MIER 1 MER EELHRP—
BRKA Tris-HCl ZpBAEN R HEZ il

F1 FPEMAEIERETN Lys EEAIRE

Tab.1 The effects of the kinds of buffer on the
renaturation yield of reduced/denatured
Lys
i TS ErEr=%/%
PBS 6.37 +0.12
Tns-HCl 80.2+£7.2

HBEHAWRE R 0.04 mg - mL™'  EHEAB Y PBS Zh
#:2.0 mol -'L"" urea + 50 mmol - L™' PBS +1 mmol - L™
EDTA +3.0 mmol - L™ GSH/0. 6 mmol - L™' GSSG, pH =
8.0;Tris-HCl 2213 :2 mol - L™ urea +0.1 mol - L™' Tris-
HCl+ 1 mmol - L™' EDTA + 3.0 mmol - L™' ( GSH)/0. 6
mmol + L™ ( GSSG) ,pH=8.0.

2.2 RRE

i& JFARYE Lys (975 i 13 e 32 o R ok BE 69 728 4
Bl 1 AR, 7T AR B, 2R B 0 mol/L 3 fin &
2.0 mol/L B, i[5 Ae ¥k Lys B9 75 i B Yl 3 22 38 fin 69
LB E R T 2.0 mol/L B, i JR A Lys B9
T (R A 3R AR o B 4 38 T R/, R R
M HEA 2.0 mol/L fRAY, B IR AR Lys H 7™
RERE

80
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Curea/mol-L"

B 1 &R AEYER Lys 1995 v E W3R B IR v B i 2 4k
Fig.1 The effects of urea concentration on the bioactivity recovery
T EHE 0.1 mol + L™ Trs-HCl (pH 8.0), 1
mmol + L™'EDTA, 3 mmol + L™' (GSH)/0. 6 mmol - L'
(GSSG),0 ~8.0 mol - L™ urea; E (¥ F:0.10 mg - mL™',

BRE—FERERANEQZTHEN, 7E 8.0 mol/L
BREERT , KREBEQR S FRENEHRTN
FeMREROEE, EARFERENBERERE, X
FHRIEEAZHMNEE, BRiMEEL, BFK
MI—HAHT RS EEFERSBHREN K
S FE, EMNEIERERRS FHANESEMEE
BN, Fot, BREEMIERES F(BFEIER
PERFERR) 767K P B 7 % B, DA T K85 I6C UK 380z 8 0
173 53X "] BE R BR B WK S5 W HE TR B R R 45 SR . UL
W, BRAR AT e o B IR 3 B F N B BOK AE
HAEEARS FHRE, N RETRSEL RS
FHITBESSMESEHEER, £ 880

MF—FEH, ER—FEERN S REN RS
BE AR KR, BRI ETAS SRESZE
FE—E, SESERENRKEFEN, ESE
HEIGE A G, W HE 3 4 [ K 75 B R i 7
T HE BRANE—MENERREN, W2
—MAERAIMEREN., HERELEERBEER
R ENRERS, BEATEP WO RER N EMKE
BE (R AT DL AR S e g S R S R BP RT AE —
ERELFALZENE NTHMES FHRITENTE,
XA AT R R SR PR R A
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BEORmEESEIAEX . WE 1B 5 FEHE
By Lys Bt , EHEREBE & HF 2. Omol/L fRETXF
Lys RERARN, ErTLUME 2 FRIRE EBEH
[t A
2.3 EFhsk

EE TR HREENEELR P, b TREE
I a LR B EI R AR, B UDGE of 18 8 BR ok B 1% in
HEEREWE, EH&, ABTHAARATH, HIKED
BREAF T Lys M. B FXRGIEHEHET
B EEARBRAGFETEHER Y, MKREKE
4.0 mol/L i B 8k A A Y i I, Lys 7T LLIRAS
REMEERRE, AFALPIERADAEES
EHE R, T AT RS B Bk B R AL SR AR
Xt Lys &t 50 o

EARBREENEERPEF EH 0.5 m/L
S Rt , X Lys EHREmBE 2,7 L
BB, B AR Lys FEBRYE B A9 N3y 2 3 5%
EMEBAINBES, SEHEMBERDPITH
0.5 mol/LEALH, 15 B f 1 & o 01 5 38 2 78 R VK
H22.0 mol/L, ¥YEHFZE KPP EH 0.5 mo/L HEE
ORI E R 4.0 m/L X HREEHERER,
MR ERAN , AR R P S A NREIES
E R A E AL, T E B R B BR AT AR R, B
TR P T 3B TR S 0 B M R R AR T AL

60[‘

40 |

& P B R %

20

Curea /mol 'L-l

B2 ZEARBREENEHERPERTEH 0.5 mol -
L A 9 R bR B Bk B xd Lys & ey
Fig.2 The effects of 0.5 mol + L' sodium chloride and ammo-
nium sulfate on the activity recovery of Lys at the pres-
ence of different urea concentration
. EHZEME:0.1 ml - L' Trs-HCl (pH 8.0),1
mmol - L™ EDTA,3 mmol - L™' (GSH)/0. 6 mmol - L'
(GSSG),0.5 mol + L~" NaCl or0.5 mol - L™'(NH, ),S0, and
0~8.0mol + L™" urea; Z ¥ AF:0.10 mg - mL ™"
C 0.5 mol » L"'(NH,),S0, @ 0.5 mol - L™" NaCl

EARREENRER PR &H 1.0 mo/L

R KB ER 3 Lys REMEMAE3, 4%
YR+ A 1.0 mol/L S AL & B Bt AR Bk i, B
Lys YRR R B BH 5 &H 0. Smol/L H ik
MEHRE(RE2)HE, BE, RhEHEmMH
B EEREERN R R SH AW E
PR TOM e, SR ERS, RS mBR P S
A& E YR T RAM.

80

60

13 1 (B W /%
»

Cures /mol-L!
B3 EAERKENEER M EA 1.0 mol -
L™ R AL R BB A X Lys & ¥ERRY el
Fig.3 The effects of 1.0 mol - L' sodium chloride and ammo-

~~

nium sulfate on the activity recovery of Lys at the pres-

ence of different urea concentration

HEME W01 mol - L' Tris-HCl (pH 8.0), 1
mmol + L™ EDTA,3 mmol - L™" (GSH)/0. 6 mmol - L~
(GSSG),1.0 mol + L' NaCl or 1.0 mol - L™'(NH, ),S0, and
0~8.0mol « L' urea; B ¥ E:0.10 mg - mL™"

€ 1.0mol - L™"(NH,),S0, A 1.0 mol - L' NaCl

EARREENEEZ R+ A AR ER
et , Xt Lys MW LE 4 iR, TR,
HEHSEHBRTRUEMWEERRN, B ERE
BENEAEEEERBTEH 0. Smol/L B
L8, B2 1. Omol/L By AL, X iE JR AL HE Lys B9
EHEAKRNER, ARREENEESEhRTS
AWBRELRT X Lys SR WA S Fin, AT LR
WME R R T R ER 0 T Lys A
R, HERERE BN ( <4.0 mol/L) ,EHZ rh
BHEEZHO0S ml/L MBMENEEEETIA
1.0 mol/L Wi BRERHY B 1 7™ % s YRR B A ( >
4.0 mol/L) , HHZEME T EH 1.0 mo/L HiMR 2k
HWEHTEETEH 0.5 ml/L BB EKHE ™
E, UL EREERREEN, RIKENRKES
AMTEFEE Lys WEHE RIKERSNSKREH
WMMEARTHEM,

X T AR R R AR e — R R
Hofmeister 411, L3 & P B F 0 8 4 & F et
Franz Hofmeister BF 3y T Xt E QBB B ERNE
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ma, R (S BB B F) MR AR TTIERE S,
BH TR EF:PO,>” >S0,>” >CH,CO0~ >Cl™ >
NO,” >SCN™ ., PHE FhY Hofmerister W B EHE
THE., BEjERIAN, BRI E AR ITRE
YER LB T R E A R R E B Ao, EEE A
HEFEKFFHRERE, XET K> FEEARS
FHMEAER, EBRUUE, fERA T ERES KD T
LA, FHEE KT, X & AR (5
HAAEYM KD F) =4 BN, S ¥5 R Hofmeister 3%
RBio — ¥ He ¥ p CL” & 3 (B PO, 80,7,
CH,CO0 ™ )tk & ¥ ¥k & Kosmotrope ( {# /K 25 #4 & J§
B4 i , water structure maker) , RIGE{E 2 H R 4 F
TE, PRI B IE 1 , {23 S BT B LA TS )
BHE;CL BB F (O NO,~ i1 SCN™ ) WFR H
Chaotrope( {iﬂ( ﬁ%%m(ﬁgﬂ B‘J % Dﬁ: , water structure
breaker) , BRREBE A2 1 R B R B 4 , E H B 4, CL°
WA FREY R P A, Hofmeister J7 5] KBk T /o
75 OB I BR-K ) AR BLAE R AR KA F AR
EH AR,

60 |'

50 T
40 T
30 |

20

R ENE

0 2 4 6 8
Curea/moleL!

A 4 TE A [a) R o JE o) 52 PR % o o F & A A il o S 69
FALEt Xt Lys MM

Fig.‘ll The effects of ammonium sulfate concentration on the ac-

tiv.ity recovery of Lys at the presence of different urea

concentration

H.EMZE 0.1 mol - L' Tris-HCI (pH 8.0),1
mmol + L™' EDTA,3 mmol - L™' (GSH)/0. 6 mmol - L'
(GSSG),0.5 or 1.0 mol - L™ NaCl and 0 ~ 8.0 mol + L' u-
rea; B H WK E :0.10 mg - mL™!

@ 1.0mol-L°1 NaCl O 0.5 mol - L™' NaCl

B2 BE 5 K45 RER T LA Hofmeister J73113
BIRIF MR, M Hofmeister /73178 %1,50,” % &
HEROTIERE LR T CL , MEARS FHERERE
HHETF Cl, RERZKENRKXELERER
HAEAMSER REATBIRTRFENZESK
R, M5 TR il h 16 1 W B R A
Blin,2.0 mol/L F R (WIS 1), A RN A 2

W, T B RN, (R, M s
A SO,% it , B F SO, M B E R M I ERE N B,
TESHIRRBERN, RN AR TME TR E
JRRE 6 % A, TR S U BE R, UUTERE R (KK
BE B R MR 36 R 2 LA 52 2030 ) B4R R, {7 B =
RFRE, SALPIXEARRERDRE, £5 6 1K
¥R BE (R R, SAL i B AR 1 (8 B 4R LT B 7= A
i Z W= RIE TR &8 SAMaT 6= %, B a1k
MEHARENEN R NRREEE, SR E
WA EE R ERRNOE R, U, EREKE
H&Hﬁ,ﬁg%%?w&*bu/\ﬁﬁ@%ﬁx%%%iﬁﬁzo

D
(=

TEIE R R A

[yl
(=

0 2 4 6 8 10
Cyrea /mol-L*
BS5 EARKEEREER R P & BLM %X
Lys B HERIE 4
Fig.5 The effects of ammonium sulfate concentration on the ac-
tivity recovery of Lys at the presence of different urea
concentration

W E R .0.1 mol - L™ Tris-HCI (pH 8.0),1 mmol -
L~' EDTA,3 mmol - L™' (GSH)/0.6 mmol + L™ (GSSG),0.5
or 1.0 mol - L™' NH,(80,), and 0 ~8.0 mol + L ~'urea; & X
WE.0.10 mg + mL™',

® 1.0 mol - L™ NH, (SO, ),
(50,),

LEAHRFBR P EHE S ERE MR, 226
WEBFEERESHTEES(WE 1 FiR), I E
XA REC LR BIFHME T B RIKRRAS TR
o0 58 01 Bt 3 P 7R R R 9 2 R B P AR RR
B THRER MBI ¥ FEBRERR Lys
WS H " A SR E RN &AL T
BYEMARESHBHRENE, $EENRAST
s, AT mit B EAKN =&, MRENKRE
M, M RREANBER IR, A EEEER
MEE, RN, ZHERERP &E KWL R
# Lys (B 28 A B8R, A M T
EEANRKRASAEBREM, RAPHEIRE LR
M EEERGERAKR, R, RBRIKEEEESR
H,HEBIE— - EAME AR E RN R
s G EEHENBE P SERRER

0 0.5 mol - L™ NH,
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(/% B H%4X)
Effects of the composition of mobile phase on the bioactivity recovery of

reduced/denatured of lysozyme by using ion-exchange chromatography
WANG Yan,GENG Xin-du

( Institute of Modern Separation Science , Key Laboratory of Modern Separation Science in Shaanxi Province ,Northwest University , Xi'an
710069 , China )

Abstract:Aim The effects of the composition of mobile phase on the bioactivity recovery of reduced/denatured of
lysozyme was studied. Methods The refolding of the reduced denatured lysozyme by ion exchange chromatogra-
phy. Results It was found that the bioactivity yield in the Tris buffer with low ion strengthen is better than that of
in the phosphate solution buffer (PBS) with high ion strengthen. When the renaturation buffer includes any other
kinds of salt, the bioactivity recovery is the highest with 2. 0 mol/L urea concentration in the renaturation buffer.
The bioactivity recovery of lysozyme is bad when the renaturation buffer contains other kinds of salt except urea.
However, ammonium sulfate can enhance the bioactivity yield of reduced/denatured lysozyme when urea concentra-
tion is higher in the renaturation buffer. Conclusion The reason of these phenomena is discussed in detail. Hofmei-
ster effect is the main reason.

Key words :ion-exchange chromatography; the renaturation buffer; lysozyme; urea; salt
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