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Abstract
Background: Human glucose 6-phosphate dehydrogenase (G6PD), active in both dimer and
tetramer forms, is the key entry enzyme in the pentose phosphate pathway (PPP), providing
NADPH for biosynthesis and various other purposes, including protection against oxidative stress
in erythrocytes. Accordingly haemolytic disease is a major consequence of G6PD deficiency
mutations in man, and many severe disease phenotypes are attributed to G6PD folding problems.
Therefore, a robust refolding method with high recovery yield and reproducibility is of particular
importance to study those clinical mutant enzymes as well as to shed light generally on the refolding
process of large multi-domain proteins.

Results: The effects of different chemical and physical variables on the refolding of human
recombinant G6PD have been extensively investigated. L-Arg, NADP+ and DTT are all major
positive influences on refolding, and temperature, protein concentration, salt types and other
additives also have significant impacts. With the method described here, ~70% enzyme activity
could be regained, with good reproducibility, after denaturation with Gdn-HCl, by rapid dilution of
the protein, and the refolded enzyme displays kinetic and CD properties indistinguishable from
those of the native protein. Refolding under these conditions is relatively slow, taking about 7 days
to complete at room temperature even in the presence of cyclophilin A, a peptidylprolyl isomerase
reported to increase refolding rates. The refolded protein intermediates shift from dominant
monomer to dimer during this process, the gradual emergence of dimer correlating well with the
regain of enzyme activity.

Conclusion: L-Arg is the key player in the refolding of human G6PD, preventing the aggregation
of folding intermediate, and NADP+ is essential for the folding intermediate to adopt native
structure. The refolding protocol can be applied to produce high recovery yield of folded protein
with unaltered properties, paving the way for future studies on clinical G6PD mutants with folding
defects and providing a useful model system to study the folding process of oligomeric proteins.

Background
Human glucose 6-phosphate dehydrogenase (G6PD; EC
1.1.1.49) catalyses the first and rate-limiting step in the
pentose phosphate pathway. This pathway provides

ribose-5-phosphate (R5P) for the synthesis of nucleotides
and generates NADPH, both generally for biosynthesis
and for more specialised tasks such as protection against
oxidative stress in erythrocytes, where G6PD is particu-
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larly important as the sole source of NADPH. In connec-
tion with this latter role, G6PD deficiency is the most
common human enzymopathy, affecting about 400 mil-
lion people [1,2], and well over 160 different mutations
have been determined at the DNA level [3,4]. Recently,
the elucidation of the 3-D crystal structure of human
G6PD [5,6] has prompted renewed efforts to explain the
effects of these mutations. Of the various possible defects
[7-10], instability is the prime candidate, since the non-
nucleate red blood cells are unable to replace damaged or
aged enzyme molecules, and this would explain why
haemolytic anaemia is the main manifestation of the defi-
ciency. A folding defect has been suggested as being
responsible for the lower stability of clinical G6PD vari-
ants [11-13]. The stability of the protein is also thought to
be critically dependent on the concentration of NADP+

[14,15], which has been clearly shown to be incorporated
into the structure of the folded protein [11,16,17], and
impaired binding of this "structural" NADP+ is thought to
underlie instability in some clinical mutants. A conven-
ient, robust and reliable refolding method giving high
yields for the native enzyme is therefore much needed in
order to investigate differences in folding ability between
G6PD WT and the mutants.

Of previous attempts to refold human G6PD, the most
successful was that of Gomez-Gallego et al. [11], with
apparently about 50% recovery (the figure is not explicitly
reported). However, in their protocol, protein disulphide
isomerase (PDI), the key player, was prepared from
bovine liver through time-consuming and tedious proce-
dures with relatively low yield. In addition, GSH and
GSSG applied in their method are expensive, and most
importantly they did not work in our hands. Therefore, a
detailed study on the refolding of human G6PD has now
been carried out, leading to an easy and feasible protocol
that gives reproducibly high refolding yields, also allow-
ing a thorough survey of the relevant physical parameters
and of chemical additives likely to assist the process.

Results
Unfolding of human G6PD
Native G6PD (2–4 mg/ml), with free or loosely bound
NADP+ previously removed by serial dilution, was dena-
tured by different concentrations of Gdn-HCl in 50 mM
Tris-HCl, pH 7.6, at 30°C and kept reduced by the inclu-

sion of 20 mM DTT. The enzyme activity decreased rap-
idly, and was undetectable after 10 minutes even in 1 M
Gdn-HCl. With lower concentrations of Gdn-HCl (e.g.
0.75 M), the denatured protein precipitated, but the
resulting pellet could be solubilised at higher concentra-
tions of Gdn-HCl (e.g. 4 M). CD results showed that, in
the presence of 4 M Gdn-HCl, after 2 hours all secondary
structure was lost (data not shown) and 4 M Gdn-HCl was
therefore used routinely to denature the protein in the fol-
lowing experiments.

Rate of refolding
Under the various conditions explored, the final extent of
reactivation varied greatly, but in general the process was
slow and required several days in order to achieve comple-
tion. In the absence of any beneficial additive the extent of
recovery was no more than 1 – 2%. In all the detailed
investigations of individual additives below, therefore,
the conditions are already partially optimised by the
inclusion of one of the other beneficial additives at a con-
stant concentration. In general, the major effect of these
additives was on the extent of refolding rather than its
speed.

Effects of L-arginine and DTT
Arginine has long been regarded as a suppressor of protein
aggregation and can increase the solubility of aggregation-
prone molecules [18-21]. The denatured G6PD protein (1
mg/ml) was diluted quickly into refolding buffer (50 mM
Tris, pH 8.0 containing 50 mM NaCl, 200 μM NADP+, 10
mM DTT, and 40 μM PEG 3350) to a final concentration
of 10 μg/ml with addition of different concentrations of
Arg (0–700 mM). The refolding mixture was kept at 25°C
and the recovery of enzyme activity was followed. G6PD
activity was regained slowly but steadily, reaching a maxi-
mum after about 7 days, with 2.6%, 44.3%, 59.4%,
69.5%, 71.1%, 72.2%, 72.1% respectively for 0, 200 mM,
300 mM, 400 mM, 500 mM, 600 mM, and 700 mM Arg
added (Table 1), showing that arginine is a highly benefi-
cial additive for refolding. However, when only added to
the refolding mixture one day after initiating refolding,
Arg was entirely ineffective (data not shown).

Although there are 8 Cys residues in human G6PD, the
native protein contains no disulphide bonds. Therefore,
maintaining a reducing environment during refolding

Table 1: Effects of different concentrations of arginine on the refolding recovery yield.

Added Arg concentration (mM) 0 200 300 400 500 600 700

Refolding yield (%) 2.6 ± 0.1 44.3 ± 3.5 59.4 ± 3.8 69.5 ± 4.1 71.1 ± 4.0 72.2 ± 4.3 72.1 ± 5.1

L-arginine was added into the refolding buffer containing 50 mM NaCl, 200 μM NADP+, 10 mM DTT, 40 μM PEG 3350 in 50 mM Tris, pH 8.0 to 
reach final concentrations of Arg from 0 to 700 mM. The refolding mixture was incubated at 25°C. Activity was monitored over several days and 
the final regain of G6PD activity is recorded.
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might be crucial. Without addition of DTT, only 24% of
G6PD enzyme activity was recovered even in the presence
of high arginine concentrations, as compared with 72%
with 10 mM DTT included.

In view of their marked effect, 400 mM Arg and 10 mM
DTT were routinely included in the refolding mixtures for
most of the remaining experiments and henceforward a
refolding buffer containing 50 mM Tris, pH 8.0, 50 mM
NaCl, 10 mM DTT, 200 μM NADP+, and 400 mM Arg is
denoted 'standard refolding buffer'.

Effects of NADP+

The 3-D structure of human G6PD clearly shows that it
has both "structural" and "catalytic" NADP+ binding sites
[5,6], with affinities for the nucleotide differing by a factor
of 200 [10,22]. It has also been reported that NADP+ is
required for monomer hybridization and refolding
[11,16,17,23]. Here, NADP+ at different concentrations
was added to the refolding buffer (50 mM Tris, pH 8.0,
containing 50 mM NaCl, 10 mM DTT, 40 μM PEG 3350,
and 400 mM Arg) in order to investigate the effect of the
coenzyme on the refolding process. Without added
NADP+, the recovery yield was only about 10%. As the
concentration of NADP+ increased, more enzyme activity
could be regained in a concentration dependent manner
(Fig. 1). N.B. The lowest coenzyme concentration used in

this experiment was in more than 10-fold molar excess
over enzyme subunits.

Effect of cyclophilin A
Based on the 3-D structure of human G6PD [5,6], the cis/
trans transition of amino acid Pro172 is crucial for the
binding of substrate. Since refolding is so slow, the effect
of cyclophilin A, a peptidylprolyl cis-trans isomerase
reported to facilitate refolding, was investigated. Even
with 0.4 μM cyclophilin A in the standard refolding
buffer, maximal recovery still took about 7 days. The
yield, at about 82%, was about 12% higher than without
cyclophilin A. Proline isomerisation would appear not to
be a major rate limitation here.

Effects of other folding additives
Various protein folding enhancers, i.e. ammonium sul-
phate and certain amino acids such as glycine and proline,
protein aggregation suppressors, i.e. PEG 3350, Triton X-
100, and butanol, and protein stabilizers, i.e. glycerol, tre-
halose, 6-aminohexanoic acid (AHA) and glucose were
added separately in the standard refolding buffer. At the
concentrations used, PEG 3350, butanol, glycerol, treha-
lose and AHA only marginally increased the refolding

Effects of different concentrations of NADP+ on the refolding recovery yieldFigure 1
Effects of different concentrations of NADP+ on the 
refolding recovery yield. NADP+ was added into the 
refolding buffer containing 50 mM NaCl, 400 mM Arg, 10 
mM DTT, and 40 μM PEG 3350 in 50 mM Tris, pH 8.0 to 
reach final NADP+ concentrations from 0 to 400 μM. The 
refolding mixture was incubated at 25°C and the final 
regained G6PD activity was followed.
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Effects of different folding additives on the refolding recovery yieldFigure 2
Effects of different folding additives on the refolding 
recovery yield. Respective additive was added into the 
refolding buffer containing 50 mM NaCl, 200 μM NADP+, 
and 10 mM DTT in 50 mM Tris, pH 8.0 in the presence or 
absence of 400 mM Arg to final concentration of each addi-
tive at 40 μM for PEG 3350, 400 mM for Gly, 400 mM for 
Pro, 400 mM for glucose, 200 mM for (NH4)2SO4, 200 mM 
for trehalose, 200 mM for AHA, 5% for glycerol, 0.05% for 
Triton X-100 and 0.05% for butanol. The refolding mixture 
was incubated at 25°C and the final regained G6PD activity 
was recorded.
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yield in the presence of Arg (grey bars in Fig. 2), and they
were unable to replace Arg in promoting a high refolding
yield (black bars in Fig. 2). Glycine and proline offered no
further improvement in the refolding process, and glucose
and Triton X-100 even appeared to exercise a significant
negative effect.

Effects of salts
Different salts can affect the solubility and stability of pro-
teins. The effects of various kosmotropic and chaotropic
salts in the Hofmeister series [24] were therefore investi-
gated. When the added concentration of these different
salts was 50 mM in the refolding mixture (50 mM Tris, pH
8.0 containing 400 mM Arg, 200 μM NADP+, 10 mM DTT,
40 μM PEG 3350, and 10 μg/ml G6PD), the refolding
yields were undistinguishable, at about 70% for all the
salts (Fig. 3, grey bars). However, at 400 mM, the effects of
the various salts on the refolding were remarkably differ-
ent, with highest activity regained for NaCl (63%) and
NaAc (58%), moderate for the kosmotropic salts Na2SO4
(23%) and Na2HPO4 (22%) and the least for the chao-
tropic salts NaSCN (1.4%) and NaClO4 (2.3%) (Fig. 3,
black bars).

Effects of pH and temperature
Denatured G6PD protein was diluted into refolding
buffer at different pH values ranging from pH 7.5 to pH

8.5 (50 mM Tris, containing 400 mM Arg, 200 μM
NADP+, 10 mM DTT, 50 mM NaCl, and 40 μM PEG
3350). Refolding was carried out at 25°C, 30°C and
37°C. At 25°C, refolding was relatively slow, taking about
one week to reach the maximum activity (Fig. 4). The final
refolding yield at pH 7.5 was about 69%, similar to 71%
at pH 8.0, and only slightly higher than 65% at pH 8.5,
indicating that over this limited range pH is not a critical
variable. At 30°C, refolding was faster in the early stages
than at 25°C, but the highest activities, achieved after 4–
5 days, were only 49% at pH 7.5, 53% at pH 8.0, and 48%
at pH 8.5, respectively, considerably lower than at 25°C.
Surprisingly, correct refolding was severely suppressed at
37°C, with the highest recovery yield at only 13%.

Effect of protein concentration
Protein concentration is also a key issue which could
affect refolding, on the one hand because G6PD exists in
a rapid dimer-tetramer equilibrium, affected by pH and
ionic strength [25], and on the other hand because too
high a concentration may encourage inappropriate aggre-
gation. In order to optimize the conditions, denatured
G6PD was diluted in the standard refolding buffer at final
protein concentrations ranging from 5 μg/ml to 50 μg/ml.
Recovery yields were 54%, 70%, 56%, and 33% for pro-
tein concentrations at 5 μg/ml, 10 μg/ml, 20 μg/ml and 50
μg/ml, respectively. A concentration of ~10 μg/ml thus
appears to be optimal.

Molecular weight of refolded G6PD
Since refolding of G6PD at 25°C is relatively slow, it is
possible to follow the changing quaternary structure of
the refolding protein. Samples were withdrawn at differ-
ent time points during refolding and the apparent molec-
ular weights of native, unfolded and refolding G6PD (100
μl at 0.2 mg/ml) were determined by FPLC. The native
enzyme gave one major peak and one small minor peak
eluting at 12.36 ml and 10.95 ml, corresponding, accord-
ing to the calibration plot, to Mr values of 100.1 kDa and
203.6 kDa (Fig. 5). These figures approximate to the val-
ues for a dimer (118 kDa) and tetramer (236 kDa). As to
the denatured protein, a single dominant peak at 13.78
ml, indicated an Mr value of 50 kDa. This clearly must be
the monomer (59 kDa), although, as with the other two
figures, this one is low by about 15%. After one day of
refolding, another peak with elution volume at 12.36 ml
(dimer) had appeared. As refolding continued, the mono-
mer peak progressively decreased as the dimer peak grew,
until finally, after five days, nearly all the refolded protein
was dimeric. Thus, for the refolded protein, the main peak
with apparent Mr of around 100 kDa was accompanied by
a relative small peak with apparent Mr of around 200 kDa,
the same as the native enzyme (Fig. 5). Another peak, cor-
responding to monomer (50 kDa), was also clearly seen,
indicating that a small amount of denatured protein

Effects of different kosmotropic and chaotropic salts on the refolding recovery yieldFigure 3
Effects of different kosmotropic and chaotropic salts 
on the refolding recovery yield. Different kosmotropes 
and chaotropes were added into the refolding buffer contain-
ing 400 mM Arg, 200 μM NADP+, and 10 mM DTT in 50 mM 
Tris to final concentrations of each salt at 50 and 400 mM 
respectively, and pH was adjusted to 8.0. The refolding mix-
ture was incubated at 25°C and the final regained G6PD 
activity was followed.
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could not be properly refolded, consistent with the maxi-
mal refolding yield at about 70% under current experi-
mental conditions.

Kinetic parameters of refolded G6PD
A refolded G6PD sample was loaded onto the FPLC col-
umn as described above and the eluted protein with Mr
values of 100 kDa and 200 kDa was collected. Detailed
kinetic measurements were made for the refolded G6PD
for comparison with the native enzyme. The specific activ-
ity of the refolded protein was 175 IU/mg, close to 180
IU/mg for the WT enzyme (Table 2). The Dalziel [26]
parameters of the refolded enzyme were derived as
described for the WT enzyme from primary and secondary
plots of the initial rates [9,27]. The kcat value (1/ϕo) of
refolded G6PD (279 s-1) was similar to that for native
G6PD (275 s-1). The Km values for G6P and NADP+ of
refolded G6PD were likewise, within statistical error,
unaltered compared with the native enzyme (Table 2).

Secondary structure of refolded G6PD
The refolded G6PD sample was collected after running an
FPLC column as mentioned above. The CD spectra of
refolded and native G6PD in the far-UV (200–260 nm) at

Effects of temperature and pH on the refolding recovery yieldFigure 4
Effects of temperature and pH on the refolding 
recovery yield. Denatured protein was diluted into the 
refolding buffer containing 50 mM NaCl, 400 mM Arg, 200 
μM NADP+, and 10 mM DTT in 50 mM Tris with pH ranging 
from 7.5 to 8.5. The refolding mixture was incubated at (a) 
25°C, (b) 30°C, and (c) 37°C, respectively and the regained 
G6PD activity was followed.
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Gel-elution profile of native G6PD and refolded G6PD by FPLCFigure 5
Gel-elution profile of native G6PD and refolded 
G6PD by FPLC. Denatured protein was diluted into the 
refolding buffer containing 50 mM NaCl, 400 mM Arg, 200 
μM NADP+, and 10 mM DTT in 50 mM Tris, pH 7.5 at 25°C. 
Refolded protein samples were withdrawn after incubation 
for 0, 1, 2, 3, 5, and 7 days. 100 μl samples (around 200 μg/
ml) of G6PD refolded protein intermediates and the native 
protein solutions were loaded on a Superdex 200 HR 10/30 
column equilibrated with 0.1 M Tris-HCl, 150 mM NaCl, pH 
7.6. Apparent molecular weights of refolded G6PD: 203.6 
kDa (10.95 ml), 100.1 kDa (12.36 ml), and 50 kDa (13.78 ml).
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25°C were very similar (Fig. 6), indicating that the sec-
ondary structure of the refolded enzyme is indistinguish-
able from that of native G6PD.

Discussion
The optimised protocol developed here reproducibly
gives a high yield of refolded human G6PD and the
refolded enzyme has properties indistinguishable from
those of native G6PD as judged by steady-state kinetics
(Table 2), FPLC studies of quaternary structure (Fig. 5)

and far-UV CD study of secondary structure (Fig. 6). Since
the refolding process is relatively slow, it should be possi-
ble in future to examine the folding intermediates in
detail in order to shed further light on the folding path-
way of this multi-subunit, multiple-domain protein.

Protein folding involves an intramolecular sequence of
events leading to the biological structure, competing with
an intermolecular aggregation process. For oligomeric
proteins this balance is further complicated by the fact
that, whilst aggregation must be avoided, at the same time
oligomerisation to give the final active species is also an
intermolecular process. In order to improve refolding
yields, two types of additive, aggregation suppressors and
folding enhancers [28], have been widely used. Aggrega-
tion suppressors somewhat destabilize the native struc-
ture but prevent aggregation by weakening the
intermolecular hydrophobic interactions. Among these
suppressors, Arg, containing four types of functional
group, i.e. guanidino-, amino-, carboxy-, and methylene-
groups, is the most frequently used. While suppressing
aggregation and increasing the solubility of denatured
proteins [18,20,29,30], it has little effect, in general, on
either the thermodynamic stability of folded proteins or
the refolding kinetics [21,31,32]. In the present study, the
refolding of G6PD was severely impaired without Arg,
with only 2.6% recovery yield, compared with 70% in the
presence of 500 mM Arg (Table 1). Since Lys, as an alter-
native basic amino acid, did not increase refolding yield,
it seems that the guanidino group of Arg plays a critical
role. In addition, since Arg added one day after the initia-
tion of refolding was ineffective, the aggregation that it
presumably prevents must occur in the early stages of
refolding. Other reputed aggregation suppressors, such as
butanol and PEG 3350 increased the refolding yield only
slightly (Fig. 2). As to chemical chaperones, trehalose and
6-aminohexanoic acid did not appear to stabilize the
renatured G6PD as significantly as previously reported
[33]. Moreover, contrary to previous reports that folding
enhancers, including sugars, ammonium sulphate and
certain amino acids, such as glycine and proline [34-36],
can stabilize protein native structure and enhance inter-
molecular interactions, the results for these additives did
not show any positive effects on the refolding yield of
G6PD, indicating possibly that the effects of folding
enhancers are quite specific to individual proteins.

In this study, it is clearly shown that the refolding yield
depends on NADP+ concentration, increasing from 10%
to 70% as the NADP+ added to the refolding buffer is
increased from 0 to 200 μM (Fig. 1). It should be borne in
mind that, although the refolding buffer itself contained
no added NADP+, the denatured protein will still contain
the "structural" NADP+ (1 mol/mol [22]) released during
the denaturation process. Whether only the "structural"

Table 2: Dalziel steady-state kinetic parameters of native and 
refolded G6PD.

Native G6PD Refolded G6PD

Specific activity (IU/mg) 180 ± 10 175 ± 12
ϕo(s) 0.00366 ± 0.00023 0.00358 ± 0.00031

ϕNADP+(μMs) 0.0259 ± 0.0041 0.0249 ± 0.0037
ϕG6P(μMs) 0.191 ± 0.021 0.196 ± 0.026

ϕNADP+G6P(μM2s) 1.61 ± 0.22 1.55 ± 0.18
ϕNADP+G6P/ϕNADP+(μM) 57.98 ± 0.68 62.6 ± 3.4
ϕNADP+G6P/ϕG6P(μM) 7.77 ± 0.68 7.90 ± 0.37

kcat(s-1) 275 ± 18 279 ± 6.8
KmNADP+(μM) 7.07 ± 1.13 6.94 ± 0.34
KmG6P(μM) 52 ± 4 54.7 ± 3.2

kcat/KmNADP+(μM-1 s-1) 39.7 ± 7.5 40.3 ± 2.5
kcat/KmG6P(μM-1 s-1) 5.31 ± 0.69 5.1 ± 0.34

The table shows the four constants of the reciprocal initial-rate 
equation [26] as estimated for wild-type G6PD and refolded enzyme. 
The corresponding of kcat values and the true Km values for both 
substrates are also listed. The parameters in each case were obtained 
from three independent experiments.

Far-UV CD spectra of native G6PD and refolded G6PDFigure 6
Far-UV CD spectra of native G6PD and refolded 
G6PD. Protein concentration is 0.15 mg/ml and the light 
path for CD experiment is 2 mm.
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NADP+ site or both NADP+ binding sites [5,6] are
involved in the refolding process needs to be further
investigated. Normally, the substrate of an enzyme might
help the refolding process, but the study here showed that
G6P had no positive effect, even though our kinetic stud-
ies [27] would indicate that the sugar phosphate substrate
can bind to the folded enzyme in the absence of coen-
zyme at the active site.

The influence of the salt composition of the refolding
solution was also tested. In the Hofmeister series, SCN-,
ClO4

- and I- are categorized as chaotropic ions while SO4
2-

and H2PO4
- are kosmotropic. Kosmotropes stabilize pro-

tein structure by increasing the amount of water interact-
ing with the protein. In contrast, chaotropes destabilize
proteins by breaking down hydrogen bonding and hydro-
phobic interactions but enhancing solubility. When these
salts were present at 400 mM, the differences in the final
G6PD recovery yield became substantial. For the kosmo-
tropes, the refolding yields were 23% for Na2SO4 and 22%
for Na2HPO4. The chaotropes gave extremely low recovery
yields, only 1.4% for NaSCN and 2.3% for NaClO4. In
contrast, salts in the middle of the Hofmeister series gave
much higher recovery yields with 63% for NaCl and 58%
for CH3COONa (Fig. 3). At high concentration, the chao-
tropes 'salt in' the peptide group, and thus interact much
more strongly with the unfolded form of a protein than
with its native form. Consequently, they pull the overall
equilibrium in the direction of unfolding. On the other
hand, high concentrations of kosmotropes strengthen
hydrophobic interactions, increasing the risk of aggrega-
tion. Therefore, a balance of these two opposing effects is
clearly critical for obtaining high recovery yield.

pH, over the range explored, affected the refolding process
only to a minor extent (Fig. 4). This is consistent with the
accepted view that G6PD is stable from pH 7.5 to 9.0, with
maximum activity at pH 8.0 [37]. Temperature, however,
affects the refolding process and recovery yield dramati-
cally. At 25°C, refolding was relatively slow, with the max-
imum 70% activity reached at pH 8.0 after seven days, and
this activity could be maintained for a couple of days. At
30°C, the recovery was faster in the early stages as
expected, but the highest yield, of about 53% after five
days, was less than at 25°C. In contrast, at 37°C, the
recovery yield was very low, only about 13% after one day.
Also the refolded enzyme was very unstable (Fig. 4). The
results suggest that, although the high temperature ini-
tially accelerates refolding, it can also destabilize the
folded enzyme. Again the balance between two opposing
effects becomes quite critical.

The protein concentration in the refolding buffer is also
important in determining the extent of refolding. At low
protein concentration, the chance of protein molecules

interacting to form oligomers is lower. On the other hand,
without denaturant, the protein molecules are prone to
aggregate at high concentrations. It seems that ~10 μg/ml
is the optimal concentration for refolding.

It is interesting to find that the refolding of human G6PD
in vitro is so slow, taking about seven days to complete
even in the presence of peptidylprolyl isomerase. The
results here clearly show that the regain of enzyme activity
is accompanied by the association of monomer to dimer
(Fig. 5). However, the regained activity is not in strict pro-
portion to dimer formation, suggesting that the freshly
formed dimer is not fully active, but becomes active after
conformational change. These intermediates need to be
further investigated in order to understand the relation-
ship between the activity and the quaternary structure of
the refolded protein.

Arg, NADP+ and DTT are indispensable components of
our optimised refolding buffer. However, in the only pre-
vious report of successful refolding of human G6PD [11]
the protocol did not include Arg and DTT but employed
protein disulphide isomerase and GSH/GSSG. The latter
additives were found to be helpful even in the absence of
PDI [23]. In the present study, GSH and GSSG did not
improve refolding (data not shown). Since there are no
disulphide bonds in native human G6PD, PDI is presum-
ably only needed in the refolding mixture if unwanted
disulphide bonds are allowed to form. GSSG is thus likely
to be a negative factor. The maintenance of a high thiol
concentration in our refolding protocol obviates the need
for PDI. The preparation of this component required sev-
eral steps in the previous report and the elimination of
this component is clearly advantageous.

In recent decades, attention has been increasingly focused
on understanding the protein folding process, not only
because misfolding of even a single specific protein in vivo
can lead to severe disease, but also because large-scale pro-
duction of active recombinant proteins is in strong
demand in pharmaceutical and other industrial fields and
often requires refolding of solubilised inclusion bodies.
Among these proteins, glyceraldehyde-3-phosphate dehy-
drogenase (GAPDH) (E.C.1.2.1.12), an important
enzyme in glycolysis, has been extensively studied as a
model. GAPDH is a tetrameric enzyme of identical subu-
nits containing no disulphide bonds, quite similar to the
structural features of G6PD. A systematic study of the var-
iables affecting the refolding of yeast GAPDH by Deal
[38], demonstrated that the optimum refolding condi-
tions required nicotinamide-adenine dinucleotide, a
reducing environment, and low temperature, in good
agreement with the current results for human G6PD. In
addition, pH, ionic strength and protein concentration all
influenced refolding, as found in this study. Recently,
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more additives have been found to facilitate the refolding
process of rabbit muscle GAPDH, including the E. coli trig-
ger factors, crowding agents (PEG 20 K, Dextran 70, and
BSA), GroEL, protein disulphide isomerase and α-crystal-
lin [39-43]. In the current study, refolding additives, such
as Arg, PEG 3350 and trehalose all assisted refolding.
Thus, although refolding is a complicated process, there
are significant aspects in common for different proteins.

Conclusion
It is widely believed that the majority of clinical mutations
affecting human G6PD result in destabilisation of the
folded native state. It is reasonable to expect this to be
reflected not only in the thermal stability of the native
protein but also in the ability of the unfolded protein to
achieve the folded native state. Our own earlier attempts
[13] to compare the folding abilities of normal human
G6PD and to two clinical mutants, G6PDMahidol and the
very unstable G6PDPlymouth, led to results that were quali-
tatively as expected but nevertheless undermined by the
very low levels of recovery. This stimulated the search for
a simple and robust procedure that would reproducibly
give high refolding yields for the unmutated enzyme. The
protocol developed and assessed here reliably delivers
upwards of 70% recovery of refolded enzyme with identi-
cal characteristics to the native protein. Now that this has
been achieved, we believe that this protocol should be
useful in the assessment and classification of clinical
mutations. We are currently applying the method to sev-
eral such cases.

Methods
Materials
Coenzymes, NADP+ (>98% purity) and NADPH (>98%
purity) were supplied by Apollo Scientific Ltd (UK), 2'5'
ADP-Sepharose 4B was from GE Healthcare, and the FPLC
column, Superdex 200 (10 × 30 cm), was purchased from
Pharmacia (now GE Healthcare). Glucose 6-phosphate,
guanidinium hydrochloride (Gdn-HCl), L-Arginine
monohydrochloride, dithiothreitol (DTT), trehalose, 6-
aminohexanoic acid (AHA), polyethylene glycol (MW
3350), Trizma base, cyclophilin A, and other salts such as
Na2SO4, Na2HPO4, NaH2PO4, CH3COONa, NaI, NaBr,
NaClO4, NaSCN, etc. were all from Sigma and of reagent
grade or better. Spectrophotometric and fluorimetric
measurements were made throughout with a Cary Bio50
spectrophotometer and a Hitachi F-4500 fluorimeter. Pro-
tein secondary structure was examined with a J810 spec-
tropolarimeter from JASCO (UK).

Cloning, expression and purification of recombinant 
human G6PD
Recombinant wild-type human G6PD, over-expressed,
purified and stored as previously described [9,27],
showed a specific activity of 180 IU/mg. The buffer

throughout purification and subsequent procedures was
0.1 M Tris-HCl, pH 7.6, with 5 mM EDTA. 75 μM NADP+

was added to the buffer, both to achieve elution from the
affinity column and also to ensure long-term stability of
the purified enzyme. For the unfolding experiments,
excess NADP+ was rapidly removed by repeated centrifu-
gal filtration through a Centricon YM-50 cone and dilu-
tion in fresh buffer.

Unfolding of recombinant human G6PD
In the unfolding experiments, 8 M Gdn-HCl, dissolved in
50 mM Tris-HCl, pH 7.6, was added to native G6PD to
give a final protein concentration of 1 mg/ml and denatu-
rant concentrations from 1 to 6 M, and 20 mM DTT was
also included in the mixture to maintain reducing condi-
tions. The mixture was kept at 30°C for two hours in order
to denature the protein completely. The extent of denatur-
ation was assessed by spectropolarimetry.

Refolding of recombinant human G6PD
In the refolding experiments, the reduced and denatured
protein was rapidly diluted into the refolding buffer, with
addition of different additives at an appropriate concen-
tration, and kept in sealed tubes at various temperatures.
The enzyme activity was measured at intervals over peri-
ods of up to 10 days, until it ceased to increase, by fluores-
cence assay, following the increase in the production of
NADPH according to WHO guidelines [37]. Excitation
and emission wavelengths were 340 nm and 450 nm
respectively, with 10 nm band-widths for both light paths.
The calculated final refolding recovery yield was based on
the ratio of enzyme activity regained against the enzyme
activity before denaturation. The effects of various addi-
tives and the impacts of pH and temperature on the
refolding process were investigated, and the influence of
different concentrations of arginine, NADP+, salts and
G6PD protein concentration was examined in detail.

FPLC analysis
The molecular weights of G6PD native and refolded pro-
teins were determined by running on an FPLC column
Superdex 200 HR 10/30 equilibrated with 0.1 M Tris-HCl,
150 mM NaCl, pH 7.6 and calibrated with bovine eryth-
rocyte carbonic anhydrase (29 kDa), bovine serum albu-
min (66 kDa), yeast alcohol dehydrogenase (150 kDa),
sweet potato β-amylase (200 kDa), and horse spleen apo-
ferritin (443 kDa) from Sigma Aldrich.

Steady-state kinetic measurement
Steady-state kinetic studies of the refolded protein were
carried out fluorimetrically at 25°C as previously reported
[9,27]. In brief, reaction mixtures contained 0.01 M MgCl2
in 0.1 M Tris-HCl buffer, pH 8.0 with varying amounts of
sugar phosphate and coenzyme in a total volume of 1 ml.
NADP+ concentrations ranged from 1 to 75 μM and G6P
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concentrations from 10 to 200 μM. Reaction was initiated
by adding enzyme, typically in 10 μl, to give a linear fluo-
rescence increase for at least the first 2 min.

Circular dichroism analysis
Far-UV CD spectra of native and refolded G6PD were
recorded at 25°C on a JASCO J-810 CD spectropolarime-
ter with a thermal Peltier temperature controller using a 2
mm path length cuvette. Refolded G6PD was loaded onto
an FPLC gel filtration column, and eluted protein corre-
sponding to both dimer and tetramer was collected and
concentrated using Centricon 50 filtration cones (Milli-
pore, U.S.A.). A desalting column from Pierce Biotechnol-
ogy was used to decrease salt concentration of the sample.
0.15 mg/ml protein samples of both native and refolded
G6PD were applied to explore the secondary structure by
following changes in the far-UV region (200–260 nm).

Abbreviations
G6PD: glucose 6-phosphate dehydrogenase; Arg: L-
Arginine monohydrochloride; PDI: protein disulphide
isomerase; Gdn-HCl: guanidinium hydrochloride; DTT:
dithiothreitol; AHA: 6-aminohexanoic acid; PEG: poly-
ethylene glycol; CD: Circular dichroism.

Authors' contributions
XTW carried out all experimental work, participated in
design of study and drafted the manuscript. PCE con-
ceived the project, supervised the study, and finalized the
manuscript. Both authors read and approved the final
manuscript.

Acknowledgements
This work has been made possible by a Science Foundation Ireland Fellow-
ship grant to PCE.

References
1. Beutler E: G6PD deficiency.  Blood 1994, 84:3613-3636.
2. Luzzatto L, Mehta A, Vulliamy TJ: Glucose 6-phosphate dehydro-

genase deficiency.  In The metabolic and molecular bases of inherited
disease 8th edition. Edited by: Scriver CR, Beaudet AL, Sly WS, et al.
New York: McGraw Hill; 2001:4517-4553. 

3. Beutler E, Vulliamy TJ: Hematologically important mutations:
glucose-6-phosphate dehydrogenase.  Blood Cells Mol Dis 2002,
28:93-103.

4. Mason PJ, Bautista JM, Gilsanz F: G6PD deficiency: the genotype-
phenotype association.  Blood Rev 2007, 21:267-283.

5. Au SWN, Gover S, Lam VMS, Adams MJ: Human glucose-6-phos-
phate dehydrogenase: the crystal structure reveals a struc-
tural NADP+ molecule and provides insights into enzyme
deficiency.  Structure 2000, 8:293-303.

6. Kotaka M, Gover S, Vandeputte-Rutten L, Au SWN, Lam VMS, Adams
MJ: Structural studies of glucose-6-phosphate and NADP+

binding to human glucose-6-phosphate dehydrogenase.  Acta
Crystallogr D Biol Crystallogr 2005, 61:495-504.

7. Hirono A, Kuhl W, Gelbart T, Forman L, Fairbanks VF, Beutler E:
Identification of the binding domain for NADP+ of human
glucose-6-phosphate dehydrogenase by sequence analysis of
mutants.  Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 1989, 86:10015-10017.

8. Scopes DA, Bautista JM, Naylor CE, Adams MJ, Mason PJ: Amino
acid substitutions at the dimer interface of human glucose-
6-phosphate dehydrogenase that increase thermostability

and reduce the stabilising effect of NADP.  Eur J Biochem 1998,
251:382-388.

9. Wang XT, Lam VMS, Engel PC: Marked decrease in specific activ-
ity contributes to disease phenotype in two human glucose
6-phosphate dehydrogenase mutants, G6PDUnion and
G6PDAndalus.  Hum Mutat 2005, 26:284.

10. Wang XT, Lam VMS, Engel PC: Functional properties of two
mutants of human glucose 6-phosphate dehydrogenase,
R393G and R393H, corresponding to the clinical variants
G6PD Wisconsin and Nashville.  Biochim Biophys Acta 2006,
1762:767-774.

11. Gomez-Gallego F, Garrido-Pertierra A, Mason PJ, Bautista JM:
Unproductive folding of the human G6PD-deficient variant
A.  FASEB J 1996, 10(1):153-158.

12. Gomez-Gallego F, Garrido-Pertierra A, Bautista JM: Structural
defects underlying protein dysfunction in human glucose-6-
phosphate dehydrogenase A(-) deficiency.  J Biol Chem 2000,
275:9256-9262.

13. Huang Y, Choi MY, Au SW, Au DM, Lam VM, Engel PC: Purification
and detailed study of two clinically different human glucose
6-phosphate dehydrogenase variants, G6PD(Plymouth) and
G6PD(Mahidol): Evidence for defective protein folding as the
basis of disease.  Mol Genet Metab 2008, 93:44-53.

14. Kirkman HN, Hendrickson EM: Glucose 6-phosphate dehydroge-
nase from human erythrocytes. II. Subactive states of the
enzyme from normal persons.  J Biol Chem 1962, 237:2371-2376.

15. Luzzatto L, Allan NC: Different properties of glucose 6-phos-
phate dehydrogenase from human erythrocytes with normal
and abnormal enzyme levels.  Biochem Biophys Res Commun 1965,
21:547-554.

16. Beutler E, Collins Z: Hybridization of glucose-6-phosphate
dehydrogenase from rat and human erythrocytes.  Science
1965, 150:1306-1307.

17. Yoshida A, Steinmann L, Harbert P: In vitro hybridization of nor-
mal and variant human glucose-6-phosphate dehydrogenase.
Nature 1967, 216:275-276.

18. Rudolph R, Fischer S: Process for obtaining renatured proteins.
US Patent 1990, 4(933):434.

19. Rattenholl A, Lilie H, Grossmann A, Stern A, Schwarz E, Rudolph R:
The pro-sequence facilitates folding of human nerve growth
factor from Escherichia coli inclusion bodies.  Eur J Biochem
2001, 268:3296-3303.

20. Asano R, Kudo T, Makabe K, Tsumoto K, Kumagai I: Antitumor
activity of interleukin-21 prepared by novel refolding proce-
dure from inclusion bodies expressed in Escherichia coli.  FEBS
Lett 2002, 528:70-76.

21. Reddy RC, Lilie H, Rudolph R, Lange C: L-Arginine increases the
solubility of unfolded species of hen egg white lysozyme.  Pro-
tein Sci 2005, 14:929-935.

22. Wang XT, Chan TF, Lam VMS, Engel PC: What is the role of the
second "structural" NADP+ binding site in human glucose 6-
phosphate dehydrogenase?  Protein Sci 2008, 17:1403-1411.

23. Gomez-Gallego F, Garrido-Pertierra A, Bautista JM: Protein disul-
phide isomerase assisted folding of human glucose-6-phos-
phate dehydrogenase.  Biochem Soc Trans 1995, 23:82S.

24. Hofmeister F: Zur Lehre von der Wirkung der Salze. Zweite
Mitteilung.  Arch Exp Pathol Pharmakol 1888, 24:247-260.

25. Cohen P, Rosemeyer MA: Subunit interactions of human glu-
cose 6-phosphate dehydrogenase from human erythrocytes.
Eur J Biochem 1969, 8:8-15.

26. Dalziel K: Initial steady state velocities in the evaluation of
enzyme-coenzyme-substrate reaction mechanisms.  Acta
Chem Scand 1957, 11:1706-1723.

27. Wang XT, Au SWN, Lam VMS, Engel PC: Recombinant human
glucose-6-phosphate dehydrogenase. Evidence for a rapid-
equilibrium random-order mechanism.  Eur J Biochem 2002,
269:3417-3424.

28. Tsumoto K, Ejima D, Kumagai I, Arakawa T: Practical considera-
tions in refolding proteins from inclusion bodies.  Protein Expr
Purif 2003, 28:1-8.

29. Arora D, Khanna N: Method for increasing the yield of properly
folded recombinant human gamma interferon from inclu-
sion bodies.  J Biotechnol 1996, 52:127-133.

30. Suenaga M, Ohmae H, Tsuji S, Itoh T, Nishimura O: Renaturation
of recombinant human neurotrophin-3 from inclusion bod-
Page 9 of 10
(page number not for citation purposes)

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=7949118
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12064901
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12064901
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17611006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17611006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10745013
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10745013
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15858258
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15858258
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=2602358
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=2602358
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=2602358
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9492308
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9492308
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9492308
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=16088936
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=16934959
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=16934959
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=16934959
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8566536
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8566536
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8566536
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10734064
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10734064
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10734064
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17959407
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17959407
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17959407
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=14456317
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=14456317
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=14456317
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=4379668
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=4379668
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=4379668
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17751855
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17751855
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=6057945
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=6057945
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11389732
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12297282
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15741330
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15741330
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=18493020
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=18493020
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=7758802
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=7758802
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=7758802
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=5781270
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=5781270
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12135480
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12135480
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12135480
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12651100
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12651100
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9084211
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9084211
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9084211
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9756741
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9756741


BMC Biotechnology 2009, 9:19 http://www.biomedcentral.com/1472-6750/9/19
Publish with BioMed Central   and  every 
scientist can read your work free of charge

"BioMed Central will be the most significant development for 
disseminating the results of biomedical research in our lifetime."

Sir Paul Nurse, Cancer Research UK

Your research papers will be:

available free of charge to the entire biomedical community

peer reviewed and published immediately upon acceptance

cited in PubMed and archived on PubMed Central 

yours — you keep the copyright

Submit your manuscript here:
http://www.biomedcentral.com/info/publishing_adv.asp

BioMedcentral

ies using a suppressor agent of aggregation.  Biotechnol Appl Bio-
chem 1998, 28:119-124.

31. Shiraki K, Kudou M, Fujiwara S, Imanaka T, Takagi M: Biophysical
effect of amino acids on the prevention of protein aggrega-
tion.  J Biochem 2002, 132:591-595.

32. Arakawa T, Tsumoto K: The effects of arginine on refolding of
aggregated proteins: not facilitate refolding, but suppress
aggregation.  Biochem Biophys Res Commun 2003, 304:148-152.

33. Ganea E, Harding JJ: Trehalose and 6-aminohexanoic acid stabi-
lize and renature glucose-6-phosphate dehydrogenase inac-
tivated by glycation and by guanidinium hydrochloride.  Biol
Chem 2005, 386:269-278.

34. Maeda Y, Yamada H, Ueda T, Imoto T: Effect of additives on the
renaturation of reduced lysozyme in the presence of 4 M
urea.  Protein Eng 1996, 9:461-465.

35. Samuel D, Kumar TK, Ganesh G, Jayaraman G, Yang PW, Chang MM,
Trivedi VD, Wang SL, Hwang KC, Chang DK, Yu C: Proline inhibits
aggregation during protein refolding.  Protein Sci 2000,
9:344-352.

36. Meng FG, Park YD, Zhou HM: Role of proline, glycerol, and
heparin as protein folding aids during refolding of rabbit
muscle creatine kinase.  Int J Biochem Cell Biol 2001, 33:701-709.

37. Betke K, Beutler E, Brewer GJ, Kirkman HN, Luzzatto L, Motulsky
AG, Ramot B, Siniscolo M: Standardisation of procedures for
the study of glucose-6-phosphate dehydrogenase. Report of
a WHO scientific group.  WHO Tech Rep Ser 1967, 366:1-53.

38. Deal WC Jr: Metabolic control and structure of glycolytic
enzymes. IV. Nicotinamide-adenine dinucleotide dependent
in vitro reversal of dissociation and possible in vivo control of
yeast glyceraldehyde 3-phosphate dehydrogenase synthesis.
Biochemistry 1969, 8:2795-2805.

39. Cai H, Wang CC, Tsou CL: Chaperone like activity of protein
disulfide isomerase in the refolding of a protein with no
disulfide bonds.  J Biol Chem 1994, 269:24550-24552.

40. Ganea E, Harding JJ: Alpha-crystallin assists the renaturation of
glyceraldehyde-3-phosphate dehydrogenase.  Biochem J 2000,
345:467-472.

41. Zhang N, Li J, Wang C: GroEL and protein disulfide isomerase
each binds with folding intermediates of D-glyceraldehyde-3-
phosphate dehydrogenase released from complexes formed
with the other.  J Protein Chem 2000, 19:569-574.

42. Ren G, Lin Z, Tsou CL, Wang CC: Effects of macromolecular
crowding on the unfolding and the refolding of D-glyceralde-
hyde-3-phosophospate dehydrogenase.  J Protein Chem 2003,
22:431-439.

43. Liu CP, Perrett S, Zhou JM: Dimeric trigger factor stably binds
folding-competent intermediates and cooperates with the
DnaK-DnaJ-GrpE chaperone system to allow refolding.  J Biol
Chem 2005, 280:13315-13320.
Page 10 of 10
(page number not for citation purposes)

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9756741
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12359074
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12359074
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12359074
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12705899
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12705899
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12705899
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15843172
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15843172
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15843172
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8795046
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8795046
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8795046
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10716186
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10716186
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11390278
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11390278
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11390278
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=4309124
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=4309124
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=7929125
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=7929125
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=7929125
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10642503
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10642503
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11233170
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11233170
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11233170
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=14690245
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=14690245
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=14690245
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15632130 
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15632130 
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15632130 
http://www.biomedcentral.com/
http://www.biomedcentral.com/info/publishing_adv.asp
http://www.biomedcentral.com/

	Abstract
	Background
	Results
	Conclusion

	Background
	Results
	Unfolding of human G6PD
	Rate of refolding
	Effects of L-arginine and DTT
	Effects of NADP+
	Effect of cyclophilin A
	Effects of other folding additives
	Effects of salts
	Effects of pH and temperature
	Effect of protein concentration
	Molecular weight of refolded G6PD
	Kinetic parameters of refolded G6PD
	Secondary structure of refolded G6PD

	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Methods
	Materials
	Cloning, expression and purification of recombinant human G6PD
	Unfolding of recombinant human G6PD
	Refolding of recombinant human G6PD
	FPLC analysis
	Steady-state kinetic measurement
	Circular dichroism analysis

	Abbreviations
	Authors' contributions
	Acknowledgements
	References

