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An approach has been proposed to characterizedipetitive association of JO and to
study the heterogeneity of hydration water adsotiyethe protein, immunoglobulin G, using
methodology for determining of non-freezing watemnixed HO-D,O protein solutions by
low-temperature 1H NMR technique. Direct data om tlumbers of deuteriums adsorbed by
immunoglobulin G and isothermals of water,@) sorption by the protein for solution
hydration conditions were obtained. The preferériading of D,O as well as the isotopic
effect of low O concentrations was simply confirmed using thishoé. The shape of the
isothermals, similar to that for polymolecular agigmn, demonstrates relative changes in the
fractions of heavy water isotope bound to differgraups of protein atoms on decreasing
temperature in frozen solution. At -35 °C the mdjarctions attached to charged and polar
atomic groups appear to be related as 2/3. Therpttmo curves indicate the direct

relationship of non-freezing water to interface evah protein powders.



Introduction

Solvent interactions are key effects in the foldiofy a polypeptide chain and in
maintaining the stability of globular proteitid. The influence of hydration on protein
structure and activity has been extensively stutlied variety of methods for a long period of
time3® The hydration level is now recognized to be aiafyzarameter in displaying dynamic
and functional properties by proteins. The mechmasithat give rise to structural dynamics,
minor conformational changes and activity at aatertiegree of hydration remain obscure.
Both the process and values of hydration may bectdtl by the distorting influence of
interprotein interaction in powder. In this connectit seems expedient to consider the
process of water sorption under hydration cond#itmat differ substantially from those in
moistened powder.

The anomalous effects of heavy watep@ on the structural and functional features of
proteins, as well as isotopic effects at higheelewf biological organization up to living
organisms may be an illustration of the importané rof hydratiorf® Addition of D,O was
shown to enhance protein stability and aggregadimh to diminish structural dynamics. The
effect of DO on protein although analogous qualitatively, etif quantitatively from that of
ordinary water. Therefore, the useful practicenistudy hydration in isotope mixture to gain
additional information about water-protein intefaos in solution. Isotope fractioning and
enriching hydration water in a heavy isotope oéoy(HOH-HOD-DOD) mixture. Binding of
mixed water to protein was also studied mostly dsaaption experiments on moistened
powders for small globular proteiinly few direct data on the amount o§@bound to
protein have been obtained in protein crystdfsand films'? In any case the precise
mechanism of preferential heavy isotope bindingtoteins is still vague. The important
problem is to evaluate directly the fraction of rgteéd water replaced by heavy isotope in

mixed isotope solution.



In this report, we describe an approach to deterntiie amount of bound,D and to
distinguish fractions with different hydration patts in protein, immunoglobulin G, where
low-temperature 1H NMR-spectroscopy is used to essubsequent isotope replacement of
ordinary water of hydration shell on adding heawtav (0 - 75% BO) to protein solution
within the -10 - -35°C range. We present the isotfads of deuterium adsorption to protein in
frozen solution. Immunoglobulin G was chosen duéddighly grooved surface and large
interdomain and intersubunit cavities, which arguased to be hydrated in a different manner

in protein solution as compared to that in moistepewder>*°

Experimental

In this study immunoglobulin G (IgG) isolated frahe adult human donor blood (fresh)
by gradient elution on DEAE cellulo$é’ was used. To separate probable admixture of
cryoglobulins and aggregates centrifugation at -f6Cone hour was carried out. Protein
solutions were prepared on the basis of the 0.0fphbkphate buffer (pH 7.3). The protein
concentration was 20 mg/mllQ.13 mM).

The amount of non-freezing water in protein solutthat determines protein hydration
was measured by low-temperature 1H NMR within th® - -35°C range using Kuntz
method'® Absolute hydration values were calculated, usinsigmal of the standard (24%
LiCl, 0.10% MnC} aqueous solution), which stands non-freezing ub@C and has water
concentration 48.5 M at -35°t3. Temperature dependences of the integral intenditje
resonant water protons absorption band were regstesing a Tesla BS-467 (60 MHz) 1H
NMR spectrometer equipped by a standard thermosiait with a temperature maintenance
accuracy of +1°C. Superposition of five successpectra was used as a signal averaging
procedure. The outlines of an absorption peak wetermined by the line going through the

middle of the noise band. The spectral record dffebsolution (as a sample) was taken as a



base line. In this record no buffer signal was aée@ in the temperature range under study.
The samples were quickly frozen in the thermostainit, so that the formation of a
considerable amount of protein forms, differingnfréhose observed in solution at positive
temperature$® was avoided. We assumed the effect of overallraegement of protein
surface on hydration values to be negligible. Tenafpee dependences of the amount of non-
freezing water were registered by raising tempeeaftom the starting point -50°C. The
samples were held at -50°C for 30 min and at otbeperatures (up to -10°C) for 15 min.
The duration of measurements in each sample wasrs. 3

The number of hydration water hydrogens (Hs) regdaby deuteriums (Ds) on adding
D,O into protein solution is determined by the desee@n the integral intensity of the
envelope resonant non-freezing water protons $imee the corresponding hydrogen fraction
no longer contributes to the 1H NMR signal. The panson of the amount of non-freezing
water hydrogens in mixtures of ordinary and heaayewwas carried out at pH = pksured
providing the identity of the macromolecule elestatic stat&.Dilute heavy water solutions
were prepared by addition of concentrated proteint®n to buffer solutions of different
heavy water concentrations. The samples need nptréecubated due to the high rate of
H.O + D,O ~ 2HOD equilibration.

All chemicals were reagent grade. 99.8 atomic gt €0 was used. The data were

processed using least squares, regression analysis.

Results and discussion

Shown in Fig. 1 are the temperature dependencéiseohumber of non-freezing water
(Hs) per 1IgG molecule and corresponding hydratialues at different BD concentrations in
solution. The number of Hs is used to charactdhizeamount of non-freezing water, since in

the presence of {® a considerable number of DOH molecules appe#esratio of DOD,



Figure 1. Temperature dependences of
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DOH and HOH molecule numbers in non-freezing water substantially differ from that in
bulk water. Therefore the number of HOH moleculaenot be considered as an adequate
characteristic of the amount of non-freezing waterthe presence of J®. At 0% DO
concentration the number of Hs (the upper curv@)ssthe double number of,B molecules
per protein. The amount of non-freezing water i6 2180 HO molecules per IgG molecule
or 0.09 £ 0.01 g kD/g 1gG at -35°C.

The shape of the dependences (Fig. 1) reflectgtinease in the amount of non-freezing
water with rising temperature at all theconcentrations. The number of Hs decreases with
the rise of DO concentration always by the greater value thaould be expected from the
equal binding of water isotopes. At -35°C the iasein DO content from 0 to 50% in IgG
solution leads to thél 65% decrease in the number of Hs in non-freeziatery i.e. the
preferential binding of the heavy isotope occur$iclw was detected earlier by indirect
method$ The total HOH, HOD and DOD hydration can be higtiean HOH hydration
only.?* Therefore, to characterize the preferential bigdive used the number of Hs forced
out (replaced) by Ds, which was calculated as femdifice between the number of Hs in non-
freezing water in absence of,® (Ho¢ and that obtained at the givernn concentration

(Hoy 1) at each temperature (t) studied:
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Figs. 2 and 3 show the temperature and concenirdigpendences of the number of Hs
replaced for Ds on adding,D into solution. From Fig. 2 it can be seen thatribmber of Hs
replaced by Ds at 5%2.0D depends only slightly on temperature. With a miskeavy isotope
content the dependence comes to be consideraloiggstr. This clearly signifies that the
fraction of hydrogens replaced by deuteriums at @ concentrations can only be affected
slightly by temperature. That could be tightly bduand/or deeply buried water. On
decreasing temperature the "plateau” and the "kaee"found in the dependences of the

number of replaced Hs ornp© concentration with the upper limit for the "kned'5% DBO.
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The shape of isothermals in Fig. 3 is dominatedhey effect of sequential freezing of
water with lowering temperature. In order to erisan unaffected shape, we normalized the
isothermals by the number of purely hydrogen hydna{Ho;). To this end, in Fig. 4 we
represent the isothermal dependences of the replaairogen fraction in the total amount of
non-freezing water on the,D concentration. The fractidey is determined as a ratio of the
number of replaced HD{ ) to the number of non-freezing water Hs in theeabs of DO

(Ho ) at a given temperature:

Du H - H % H %
F%’t - v %1 - O,tH %} =1- v %1 (2)
ot 0t 0t

The general shape of the isothermals representsdisezrnible segments. Isothermals
start at 0% PO with a steep segment followed by a gently slopgegment, indicating a
stepwise process of heavy isotope binding. The siages are suggestive of different
association constants of the three water forms, PDOH, and HOH, whose concentration
ratio change drastically on increasing deuteriumteat. In the initial segment (0 - 10% D)
there is a negligible DOD content and almost adl treuteriums constitute DOH form. A
considerable amount{4%) of DOD form emerges at 30% °DHence, the association
constant of DOH form must be accepted higher thah af DOD to allow for the region of
gentle slope. And it contradicts to the fact of ferential hydration of heavy isotope.
Therefore, we suggest that the two stages resaih ftwo fractions of bound Ds and
corresponding association constants.

As illustrated in Fig. 4, the isothermals of thplaeed hydration hydrogen fraction op@
concentration Ko versus deuterium concentration) are somewhat aimd adsorption
isothermals for polymolecular adsorption, which evarell-reported for hydration in protein

powders®
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The difference is that in Fig.4 the gentle segnienbt followed by one more steep region
at higher DO content, which is characteristic of water adgorptn protein powders. This
segment of upswing was attributed to water arraityeabn-polar atomic groups. Reasons are
that this analogy is not purely superficial. Fiystthe hydration Hs replacement by Ds is
nothing but the adsorption of Ds forming DOD and D®om solution due to the greater
constant of heavy isotope binding by protein. Sdbgrthe character of interaction at DOD
and DOH binding by protein in solution and in meistd powder is the same: electrostatic
interactions, hydrogen bond, hydrophobic clatratismd Van der Waals forces. Thirdly, the
"knee" (5% DO, Fig. 4) appears at hydration values typicalddsorption isothermafsi.e.
the range 0.02 - 0.03 g.8/g IgG at -35°C, 0.03 - 0.05 g/g at -30°C, 0.0470y/g (300-540)
at -25°C.

It has been generally accepted that in the "kneeje the water sorption is at charged acid
and alkaline groups of side chafi&’ In the "plateau” range the polar groups are setvat
with hydrogen bond formation, and on further hydmat interaction with non-polar
hydrophobic groups takes place. Water near norn-gptaups (where water does not interact
strongly with the protein) has been widely discdste freeze first and at -10°C water of

extended surface hydrophobic segments is frozerpletely?® Accordingly, the isothermals



of Fig.4 do not display an upswing at highexCDconcentrations. Following the water of non-
polar groups, the water in the vicinity of polagiens also freezes. It agrees with the fact that
the "plateau” region becomes progressively lesmprent as compared to the "knee". At the
lower limit of the temperature range - -35°C - thggest fraction of hydration deuterium is
that attached to charged side chains. It is cargistith the observation that at -35° the
"knee" region comes into prominence. Accordingitp B this fraction is the least susceptible
to temperature changes within the range studied.

Thus, the data distinguishes between two fractiohdheavy isotope bound to IgG
molecule. The absolute magnitudes of these fragt@n35°C can be evaluated from Fig. 3,4
as follows: no more than 570 of bound deuteriunesadtached to charged sites per protein,
and no less than 840 - to polar sites. The proredibemperature dependences of deuterium
fractions can result from great dynamic heteroggradihydration water within all the protein
atom classes which follows from residence timesenfaions?’?® waters characterized by
longer residence times freeze at lower temperatuealogy of the isothermals of heavy
water isotope adsorption on protein in solutiorthtose reported for water adsorption in dry
protein suggests the direct relationship of the-ineezing water to the interface water in
protein powders. These results appear to cleaheganflic of measurements on partially
hydrated proteins with the suggestion by Kahthat the non-freezing water is dominated by
contribution from water about ionic residues. Thedfic chemistry and geometry of internal
water - protein interactions can also be a sourceéhat contradiction, particularly for
multidomain oligomeric proteins like IgG with thamterdomain and intersubunit cavities.
The residence times of cavity waters are even lotiggn that of water molecules covering
charged and polar atoris?® Allowing for the "knee" to occur at about 5%, the
anomalous isotopic effect of low,D concentrations should be assigned to the adearpfi

deuteriums at charged groups of protein atoms #met gites with longest residence times.



The further attribution of hydration water fractsom solution to certain types of binding
sites in protein by means of this approach is jesdly comparing proteins in ligand states
that differ, for instance, in the quantity of chediggroups at the surface of a globule or in the
sizes of intramolecular cavities. From this poifiview the appropriate object is hemoglobin

in oxy, deoxy and met forms.
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