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fEre S yOEREEY LT 2AOHEE 25D
L#%, TR EREBCTER L RNELD 2 2D 505
o T B 707 Y vRFEENLARD EAETER
hEDYEED, LEECH - TENKE L v #2, HEH
23Tt Fd fragment @ NRKEAI2 OB L FF50
chiedlcd, 20X A B L TREROFELR, o
NERGOERIE L OFEC R T#E 2D & BIRE S
DONBD. Tiohb, BRoBREYESHAOMICIT
F O ELYRDE S, &\45 Koshland 5
DERICHE 2L, BIEROY e &b —HAERELE
FBEEOTHAH D ZEITBRIZEE v, Bt bh b
Wiz, 1G 7 e 7Y VIEOWTHRIGEESN GBETh
TR EREEAD) OFERXEN, £ LTH#ER R
RS- LT\ 5 Z Mo, OB, HURITHEDA
WS E - TonEREETHO TR, B E
FEDT 3 BEFIC L » THREIN RO I v
H (BI o E BT LEo—) 2, 1EORE
BEHMEFoTwWDb 0L Bbhbd, ZOBERND,
HEEOHE 5 IEUHOHHY b 5 —HFREDTARL D
EFOHBERAER LMK TS Feifipcitin { ¢, 7%
Waats Fd Mocdhs & &2 THECTR»A5. L
ALieA S, Fd fragment 2 FIEHC BB 2 - 213, B
FEETD & ZAIIRITIEEL LV, bhubh O L
Fd' 5 SE4 il b 0 Tiichr - 1ait, ok
FEHEIRETHAHEOLMECHEKTL 0TI, £
BGtesFd GHOBESLDTHD = L HBDRDT,
T2 DB 2T~ 5,

EBRHHLUICSHE

1D HERER: fERR IORBEE LTrhth
HSA (Nutritional Biochemical Corporation %, Cleve-
land) ¥ Lot BI-HSA (F—(bEtkAsst, H5) %
F A, PLmiElL complete Freund adjuvant ¥Ein¥ic

17 5 A HSA Ty v ¥FRBE L TR,

2) Anti-HSA #HifkDks% : DEAE-cellulose # 5 A
sm= b 774 Il ks TRIME LD 7G ZE%E 28
L7252, LATOHED LR LT 1G g0 RBE%
Tl otz

3) W 7G HUED pepsin 17 X 3L ¢ kgL HSA
VMBI OEFEYH#+F rG 12, Utsum & Karush® o
FiEaP LAEL TR D < pepsin THM LA, pH
4.5 0.02 M sodium acetate buffer FCHifk L pepsin
DOHA100:1 25 100:2 DEiZ/e s X 5 ICBEL, 37°
C T16HEIRE X ¥ IN NaOH % dropwise {ZfH
% C pH % 8.01Z 7, 0.005 M @ borate buffer (pH
8.0) = LCHENTT5, Z#nw DEAE-Sephadex A50
column =, B#NT 0.005M borate buffer, &u»
T NaCl EE% 0.1M 2:50.5 M & Tk Lichi b
0.02M @ sodium phosphate buffer (pH 7.2) TEH
+5, EbNIE2D peak Meluate #EDTEML,
¥z Sephadex G200 column #@LTHEHE 0.15M
phosplate buffered saline, pH7.0 TH&EH) +5&, ik
E205S @ hydrolyzate 23§ b b,

4) 5S fragment OFET, 7 x4 b: ERROWML
LTE BRI 5 fragment (IFleischman BPDHIEIC
I »7T0.06M @ 2-mercaptoethanol (LAF 2 ME) TiE
IC L iodoacetamide "T7 L E AL LIz. LB DHLLD
—HA& & o THIHR & FREICRD 2 DOEME /I, £D
1, Red A r&fFF72b Dix, 58 fragment 1k
T35zl pH7.0 D 0.15M BREEERCXN L TE
FLiboThy, D 12, RedB AL DIR
5S fragment % 1M BEERIZH UCEN LAKEK 0,15
M phosphate buffered saline (LA'F PBS) T&ENT %1778
ST DTHB, FbFHD 58 fragment X, Zhi
1M DS5EER T U1SERIENT Lictk, AU TEEe
L7z Sephadex G200 # 5 4 (1.8X145cm) TE@BL
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7z, effluent (3 B— peak BT 223, D peak
FEEAR T - Th symmetrical i27x HF, BEOW
TN shoulder & fE7R » T,

5) #EOOHT ¢ Spinco model E o 57 BEhE O
# MV, 56,000 rpm OEETED, Swow (3 Sape. &
zero concentration & U TAMEBIZ L W EFE L7,

6) Foff: By LVERIKE), BEEXIKE, ABC
DEEHEFELTXCHERD LRFETH S,

Fig. 1 Column chromatography (DEAE-
Sephadex A 50) of pepsin-treated
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Fig. 2 Starch gel electrophoresis in
formate buffer and 8 M urea
at pH 3.4

£ B &k #

1. XAV HEYFF G OHIR

S i EYyAh DEAE-Sephadex A 50 7 5 A1Ths
3T chromatography #1775 &, Fig.1 o3+
elution pattern 2\8Hh b, ZD 5 HE2D peak 12
B+5 eluate lXFIC AMEEA R DR L TREHE LA,
B7-% frection OWHEELRL, EEOSFTOMBICL

Fig. 3 Gel diffusion in agar

1=H chain, 2=L chain, 3=5S fragment,
4-=Fab fragment, 5=Fd' fragment, 6=7G.
Center well : A=anti-yG, B=anti L+anti H,

Fig. 4 Ultracentrifugal analysis (56,
100r. p. m)

16 min. 32
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5L 5SS THote (Fig.4), Fro8Murea T iz C fo-
rmate buffer, pH 3.4 T ¥ VERKE L1770 > TH
&, o fraction i3 yG L b L BREMCBEITS
(Fig.2), BRI NMALBERICICHSTE, Fig. 3
WwiR$ X 5 7 precipitin band 2§ b iz, Fig.3A it
Fd o well KHvHF 1G v Y oMmEL ARICLD
T, B 58 fragment (THES & 338 LIRS 5 %
HoOZ bbb, LU center well CHHEAIMFE
CHLBMECRAY Gticere y P ME) M
Fig. 3B 0 &iciz, hRHMmES 55 fragment OfF
IR S v T v e o HERIC R 5 HUMIE
Fc fragment ¢ determinant {25354 DTHSH
B, ZOZEiE5S fragment 7 Fe ad&A T s
W EERLTC S, —F 5S fragment (XL AL
LOLEZLRBLH, —BCHLMETEEI AL
EDLRETDELDTHAE2D, SIH+HL L 5S fra-
gment DEICRIGE Zis\wvwDit, B2 TERETHE
Bty LA EDOHEEOTHT, starch block electropho-
resis, agar gel diffusion test DFEA IS T 512, £

Effect of 2-mercaptoethanol
on antigen-binding capacity
of 58 fragment of anti-HSA

Table. 1

2-mercaptoethanol Antigen Binding Capacity
(Mole) (ug 131 I-HSA/pg Antibody)

0.0 0.42

0.02 0.23

0.05 0.20

0.1 0.19

0.2 0.13

0.3 0.12

0.5 0.06

Fig. 5 Elution patterns of reduced and
alkylated 5S fragment on Sepha-

-

dex G 200 column.
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FEECH 7 58S [ragment (3 Flab)y ThH5 L ELE
%o

2. BB LU 7AFA{LLI 58 fragment DEEIR

FitidkEa s LT k3o 58 fragment 1K\ AU AR
D 2ME 2{EH ¥ Lo, BIL#%D antigen-binding
capacity Z N Thic, FOFERE Table 1 DI XpLE
PELNIDT, S0 loss ALERY o HRhRE
L LTUTOERICIT T X T0.06MD2ME % v
7o

s BEBRHHEDOEZBMOML LTHE Red A 0 0.15

Fig. 6 Distribution of Antigen-Binding

Capacity
0.08[
0.06}
004}
002}
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Fig. 7 A schema showing the localization
of antigen-binding capacity in Fd’
fragment
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M NaCl solution iz it 5 i#EHIL 3.3S ¢, =D
S value (25X fE< 2RIDOFEN 1M EEEE L0°0.15M
PBS, pH7.0 & T2) X THEDLRP T

B, 7AFMEL7 58 fragment & 1M EEEEIC
#LCENE Sephadex G200 » 7 A2 X o» T AIEMH
%F77c 9 &, Fig.5 1<x L 57¢ elution pattern V{5
bhz (BHEET 1M B, MO anti-HSA,
FHREER Y »FMELRE L LD TH % 5, s
asymmetrical 7¢ peak 23D, BAEICEH L sho-
ulder Zf7c 5 O bRz, Fig.5 ok s 8T,
A=t THICIER L TB - HE - LD pattern % &
MCBEhTRRLEELDTHB A, BEDUENHAT
Eigoo shoulder T L 443+ DE7s component THD
LELZBDL, L oToD shoulder H3D AkEDTH
%51, MiE\> Sephadex G200 THZ »—= k{72l
f87-% main fraction ZEE L L' L AT T h &
LEORFAEA TR, TOFRTLDE, HEL
0.15M NaCl % rhC3cib@E% 3.55 #/R L, starch
block electrophoresis IZRWTHEBELB L TH D
(Fig. 2), METEAE v b7 B L MWECH LT
identity reaction &7 L72. #£» T, 55 fragment %%
Ie7 % AL Sephadex G 200 TiE@ L T8 7 peak
OFTELE Fd thH b, $HAFD shoulder (L L gHEZE
2 BbhD, koD peak 4412 0.15M Nacl BRI
U CIEREES 3.5S A< L, Fab/ fragment DL hic
—FH L,

3. Fd’ fragment DOHLIAIFME

FAPEEBIZ X% Fd' fragment & L#EDTE5EIIE
IR TH 70T, Fig.5 i LIz Sephadex co-
lumn 2>5® effluent 24 tube & +1Z 0.15M PBS 12
SFLTENL, ThERND antigen-binding capacity %
Farr OFEIC L - THIE L, Fig. 6 1% o 14 (anti-
HSA No. 72) #* KR Lcd D THb, HhBHB
Lo, FIRREHEE peak OFEROLCEL, BYE
ke ZharRbhithofc, #BETHiE, Fd
fragment {22435 fraction 73T HAFEHIHEEL
ZHIZ contaminate LTV 5 LI CDiEER R 2 &
D BB T, Tk XRITERE L hs P R ok
BRFERISET > TH B &, 58 fragment §75bb
Fab) e 0 AR2 B K Iitx 2 L, RedA, RedB kX
* Fd’ fragment, LI T b RIGEETH -T2,
B L Zh BUETLT T, hemagglutination inhibition
test {23\ v Tk inhibiting activity &7 Lz,

% ®

PR F O 7o 5 IR & #5455 active site
DELET B S MBI, BREOREFTHEVTRD
HERHDT—<D12THD, itk 1G04 v7f
LIt X 5 T 32D fragment IZHBINDHH®, F0 1
>CH% Fab fragment ¥, %@ interchain disulfide
bond #EIEL T TRET 3 Z Lz X v, Fic Fd
fragment & L& ICHBET 5, L2 L Heimer 57 3
FERL T A<, #MiFr/s Fd fragmet # 185 =i
TRRRES L, Sl LbBEE DL A, Lk
Z<H¥i Fd oG R Loy, TOEH
& LT, L§iL Fd BicHAES 5 hydrophobic 7ofs4r
PPEEE R TOMEOBEEY TS 2L, Ligs Fd
fragment OHFENRK B &, S HTED.
€ » THiMR L LT active site 1T Fd fragment iod %
LHEHIEh T B o0, BEMICKTIIHEC
A LB L Tt % 2 Thhbiud,
pepsin FEEIZ X - C Fd X 03 pFENRKEW
EBbh s Fd fragment * L, ZOHERGREY
Farr OFFEIC XL - CGEBAL X 5 L3 A7, AFKERIZH
WoER L, WD 71T pure 123 << Sephadex co-
lumn L - TREEZBROELCLDTH S0, Lnd
7£ B LEHD contamination 237\ h D L I1LE 8
Vo 2O, MERSEOBHICERIhTVW3EEHT
LaElicnny, BRI R S BiE, Fd {fragment (X
THBEHTHAEEZEOLDOLELTRER W L D
wBbhb, Fig.5 k> 5 55 fragment 53fEHD
elution pattern % Fig.7 OBBNRIML, SBT
i 7o Fd' fragment DI : LEOEEZ AR LAL D
LEZIDENIB R D, LT, £Di efflient &
HEBEZ LW IARTOW|ANCTLD &, HURAE AR
K@ shadow % fig U7IcER 45D ZIZH » C peak HFD L
IR R ok, LB MEREERIE, Farr test,
radioimmunoelectrophoresis M\ B\ Th EHER
REMhoteZ i, BB TbhbhbhOo#HEL
7ok HTH B, —J7 shadow &M LAHTHEIE L%
BRI 2@ TEY, BHD Fd fragment 26
Db DT, LEED contamination {L7g\ iy, HBEWE
BEALBHLBARELDEELTEXADD e 2
< ANE, bibh OB BUERREN 2 G _ ERofE
REEHTOLOL A THEALEKLS .

B#HBiz, G HitkD subunit 705 Fab/, Fd' iX.Fh
L univalent TH5 Z L& FTMEZTEEC G, #HoT
TOFFIEEYER T2 - TiE, FRRCHVC



Farr test 1<, HEE OREAZEEBRELEL HiE
BERDHNE T, HA TIRAEEEER-T 29 3 ok 7
Vo LU B EHIT BT, HUHEATATHEET)
DHBH z Lit inhibition test 1= X » TEHIT5 2 &4
k2,

% o

Ty VBRI & 5 TR HSA ¥ G HiiED
58 fragment %&JC « 7 F At L7c#, Sephadex
column %38 UCETHEH+% L, Fd fragment %185
A%, ZHIZ contaminate 35 LA SE4 g < ST HIK
Terotee Tibb 280 mpg OFEEIZ BT E RITHELR
Z LB, BBz elution pattern (IFEEEIZ L » T
3 symmetrical {Z7c B3, BB 2 sho-
ulder % #7555, L2 L7 DR GHEL peak Y
FHOLCRFHSh, BRI OEIVED LI
Mrotc, TOTEIIHUED active site »% Fd' fragment
CEETS 2 aBRBT b0 ThHsb,
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