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Interaction of proteins in solution
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In this work, an in proved m ethodology for studying in-
teractions of proteins In solution by sm allangle scattering,
is presented. Unlike the m ost comm on approach, where the
protein-protein correlation fnctions gij (r) are approxin ated
by their zero-density lim it (ie. theBoltzm ann factor), we pro—
pose am ore accurate representation ofgis (r) which takes into
account tem s up to the st order in the density expansion
ofthe m ean—-force potential. T his in provem ent is expected to
be particulary e ective in the case of strong protein-protein
interactions at Intermm ediate concentrations. The m ethod is
applied to analyse an all angle X —ray scattering data obtained
as a function of the ionic strength (from 7 to 507 mM ) from
acidic solutionsof -Lactoglobuline at the xed concentration
of 10 gL !, The results are com pared with those obtained
using the zero-densiy approxin ation and show a signi cant
in provem ent particularly in the m ore dem anding case of low
jonic strength.

Running T itle: Interaction of proteins by SA S

Keywords: long-range interactions, m ean-force potential,
density expansion, pair correlation fiinctions, structure fac—
tor, -Lactoglobuline

I. NTRODUCTION

The study of protein-protein interactions in solution
and the determ ination ofboth the physicalorigin of long
range interactions and the geom etry and energetics of
m olecular recognition can provide them ost e ective way
of correlating structure and biological finctions of pro—
teins. In recent years, a large e ort has been devoted
to iImprove the understanding of interactions between
m acrom olecules In solution. In particular, i has been
w idely recognized that the evaluation ofelectrostatic po—
tentials can produce quantitative predictions and that
factors such as selfenergy, polarizability and localpolar-
ity can be biologically crucial Halgren and D amm , 2001;
Sheinem an et al, 2000). Nevertheless, m a pr concep—
tual and practical problem s still exist, and concem, for
Instance, the experin ental techniques required to m ea—
sure interaction potentials under physiologically relevant
conditions, aswellas the a clari cation ofthe role ofthe
solvent and of the protein shape and charge anisotropy.

Severalbiophysicalm ethods can be used for extracting
quantitative data on protein-protein interactions, even if

a detaild analysis ofthe long-range interactionshasbeen
so far Iim ited to few associating colloids (Chen and Lin,
1987; Itriand Am aral, 1991) and has usually been based
on light scattering or osn otic stressm ethods (P arsegian
and Evans, 1996) . H owever, sm allangle scattering (SA S)
is certainly the m ost appropriate tool for studying the
w hole structure of protein solutions, because ofthe am all
perturbing e ects on the system and the possbility of
deriving inform ation on the structuralproperties and in—
teractions under very di erent experim ental conditions
(eH , ionic strength, tem perature, presence of cosovents,
ligands, denaturing agents and so on).

In m ost analyses of SA S data, particle Interactions are
how ever disregarded, assum ing either large separation or
weak interaction forces. T he Interactions am ong m acro—
m olecules determ Ine their spatial arrangem ent, which
can be described by correlation functions. These func-
tionsm ay be related, for instance via integralequations,
to the direct pair potentials, describing the interaction
betw een tw o particles. W hen the average distance am ong
particles is large or the interaction potentials are weak,
the In uence of the average structure factor of the sys—
tem (ie. the Fourder transform of the average correla—
tion function) may be negligble inside the considered
experim ental angular w indow , and the particles can be
reckoned as com plktely uncorrelated. Under these con—
ditions, the SA S intensity appears to depend only upon
the average form factor. Note that this approxin ation
ofneglecting all intermm olecular forces isused in m ost ap—
plications of X -ray or neutron SAS (K ozih et al, 1997;
Chacon et al., 1998).

W hen the above conditions are not veri ed, then par-
ticles cannot be considered uncorrelated, and the average
structure factor cannot be neglected in the expression of
the SA S intensity. In this case data analysis is farm ore
com plicate. In principle, asym ptotic behaviors could be
used to separate the SA S intensity into (average) form
and structure factors @Abis et al, 1990). If the par-
ticle form factors are known, an experim ental average
structure factor can be extracted, by dividing the inten—
sity by the average form factor. T hen, som e Insight into
the Interm olecular forces m ay be obtained by com pari-
son w ith the theoretical structure factor calculated from
som e Interaction m odel, by using analytical or num erical
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m ethods from the statisticalm echanicaltheory of liquids
(Hansen and M cDonald, 1986).

Unfortunately, the m ost powerfil and accurate tech—
nigques provided by this theory — such as M onte Carlo
and m olecular dynam ics com puter sin ulations aswellas
integral equations — can hardly be included Into a typ-
ical best- t procedure for analysing experin ental data.
W orking at very low concentrations, a rst possbility of
In proving over the crude recipe ofneglecting the average
structure factor is to evaluate that quantity by approx—
in ating the pair correlation functions gij (r) with their
zero-density lin it, given by the B oltzm ann factor Velev
etal, 1997). In the present paper, we shallshow that this
zero-density approxin ation becom es quite unusable at
the usualprotein concentrationswhen the ionic strength
is Iow, ie., In the presence of strong electrostatic inter—
actions. C learly, it would be desirable to nd an alterna-
tive, sin ple but reasonably accurate, way for com puting
the average structure factor of globular proteins at low
orm oderate concentrations. Thisisthem apraim ofour
paper.

A though the new proposalism ethodologicaland thus
applicable, n principle, to a wide class of spherically
sym m etric interaction m odels, i will be illustrated on
a concrete case, as a part of a m ore general study on
structural properties of a particular protein In solution,

—Lactoglobulin ( LG).

In a previous paper Baldiniet al, 1999), which pro—
vides a natural introduction to the present w ork, alllong—
range protein-protein interactions were neglected and
the average structure factor was assum ed to be uniy.
T hat investigation reported experin ental data concem-—
Ing structuralpropertiesof LG acidic solutions (eH 2.3),
at severalvalues of jonic strength in the range 7-507 m M
Baldiniet al, 1999). Photon correlation spectroscopy
and sm all angke X-ray scattering (SAXS) experin ents
gave a clearevidence ofam onom er-dim erequilbbrium af-
fected by the ionic strength. In the angular region where
SAX S experim ents were perform ed, the contribution of
long-range protein-protein interactions was expected to
be rather an all. A coordingly, SAX S data were analysed
only in tem sof LG monomer and din er form factors,
w hich were calculated very accurately. Short-range forces
responsble for protein aggregation were taken into ac-
count only in plicitl through a chem icalassociation equi-
Ibrium , em ployed to evaluate the dim erization fraction.
A global t procedure allowed the determm ination of the
m onom er e ective charge, aswellas of the protein disso-
ciation free energy w ithin a w ide range of ionic strength
Baldniet al, 1999).

In the present paper, we shall investigate, w thin the
sam e physical system , the long-range protein-protein in—
teractions, which can strongly In uence the an alkanglke
scattering at low ionic strength. To this ain , two issues
have to be addressed. F irst, one needs to extend the ex—
perim ental SAX S angular region to lower values of the
scattering vector, where long-range forces play an in —
portant role. Second, one has to select an accurate and

tractable theoretical schem e for calculating the average
structure factorto beused In the tofexperim entaldata.
Both tasks have been acocom plished in this work.

W e 1rst report a new set of SAX S m easurem ents on

LG perfom ed under the sam e experin ental conditions

of Baldini and coworkers Baldiniet al, 1999), but for
an aller angles. T hese data unam biguously display a low —
ering In the scattering intensity at sm all angles, wih a
progressive developm ent of an interference peak, when
jonic strength is low . This occurrence is a clear signal
of strong protein-protein interactions, and we shall show
that it can be sinply interpreted in tem s of screened
electrostatic repulsions am ong charge m acroions.

Next, we shall propose an In provem ent for the calcu-
lation of the theoretical average structure factor, based
upon a new approxin ation to the protein-protein cor-
relation functions gij (r). Starting from the density ex—
pansion of the corresponding m ean—-force potentials, we
shall show that the sin ple addition of the 15*-order per—
turbative correction to the direct pair potentials leads to
a m arked progress w ith respect to the use of the Bolz-
m ann factor, while retaining the sam e level of sim plicity.
The new approxin ation is indeed able to predict, at low
jonic strength, the interference peak observed in the ex—
perin ental scattering intensity, and consequently it leads
to a signi cantly in proved t.

W e stress, n advance, that a check of the unavoid-
able lim its of validiy of the proposed approach w ill not
be treated here. A further study involing a com pari-
son w ith m ore accurate theoretical results (from M onte
Carlo or m olecular dynam ics, as well as from integral
equations) is, of course, desirable, but goes beyond the
scope of the present paper, and will be eft for future
work.

II.BASIC THEORY

B ecause of the presence of an aggregation equilbbrium ,
a LG solution containstwo di erent form s ofm acroions
(orotein m onom ers and dim ers) em bedded In a suspend-—
Ing uid and In a sea of m icroions, which inclide both
counter-ions neutralizing all protein charges and am all
ions originated from the addition of electrolyte sals. To
represent such a system , we shallem ploy a sin ple \two—
com ponentm acroion m odel", which e ectively takes into
acoount only protein particlkes. W ithin this scheme,
which is usually referred to as the D erpguin-Landau-—
Vervey-O verbeek D LVO ) model (Vervey and O verbeek,
1948), the suspending uid (solvent) is represented as
a uniform dielectric continuum and all m icroions are
treated as point-like particles. The presence of both
solvent and m icroions appears only in the m acroion-
m acroion e ective potentials. A further sin pli cation
ollow s from the assum ption of spherically sym m etric in—
teractions. W e note that In ourm odel, com ponent 1 and
2 correspond to m onom ers and din ers, resoectively.



B efore addressing the speci ¢ system under investiga-—
tion, it is convenient to recall som e basic points of the
general theory.

A . Scattering functions

The macroscopical di erential ooherent scattering
cross section d =d , obtained from a SA S experim ent, is
related to the presence of scattering centers, ie. density
and/or structural inhom ogeneities, and can yield quanti-
tative lnform ation about their din ensions, concentration
as well as shape and interaction potentials. The cross
section is proportionalto the \contrast", nam ely the dif-
ference ofelectron density m ultiplied by the classicalelec—
tron radius (or scattering length density in the neutron
case) betw een the scattering centers and the surrounding
medim ; in the case of biological sam ples, this quantity
can also be tuned in order to obtain m ore detailed In—
form ation about the scattering structures (contrast vari-
ation technique Jacrot, 1976). P roteins In solution rep—
resent an excellent exam ple of Inhom ogeneities for SA S
m easuram ents, due to theirhigh contrastw ith X -rays (@s
wellasw ith neutrons). T he generalequation forthe SA S
Intensity is

* +
Z 2

d .
— Q)= — dr @& * @)

Q being the exchanged wave vector, wih m agnitude
Q= (4 = )sh ;where representsthe incident radia-
tion wavelength and 2 is the fiill scattering angle. The
Integral in Eq.il: is extended over the sam plke volme V,
w ith r being the position vector and (r) the uctuation
w ith respect to a uniform value, o, ofthe localelectron
density m ultiplied by the classicalelectron radiis (orsin —
ply the scattering length density in the case ofneutrons).
Angular brackets represent an ensem ble average over all
possbl con gurations of the proteins in the sam ple.

E .1 can be reduced to a sin pler form , when the inter—
actions are spherically sym m etric. U sing a \two-phase"
representation ofthe uid (only one type ofhom ogeneous
scattering m aterialw ith scattering density » inside pro—
teins, embedded in a hom ogeneous solvent phase w ith

density () yields
XP h i
d 2 2 2 2
d—(Q)=( ) nivy" <F7Q)>., <Fi@)>7,
i=1
X 1=2
+ Mming) " ViVy <FiQ)>,, <F3Q)>,
13=1
w here P o represents the contrast, p the num —

ber of protein species (2 for our solutionsw ith m onom ers
and dim ers), n; the number density of species i, V; the
volum e, F; Q ) the form factor, S;; Q) the A shcroft-Lan-
greth partial structure factor and < ::>,_, denotes an
orientational average.

Q

T he partial structure factors @A shcroft and Langreth,

1967) are de ned as

Z
S5Q)= u+4 @iny)' 0 dr?? By 1]
0 Qr
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in tem s of the three-din ensional Fourder transform of
gij (r) 1,wheregy; (r) isthe pair correlation function (or
radialdistribution fiinction) betw een particles of species
iand j:

F inally, the average form and structure factor, P Q)
and Sy Q);are

PQ)=( )2

B .P rotein form factors

T he angular averaged form factor of species i can be
w ritten as
“a n Q r)
sh@Qr
drp” @) ———; ®)

<FiQ)>,=
0 Qr

Q

where pi(l) (r) represents the probability for the i-th
species that a point at distance r from the protein center
ofm ass lies Inside the m acrom olecule. Sin ilarly, the an—
gular averaged squared form factor is given by (G uinier
and Foumet, 1955)

Z 4 .
<FEQ)>., = ar p? ) 28D @)
0 Qr

w here pi(Z) (r) represents the probability for the i-th
speciesto nd a segm ent of length r w ith both ends inside
the m acrom olecule. Both integrals ofpi(l) (r) and pf) (r)
are nom alized to unity. These distrbution functions
havebeen calculated from the crystallographic structures
ofboth the m onom er and din er form s of the protein, as
described In Refs. Baldiniet al,, 1999; M arianiet al.,
2000), brie y recalled in Appendix A, and discussed in
Subsection ITIC .

SiyQ) @)

C . P rotein-protein interaction potentials

T he choice of the proper potential is a rather delicate
m atter and depends on the investigated system . For In—
stance, In a study on lysozym e K uehneretal, 1997) the
protein-protein Interaction wasassum ed to be the sum of

sin@Qr)



four contributions, nam ely a hard-sphere term , an elec—
trostatic repulsion, an attractive dispersion potentialand
a short-range attraction. In a di erent study, on lysozin e
and chym otrypsinogen (Velv et al.,, 1997) ve contribu-—
tions were, on the other hand, considered: charge-charge
repulsion, charge-dipol, dipole-dipole and van derW aals
attraction, along w ith fiirther com plex short—range inter-
actions. In this paper we follow a di erent route m o—
tivated by the fact that the presence of several interac—
tion term sm ay obscure the relative im portance of each
of them . M oreover, the choice of a very re ned poten—
tial would be in strkking contrast wih the very crude
approxin ations used in calculating the RDFs. On this
basis we shall search for the sin plest possible m odelpo—
tential which is still capable of capturing the essential
features of the system . It willbe the sum of two repul-
sive contributions:

uss (@) = ul® (@) + uf; (@) @®)
where
+1 0 r< R;+ Ry
uy ©= r RitR; ®)

is a hard-sphere #HS) temn which accounts for the
exclided-volum e e ects R ; being the radiis of species
i) and

77 5€°
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exp [
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represents a screened Coulomb repulsion between the
m acroion charges, which are of the sam e sign. T his tem
hasthe sam e Yukawa form asin theD ebyeH uckeltheory
of electrolytes, but the coupling coe cients are ofD LVO
type (Vervey and O verbeek, 1948). Here, e is the ele—
m entary charge, " the dielectric constant of the solvent
and the e ective valency of species i, Z ;; m ay depend on
the pH . The Inverse D ebye screening length p , de ned
as

8 &N, =2
p = — (s + L) ;

- 1)
depends on temperature ( = (& T) ' ) and on the
jonic strength of allm icroions. Is and I. represent the
jonic strength of all added salks (S) and of the counte-
rions 59, respectively. Both these term s are of the form

(1:2) i(:)'irxl'CJco(Z;j-nicrO)ZlWjﬂ,1 d{\icro: nrfrmzl\IA bejng
the m olar concentration ofm icro—species i N, is Avo—
gadro’s num ber). I. is related to the m acroion num ber
densitiesn; and ny (1 = monomer, 2 = din er) through
the electroneutrality condition, according to which the
counterions m ust neutralize all m acrolon charges, i, e.
ne %cJj= ny %13 ny %2 Notice that the degpendence of

p on Is im pliesthat the strength ofthe e ective poten—
tialuf; (r) can Jargely be varied by adding an electrolyte
to the solution.

W e have explicitly checked that the addition of an
attractive tem with the form of a Ham aker potential
ul-l{j (r) (Israelachvili, 1992) does not alter our nal con—
clusions. The basic reason for this can be traced back
to the fact that van der W aals attractionsm ay be com —
pletely m asked by u; (r); when the electrostatic repulsion
is strong, and are also negligbl form oderately charged
particles with diam eter an aller than 50 nm @ agel,
1996). M oreover, uffj (r) divergesat r= R; + R, so that
is applicability could be preserved only by the addition
of a non-interpenetrating hydration/Stem layer Baldini
et al.,, 1999; Kuehner et al,, 1997).

W e stress the fact that som e attractive interactions
m ust, however, be present In the system , since they are
responsible for the aggregation ofm onom ers into dim ers,
and determm ine the value of the m onom er m olar fraction
X1, which is required to com plete the de nition of our
model. However, due to the com plxiy of these In-
teractions (including hydrogen bonding), a clear under-
standing of their explicit functional form s is still lacking.
T herefore, ©llow ngBaldinietal. (1999),wew illaccount
for them indirectly, by using a chem icalassociation equi-
Ibrium to x x;. The dissociation free energy, which
determ ines the equilbriuim constant, is w ritten as a sum
of tw o contributions, ie.

G el+ G nels (12)

G qis =
where G .1 is an electrostatic temm calculated w ithin
a D ebye-Huckel theory, and G pe1 is an unknown non-—
electrostatic contribution, which w illbe lft as a free pa—
ram eter in the best- t analysis.

D .Radialdistribution functions

G Iven a m odel potential, one has to calculate the cor-
responding radial distrdbution fiunctions RDF) gij (¥);
w hich can be expressed by the exact relation
13)

gy () =exp [ Wiy )]

Wiy () = uyy () + !y @ (14)
where W j5 (r) is the potential of mean force, which
includes the direct pair potential uij (r) as well as
1145 (), ie. the indirect interaction between i and
j due to their Interaction w ith all rem aining m acroparti-
clesofthe uid. In the zero-density lin i, ! i5 (r) vanishes
and gy (r) reduces to the Boltzm ann factor, ie.
gy M=exp[ uy O] asn ! 0; @5)
which represents a 0% -order approxin ation, frequently
gsed in the analysis of experim ental scattering data (n
o DNm is the totalnum ber density) .
T hem ost com m on procedure for determ ining an accu—

rate gij (r) or, equivalently, the correction term !5 (r),



would be to solve the O msteinZemike (0 Z) integral
equations of the liquid state theory, w ithin som e approx—
In ate closure relation Hansen and M c Donald, 1986).
This can typically be done num erically, w ith the excep—
tion of few sin ple cases (for som e potentials and peculiar
closures) where the solution can be worked out analyti-
cally.

For our hard-sphere-Y ukaw a potential (neglecting the
Ham akertem ), the O Z equationsdo adm it analyticalso—
lution, when coupled w ith the \m ean spherical approx—
Ination" ™ SA) Blum and Hoye, 1978; G noza, 1990;
Hayter and Penfold, 1981). N evertheless, at low density
and for strong repulsion the M SA RDFs may assume
unphysical negative values close to Interparticle contact
N agele, 1996). To overcom e this di culty, i would be
possible to utilize an analytical \rescaled M SA" (N agele,
1996; H ansen and H ayter, 1982; RuizE strada et al., 1990
), orto resort to di erent closures R ogers-Y oung approx—
in ation or \hypemetted chain" closure), which com pel
num erical solution R ogers and Young, 1984; Zerah and
Hansen, 1986; W agner et al, 1991; K rause et al,, 1991;
D 'Aguanno and K lin, 1992; D 'Aguanno et al, 1992;
N agelk et al., 1993).

In m ore general, when only num erical solitions are fea—
sible, integralequation algorithm scan hardly be included
In abest- t program for the analysisofSA S results. The
use of analytical solutions, or sin ple approxin ations re—
quiring only am inor com putationale ort, isclearly m uch
m ore advantageous when tting exper:m entaldata. The
0% -order approxin ation given in Eq. -;L_ avoids the prob—
lem ofsolving the O Z equations, but is largely inaccurate
except, perhaps, at very low densities.

In order to in prove over this 0% — order approxin ation
to the RDF's, the basic idea put forward in the present
work hinges upon the expansion ofthe potential ofm ean
force into a pow er series of the total num ber density n
M eeron, 1958). Neglecting all term s beyond the st
order, Eq. :13 then becom es

h i

uy @+ 15 @n 16)

gij (r) = exp
By construction, this expression is never negative, thus
avoiding the m a pr drawback of M SA . The explicit ex—
pression for the perturbative correction ! 1(31 ) (r) is given
in Appendix B . The considered 15t-order approxin ation
substantially ngroves the accuracy of the RDFs wih
respect to Eqg. :15 while ram aining at nearly the same
Jevel of sin plicity (see Appendix B).M oreover, it is to
be stressed that the usage of the new approxin ation is
not restricted to the m odel of this paper, but the pro—
posed calculation schem e can be equally well applied to
di erent spherically sym m etric potentials.

ITII.M ATERIALS AND METHODS

A .Sam ples

A bovinmik LG B stock solution (concentration 40
gL ! ) wasobtained by ionic exchange ofprotein sam ples
against a 12 mM phosphate bu er (lonic strength Ig =
7mM andpH = ) Baldinietal,, 1999). N ine sam ples
at jonic strength 7, 17, 27, 47, 67, 87, 107, 207, 507 m M
were then prepared by adding appropriate am ounts of
NaCl The nal protein concentrations were about 10
gL *.

Themonomeric LG unit is com posed by 162 amm i-
noacid residues and has a m olecular weight 0£18400 D a.
T he excluded protein volum e has been calculated from
the am ino acid volum es, as reported by Jacrot and Zaccai
(Jacrot, 1976; Jacrot and Zaccai, 1981). The m onom er

volim e results to be V; = 23400A°; hence, the LG

electron density is p» = 0:418eA ° . By considering the
basicity of the am ino acids, at pH = 23 the m onom er
charge would be near 20e. This result is con m ed by

the G asteiger- M arsili m ethod (G asteiger and M arsili,
1980), assum ing that allam ino groupsNH , are protoned
atpH = 23. The crystallographic structure of LG both
In monom er and In dim er form can be found in the P ro-
tein D ata Bank, entry 10G5 (O liveira et al, 2001). A

sketch of LG dimer structure can be found in Fig.1 of
Ref. Baldiniet al,, 1999). It can be observed that all 20
basic am ino acids are on the protein surface, but two of
them are at the m onom erm onom er interface; therefore
atpH = 23 theratio Z,=7; between din erand m onom er
charges could be about 1:8.

B .SA XS experim ents

SA X S m easurem ents were collected at the Physik D e—
partm ent of the Technische Universitat M unchen Ger-
m any) using a rotating-anode generator. The radiation
wavelength was = 0:{71 A and the tem perature 20 C.
The Q range was 0:035 O0:1A ' LG samples were
m easured In quartz capillaries with a diam eter of2 mm
and a thickness of 10 m @# ilgenberg, M alsfeld, D).X -
ray pattemsw ere collected by a tw o-din ensionaldetector
and radially averaged. T he scattering from a solvent cap—
illary was subtracted from the data after correction for
tranan ission, capillary thickness and detector e ciency.

C .BestF it analysis

A previousanalysisofSAX S data forsim ilar sam plesn
therangeQ = 007 O03A ' hasbeen recently reported
by som e ofus Baldiniet al, 1999). In the present work
we have extended these experin ents to the range Q =
0035 0:1A ! , where protein-protein interactions are
expected to play a mapr role. The two sets have then



been com bined into a sihgle set ofm easurem entsw ith Q

ranging from 0:035 to 03A

A s regards the calculation of the m onom er and dim er
form factors, i is well known that the scattering form
factor of a biom olecule in solution depends on the crys-
tallographic coordinates and the form factors of all con—
stituent atom s, as well as on the hydration shell of the
resulting m acroparticle. Com puter program s such as
CRYSOL (Svergun et al, 1995) are abl to calculate
such a form factor, taking all the above-m entioned vari-
ables Into acocount. It is also widely accepted that the
SA S technique is a low resolution one, and approxin at—
Ing the LG protein by a hom ogeneous scattering parti-
cle yields com parable resultsup to Q = 04A ! ,aswe
have tested by checking our m ethod against the results
of the CRY SO L software. T he equivalent hom ogeneous
scattering particle has a shape de ned by the envelope of
the van der W aals spheres centered on each atom . The
SA S community offen exploits the M onte C arlo m ethod
to calculate the form factor of a given shape Hender-
son, 1996). W e have m odeled the hydration shellw ith a
sem igaussian function, instead of a linear one proposed
by Svergun (Svergun et al, 1997). Our sinpl and ef-

cient m ethod has already been applied w ith success in
previousworks Baldinietal, 1999;M arianietal., 2000).

The M onte Carlo m ethod used to calculate the distri-
bution functions pi(l) (r) and pi(Z) (r) of both monom ers
i= 1) and dimers (1 = 2) from their crystallographic
structures is outlined in Appendjx A .Then the form fac-
tors< F;Q)>,, and < F @ )>,, havebeen obtained
through Egs. -é and 7:, by ca]cu]atmg the radial integrals
with a grid size of 1A up to am aximum r corresponding
top® @) = 0, @= 1;2).

A ccording to the dissociation free energy m odel de-
scribed In Ref. Baldinietal,, 1999), them onom erm olar
fraction x; is a function of the ionic strength Is . This
suggests the possibility ofa sin ultaneous t forallSAX S
Intensities curves, using just few param eters, all indepen—
dent of Is . In particular, as in Baldiniet al. Baldiniet
al.,, 1999), the follow Ing param eters have been xed: the
dielectric constant of the solvent, " = 78:5; the experi-
m ental tem perature, T = 293 K ; the ratio between the
e ective charges of diner and monomer, Z ,=Z;, = 1:8;
the m onom er and dim er \bare" radii, R;{ = 19:15A and
R, = 23R, . Thechoice orR, iseasily understood fwe
recall that our m odel of long-range Interactions involves
the approxin ation of considering a dim er as a sphere
w ith volum e tw ice as large as the m onom er one. This
Introduction of an equivalent sphere is a sin plifying ap—
proxin ation often used by the SAS communityy. On the
other hand, we have calculated the form factor of the
din er from its exact, rather elongated fom .

In the global t the only free param eters are therefore
Z1 and G pe1, the non-electrostatic free energy. The
m erit functionalto bem Inim ized was de ned as

- B=d1¥0)

Bn

NQ;m m(Ql)

i=1
where N 5 is the num ber of scattering curves under anal-
ysis, Ng m is the num ber of experin ental points in the
m thcourve,and , Q ;) isthe experim entaluncertainty
on the intensity valie at Q ;. [ =d 1) is the corre-
spondJng cross section predicted by the m odel by using
Eqg. 12. for each experim ent, the calbration factor , and
the atbackground B, havebeen adjisted from a linear
lastsquares tof d =d ] .° Q). The partial structure
factors, Eq. 3 have been ca]cu]ated w ith an integration
upper lim it ofr= 500A and a grid size of 1A .

The physical m eaning of the \ at background" re—
quires a comm ent, since constant subtraction is usually
acoepted for neutron scattering, but not for X ray scat-
tering. Introducing these backgrounds is suggested by
observing that one ofm a pr experim ental problem sw ith
X —rays is the exact determ ination ofthe tranam ission fac—
tor. A non-exact valie would result into a non-perfect
subtraction ofthe background due to the electronic noise.
However, as shown later n Tabl II, the low values ob—
tained for B, , as com pared to the valies of the scaling
factors, ndicate that these param eters play a m inor role
In the data analysis.

T ypical calculation tim es for the best- t on a D igital
Alpha 433 are a &w m nutes or the 0™ -order approxi-
m ation and ’/ 20 hours for the 15*-order one. The e ect
ofexperim entalerrorson the tting param etershasbeen
determm ined using a sam pling m ethod. For each scatter—
ing curve, we start from Ng , intensities d =d 1% Q1)
w ith their experin ental standard deviation and we gen-—
erate N1 new data sets (or LG weused N: = 15) by
sam pling from N, gaussiansofwidth , @ ;) centred
at the observed values. Each data set generated for all
curves is then analyzed w ith the global t algorithm de—
scribed earlier. T he errors on the tting param eters, Z;
and G pe1, and on the scaling param eters, , and By ,
are obtained by calculating their valies from each data
set and, nally, their standard deviation from the rst
value.

IV.RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Fig.il depicts the experin ental results for the X -ray
Intensity d =d 1Q ) asa function ofthe transferred m o—
mentum Q at severalvalies of ionic strength. Here, in—
stead ofthe usuallogarithm ic scale, w e have preferred the
use ofa linear scale, In order to ket the reader appreciate
m ore easily the sm all di erences between experin ental
data and theoretical curves. On a log scale these di er-
ences would be hardly visble.



O urm easurem ents clearly show the form ation and evo—
ution ofan interference peak at an allangls, as the ionic
strength decreases. The appearance of such a peak is
evidently due to increasing protein-protein interactions.
In the same gure, the perform ance of our 15t-order ap—
proxin ation is com pared w ith that ofthe com m only used
0% -order one. The 1%~ order approxin ation yieldsa t
of rather good quality through the wholem easured range
Q . The developm ent of the interference peak, underes—
tin ated by the 0% -order approxin ation, is now well re—
produced, Indicating that the m ain physical features of
the LG solution are indeed taken into account by our
sin ple Interaction m odel.

In Fjg.:_j the theoretical results for the average struc—
ture factorSy Q) are shown alongw ith the experim ental
data. W hile at high Iy (ie. at weak e ective interac—
tions) the two approxin ations are practically undistin—
guishable, or Iy 27mM the 15-order results outplay
the 0% -order ones, m ainly i the low—Q region.

A m ore trangparent com parison between the two ap-—
proxin ations is carried out in F jg.:j at the levelofRDF's.
A s Ig decreases, the 15t-order gij (¥) ;3= 1;2) become
strongly di erent from the 0% -order ones, exhibiting a
peak of ncreasing height. In termm s ofpotentials ofm ean
force, gi5 (£) > 1 in som e regions m ainly orIg 27mM )
in plies that W 45 (r) < 0, although ujj (r) always rem ains

positive. The rst-order correction ! l(jl ) (r)n therefore
corregponds to an attractive contribution, due to an \os—
m otic depletion" e ect (A sakura and O osawa, 1954) ex—
erted on two given m acroparticlesby the rem aining ones.
Thism any-body e ect is clearly lacking in the 0™ -order
approxin ation, as depicted In Fig. :_3’ D epletion forces
arise when two protein m olcules are close together. In
this case the pressure exerted on these m olecules by all
other m acroparticles becom es anisotropic, leading to a
strong indirect protein-protein attraction, even though
all direct interactions are repulsive.

It is worth stressing that the behavior of the 15t-order
gij (r) at low onic strength could be reproduced even
by the 0™ -order approxin ation, but only at the cost
of adding som e unnecessary, and som ew hat m isleading,
density-dependent attractive tem to the direct pair po—
tentials. O urm odel, based only on the physically sound
repulsive part of the DILVO potential, tums out to be
rather accurate for the purposes of the present paper.
W e have also perform ed som e calculations including a
Ham aker term into our perturbative scheme, w ihout

nding any signi catie change in the 1%*-order resuls
w ith respect to the previous ones.

The 15*-order RDFs shown in Fjg.-'_a’ are undoubtedly
correctly shaped, although the peak heights m ight be
m odi ed by the neglected second-and higher-order cor—
rections to the potentials ofm ean force. Unfortunately,
an estin ate rthem agniude ofthe successive perturba-
tive term s (depending on both concentration and charge
of the proteln m olecules) is a far m ore com plicate task
and goes beyond the scope of the present paper. Since

the resulting protein charges (see Tabl I) are relatively
large, i is reasonable to expect that the contrbution
of the higher-order termm s m ight be appreciable. A s the
protein concentration increases, this correction becom es
more and more signi cant, and eventually the rather
good perform ance of our 15*-order approxin ation m ust
break down.

Since a direct com putation of even the second order
corrections dem ands a high com putationale ort, the ac—
curacy of the 15*-order approxin ation m ay altematively
be investigated by checking our RDF resuls against ex—
act M onte C arlo orm olecular dynam ics sin ulation data
relevant to the sam em odel. A sin pler indication about
the lm its of validity of our scheme may come from a
system atic com parison w ith integralequation predictions
based upon m ore accurate closures. O ne could use, or
nstance, the m ulticom ponent version of the \rescaled
M SA" approach Ruiz-Estrada et al, 1990), which has
the advantage of being nearly filly analytical. On the
other hand, if m ore accurate results are required, then
the RogersYoung closure Rogers and Young, 1984)is
preferable for our potential, but In this case the corre-
soonding Integral equations m ust be solved num erically.
W e have planned som e Investigations in this sense, and
their results w ill be reported elsew here. H ow ever, we be-
lieve that, at the considered protein concentration, the
15*-order approxin ation does yield the correct trend of
the RDFs. It is our opinion that the inclusion of the
neglected tem s cannot alter the qualitative (or sem -
quantitative) picture of LG interactions supported by
ourm odel, even if slightly di erent values for the best- t
param eters should be expected.

T he param eter values resuting from the globalbest- t
procedure, using the 0™ -order and 1%-order approxin a—
tions, are reported In Tabs. ﬁ and :_f;

The in proved quality of the t corresponding to the

rst-order approxim ation can clarly be appreciated by
com paring not only the global ? value (Tabl I), but
above all the partial 2 ones (Tabl II), in particular
or Ig 27 mM . A though the change of global ? is
not so large, if one considers the relative variation of the

2 73 (last colum n of Table II), then the in provem ent is
rather evident for the low ionic strength sam ples, whike
it becom es less and less in portant w ith increasing ionic
strength. The proposed m ethod is able to in prove the
goodness of the t by about 43% for the st sample
(W here the interference peak is m ore pronounced). The
decrease of the relative variation, as the ionic strength
Increases, is in agreem ent w ith the expected progressive
w eakening of protein-protein repulsions.

Note that the values of both tting param eters, ie.
Z1 and G pel, tum out to be very sim ilar for both ap—
proxin ations. T he scaling factors, , ,and the atback-
grounds, By, , are also sin ilar forallsam ples and forboth
approxin ations, con m ing that no othere ects, like de—
naturation or larger aggregation, are really present.



V.CONCLUSION S

In this paper we have presented a novelm ethodologi-
calapproach to the study of protein-protein interactions
using SAX S techniques. O ur work builds up upon a pre—
vious investigation by som e ofus Baldiniet al.,, 1999).

A swidely discussed by Baldiniet al,, 1999, the struc—
tural properties of LG in acidic solution, studied by
light and X +ray scattering over a wide range of ionic
strength and concentration, are consistent w ith the exis-
tence of m onom ers and dim ers, and cannot be ascribed
to a denaturation process.

Sihce the form factors of both the species are eas-
ily known, the socalled \m easured" or average struc-
ture factor Sy Q) can be obtained from the ratio be-
tween experin ental intensity and average form factor
P Q) at a certain m onom er fraction x;. Sy Q) is re—
lated to the protein-protein e ective interactions. Short-
range attractive interactions lke hydrogen bonds, re-
soonsble of the dim er form ation and strongly depending
on them onom er-m onom er orientation, are taken into ac—
count using a quasichem ical description of the them o—
dynam ic equilbbrium between m onom er and din er form s
of LG.Thus, In addiion to the hard core repulsions,
the e ective potentials ofm ean force only describe long—
range m onom er onom €r, m onom erdim er and dim er-
din er electrostatic repulsions, which can be reduced to
their orientationalaverages, depending only on the inter—
m olecular distance r.

In the work by Baldini et al, 1999 all long-range
protein-protein foroces were neglected, because the m ea—
sured SA X S Intensity was spanning a Q -range w here such
Interactions are essentially negligble. On the contrary,
we have explicitly addressed this issue in the present
work. To this aim, i) we have extended the range of
m easured Intensities to lower Q values In order to exper—
In entally probe these long-range interactions, and ii) we
have proposed a sin plebut e cient perturbative schem e,
whose st temm s are ablk to yield reasonably accurate
RDF's for dilute or m oderately concentrate solutions of
globular proteins, w ith a rather little com putational ef-
ort. T particular, we have explicitly com puted the 0%
and 1%*-order approxin ationsand com pared their resuls.

The In provem ent In the quality ofthe t forSy @),
obtained w ith the rst-order correction for the potentials
ofm ean force corresponding to the RD F's, w ith regpect to
the standard zero-density approxin ation, is particularly
visble at low lonic strength, where Coulomb repulsions
are poorly screened. In this case, the new representation
of the RDF's is abl to reproduce the interference peak
present In the experimental Sy @ ), whereas the com —
monly used zero-densiy approxin ation tums out to be
quite inadequate at low ionic strength.

F inally, tw o points are particularly notew orthy.

F irst, the adopted m odel allow s a sin ultaneous t of
nine SAS curves wih only two free param eters, inde—
pendent of the ionic strength, ie., the non-electrostatic

dissociation free energy and the m onom er charge. This

nding m eans that our sinple interaction m odel is al-
ready able to descrbe them ain structural features ofthe
exam ned LG solutions. Satisfactory resuls obtained
by many other structural studies on colloidal or pro—
tein solutions, based upon sim ilar very sim pli ed m odels
W agner et al, 1991; Krause et al, 1991; D 'A guanno
and K len, 1992; D 'Aguanno et al, 1992; Nagek et al,,
1993; W anderlingh et al, 1994), suggest that the use of
very re ned potentials, containing a lJarge num ber of dif-
ferent contrdbutions, is often unnecessary, at least at the

rst stages of a research. U sing sophisticated interac—
tion m odelsm ay even be a nonsense, when coupled w ith
a sin ultaneous very rough treatm ent of the correlation
functions, as is often the case w ith the w idely em ployed
0™ -order approxin ation, in spite of the fact that the in—
troduction of a Jarger num ber of param eters can clearly
In prove the actual tting ofthe data. M oreover, we have
pointed out that, even in m odelsw ith purely repulsive in—
teractions, attractive e ects (due to \osn otic depletion")
are predicted by every su ciently accurate theory. On
the contrary, w ithin the zero-density approxim ation for
the RD F's, the sam e attractive e ectsm ay be reproduced
only at the cost of adding arti cial contrdbutions to the
potentials.

Second, the proposaed 15*-order approxin ation to the
RDF's is really abl to yield accurate predictions for the
average structure factor of weakly-concentrated protein
solutions, in a rather sin ple but physically sound way. It
isworth stressing that the underlying calculation schem e
isnot restricted to the particularm odelconsidered in this
paper, but m ay be easily applied to di erent spherically
sym m etric potentials. A though the lin it of validity of
the 15— order approxin ation is still an open question,
which we are planning to investigate in future work, we
think that £ m ay represent a new usefiiltool forthe anal-
ysis of experim ental SA S data of globular protein solu—
tions, when their concentration is not too high and the
strength oftheir Interaction forces isnot too large. W hen
these two conditions fail, then it is unavoidable to com —
pute the correlation functions by exploiting som e m ore
powerfilm ethod from the statisticalm echanical theory
ofliquids H ansen and M cD onald, 1986). W e hope, how —
ever, that this paper w ill stin ulate the application ofthe
proposed 1%*-order approxim ation to di erent sets of ex—
perin ental data on proteins, as well as new theoretical
work on the quality and lim it ofthis calculation schem e.
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APPENDIX A:CALCULATION OF PROTEIN
FORM FACTORS

In detail, the scattering particle is assum ed to be ho—
m ogeneous and is size and shape are described by the
function s(r), which gives the probability that the point
r ;') where !, Indicates the polar angles . and
r) lies within the particle. For com pact particles, lke
globularproteins, this function can be w ritten in tem sof
a unigue two—din ensionalangular shape function ¥ (!.),
as

1 r F ()
SET epr p F (P22 r>F () OF
where is the width of the gaussian that acocounts for

the particle surface m obility (Svergun et al, 1998). The
shape function F (! ;) isevaluated by xingthe axisorigin
on them ean value ofthe atom ic coordinates and running
over each atom m and taking the m axinum distance r
betw een the origin and the intersection, if any, ofthe van
der W aals sphere centered n m w ih the direction !..
A ssum Ing hom ogeneous particles belonging to species i,
M ; random points are generated from polar coordinates.
T he sam pling ism ade ©r the variables ., cos , and r>
In the ranges 0;2 ], [ 1;1] and [O;ri ax Ir TESpectively.
Follow ing Eq.L:A:]:, ifr F (!;), the point is accepted,
otherw ise the probability P = expf [ F (!)F=2 2g
is calculated. A random number y between 0 and 1 is
extracted and ify < P the point is acoepted, otherw ise
is reected. The pf) (r) histogram is then determm ined by
taking Into acoount the distances between the M ; points
and the centre, whilk the pi(Z) (r) histogram depends on
the distances between allpossible pairs ofM ; points,

a 1 X .
p; @)= H(r=2 T <r.J;
™
n=1
7 1 i
p? () = 2 " X H (=2 ¥ run39;
: M. 1) Fo Tt di

n=1 m=n+1

where r is the grid am plitude in the space of radial
distance, r; the distance between the centre and the n—
th point. Here 1, is the distance between the points n
andm ,and H (x) isthe Heaviside step function H &) =
0 ifx < 0 and H (x) 1 ifx 0). The number of
random scattering centreswasM ; = 2000, the grid size
was r= 1 A, whilk the width of the surface m obility
was xedto = 2A.

APPENDIX B:FIRST-ORDER PERTURBATIVE
CORRECTIONS

In the density expansion ofthe potentials ofm ean force
Wi (@

2

Wiy () = uyy () + !i(? (r)n + !i(? r)n“+ :::;
B1)
the exact power coe cients ! 1(? r) (k= 1;2;:::) can

be com puted by using standard diagram m atic techniques
M eeron, 1958), which yield the results in term s ofappro—
priate m ulti-din ensional integrals of products of M ayer
functions
fiy(n=exp[ uy @] 1 B2)
W ithin our approxin ation, we are only required to
com pute the st tem , which involves a convolution and
tums out to be
Z

dr’ £y (%) fie5 (¢

X
1) ) =
Xk i37% r) =

k k

0
Xx r);

B3)

where xy = ny=n is the m olar fraction of species k. The
evaluation of the convolution integral ;L(le (r) is not a
di cukt task in bipolar coordinates. Integration over an—

gles is easily perform ed and o (r) reduces to a doubl

ik
Integral, which can be w ritten as
1 Z 1 Z x+r
i(j;L = — dx [xfyx ®)] dy Ffks )]s B4)
0 * rj

W e have evaluated all these SL (r) tem s at the points

r, =
valie, the doubl integral has been carried out num eri-
cally, sin ply by using the trapezoidal rule for both x
and y—Integration . For the x-integration, w e have chosen
as upper lim it the valie Xy 2x = M ax Keue;R2 + 1), wih
HR2)= Rz + 12= p (depending on the lonic strength),
and as grid size x = x ;+=200. For the y-integration,
y= X.

A 3)



6 T T T T T T
5 — —
507 mM
4 | = e S - -
207 mM
=
= 107 mM
— 3 —
=
g
E ‘(‘37 mM
= 2 - —
47 mM
1 — —
1 1 1 1 1 1

0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2

Q (AT

FIG.1l. SAXS linear pro ks for the LG at pH=2.3 and
concentration 10 gL ' in di erent ionic strength conditions
(@as indicated above each curve). Points are experin ental re—
suls, w hereas the dashed and the solid lines represent thebest
ts obtained by applying the 0™ -order and 15~ order approx—
in ations of the pair correlation fiinctions, respectivley. T he

curves are scaled for clarity by a factor 0:5.
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FIG .2. Comparison between the m easured structure fac-
tors Sy Q) for the LG at pH=23 and concentration
10 gL ! in di erent jonic strength conditions (as indicated
above each curve). Thebest t linesresulting from the sinul-
taneous analysis of the corresponding SAX S curves F ig. ,L:I‘l)
using the 0™ -order (dashed) and 1%°-order (solid) approxin a—
tions of the pair correlation functions are reported. D ata for
Q > 0:12A ! are not shown for clariy.
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FIG . 3. Partial correlation functions gij (r) resulting from
the sin ultaneous analysis of the nine SAX S curves of F ig. i'
(the ionic strength, Is, is indicated near each set of curves)
by applying the 0™ —order (eft colum n) and 1%-order (right
colum n) approxin ation in the density expansion of the
m ean-force potential. D epicted are the m onom erm onom er,
gi1 (r) (dotted lines), the monomer- diner g, (r) (dashed
Iines) and the din erdim er gz, (r) (solid line) correlation finc—
tions.
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TABLE I. Comparison of the tting param eters (the
m onom er e ective charge, Z 1, and the non-electrostatic free
energy, G ne1) and of them erit finctional 2 resulting from
the sin ultaneous analysis of the nine SAX S curves ofFjg.:!:

by applying the 0% -order and 15°- order approxin ations of

the pair correlation functions.

Is m Bnm
mM) (10 ® au.an) 10 ° au.
Oth lst Oth lst

7 1450 0:002 1478 0:002 462 006 448 0:06
17 1424 0:002 1424 0:002 4:73 0:05 4:73 0:05
27 1:619 0:003 1:521 0:003 4:79 005 523 0:05
47 1397 0:003 1293 0:003 346 005 3:98 0:04
67 1:443 0:002 1367 0:002 3:78 0:05 425 0:06
87 1:405 0:003 1:351 0:003 4:18 006 447 0:07
107 1493 0003 1450 0002 206 006 230 006
207 1478 0:002 1457 0:002 4:12 006 423 006
507 1:529 0:003 1:518 0:003 368 008 3:73 0:08

TABLE II. Com parison of the scaling factors, n ,the_at
backgrounds, By , and the merit finctionals, 2 (Eq. im,
resulting from the sin ultaneous analysis of the nine SAX S
curves of F jg.:_]:) by applying the 0% -order and 1%°- order ap-
proxin ations of the pair correlation finctions. T he last entry
Var (% ) provides the relative variation between the 0™ -order
and 1°°- order approxin ations.
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