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A bstract

A m ethod is presented for determ ining second virialcoe�cients (B 2) ofpro-

tein solutionsfrom retention tim em easurem entsin sizeexclusion chrom atography

(SEC).W e determ ine B 2 by analyzing the concentration dependance ofthe chro-

m atographic partition coe�cient.W e show theability ofthism ethod to track the

evolution ofB 2 from positive to negative valuesin lysozym e and bovine serum al-

bum in solutions.O urSEC resultsagreequantitatively with data obtained by light

scattering.

Introduction

Itiswellknown in size exclusion liquid chrom atography (SEC)thatthe solute re-

tention tim edependssensitively on thesolute’ssize,although no universalcalibra-

tion forSEC hasyetbeen achieved.Ithasalso been realized thattherm odynam ic

�PresentAddress:PhysicsDepartm ent,CornellUniversity,Ithaca,NY 14853

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0306346v1


non-ideality leadsto concentration dependentretention tim es(Nicholetal.,1978).

Such dependence can be utilized to quantify the second osm otic virialcoe�cient,

B 2.

Fora non-idealsolution theosm oticpressure� can bewritten asapowerseries

expansion in the solute num berdensity � (Hill,1960).

�

kB T
= �+ B 2(T)�

2 + ::: (1)

In Eq.1 T isthe absolute tem perature and kB isBoltzm ann’sconstant.Allterm s

higherthan �rstorderin density representnon-ideality.

The second virialcoe�cients ofprotein solutions have generated a great deal

ofinterestsince (G eorge and W ilson,1994) showed a correlation between protein

crystallisability and B 2. Theirwork dem onstrated thatm any proteinscrystallize

in conditions where the second osm otic virialcoe�cient becom es slightly nega-

tive,indicating net attractive interactions between protein m olecules. The m ost

prevalent experim entalprocedure for m easuring B 2 is light scattering. Addition-

ally,sedim entation equilibrium (Behlke and Ristau,1999),osm om etry (M oon at

al.,2000),neutron (Velev etal.,1998)and x-ray scattering (Bonnet�e etal.,1999),

and self-interaction chrom atography (Tessier etal.,2002) have been em ployed to

quantify protein solution non-ideality.

(Nicholet al.,1978) showed the possibility ofm easuring B 2 with frontalelu-

tion liquid chrom atography.Although frontalchrom atography (Nicholetal.,1978,

W illsetal.,1980)allowsoneto �x thesoluteconcentration in thecolum n directly,

itrequiresa large am ountofprotein (� 0:5g) and long experim enttim es (about

three hourspercolum n run). In thisstudy we extend theirm ethod to pulse size

exclusion HPLC,whereasm allam ountofprotein isinjected into and subsequently

owsdown thecolum n.Thisadaptation drastically reducestheam ountofprotein

(< 25m g)and tim e needed (about15 m inutespercolum n run)to m easure B 2 by

SEC.W e show thatourresultsforB 2 obtained with size exclusion chrom atogra-

phy agree wellwith those from frontalchrom atography and from lightscattering

m easurem ents.W e also dem onstratethatSEC can track the evolution ofB 2 from

positive to negative values.
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T heory

For the reader’sconvenience we reproduce the theory of(Nicholetal.,1978). W e

assum eabalanceofthesolute,i.e.protein,chem icalpotentials(�p and �i)between

thestationary and m obilephasesasthesoluteistransported through thecolum n.

The pore volum e (i.e. stationary phase)islabelled with the subscriptp,and the

inter-pore volum e (i.e. m obile phase) with the subscript i. Equilibrium requires

�p = �i. W e write these chem icalpotentials by including the standard part �o,

theidealterm ,and a term accounting fortherm odynam icnon-ideality through the

activity coe�cient:

�p = �
o
p + RT ln(Cp p(Cp))

�i = �
o
i + RT ln(Ci i(Ci))

whereCi;p arethelocalsoluteweightconcentrations,R istheuniversalgasconstant

and p(Cp);i(Ci)arethetherm odynam icactivity coe�cientsofsolutem olecules

in theporeand inter-porevolum esrespectively.Rearrangem entoftheseequations

yields:

ln(K 0)=
�oi � �op

RT

ln

 

i

p

!

= ln

�
Cp

Ci

�

� ln(K 0) (2)

where K 0 isthe partition coe�cientofsolute m oleculesbetween chrom atographic

phasesin thelim itofin�nitedilution.Therelation between weightconcentration,

C ,and num berdensity,�,is� = C
N A

M w
. N A isAvogadro’snum berand M w isthe

solutem olecularm ass.(Nicholetal.,1978)m adea virialexpansion oftheactivity

coe�cients

ln(z)= 2B 2(N A =M w )C + higherterm s (3)

W e note thatthisconsideration assum esno di�erencein the solute-solute interac-

tionsin them obile and stationary phases.Thelocalsolute distribution coe�cient

isK D �
C p

C i
. IfK D isindependentofconcentration,asisthe case forpulse chro-

m atography with B 2 = 0,orifthe concentration isconstantas in frontalelution
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chrom atography,then (Nicholetal.,1978,Yau etal.,1979)

K D �
Cp

Ci

=
tr � to

tT � to
=

Vr � Vo

VT � Vo
(4)

wheretr and Vr arethesoluteretention tim eand volum e,t0 and V0 aretheretention

tim e and volum e ofcom pletely excluded m olecules (i.e. the \dead" volum e),and

tT and VT theretention tim eand volum eofcom pletely included m olecules(i.e.the

\total" volum e). Inserting the de�nition ofKD (Eq.4) and Eq.3 into Eq.2 and

keeping only the �rstorderterm sin concentration one obtainsa relation between

K D ,B 2,and Civalid forfrontalchrom atography wheretheconcentration Ciisthe

plateau value ofthe solute concentration in them obile phase:

ln

�
K D

K 0

�

= 2B 2

N A

M w

Ci(1� K D ) (5)

To adaptthisto pulse chrom atography we replace the plateau value with the av-

erage concentration < Ci> ofthem obile phasein the pulse:

ln

�
K D

K 0

�

= 2B 2

N A

M w

< Ci> (1� K D ) (6)

Since < Ci > isnotdirectly accessible in a HPLC experim entone m ustrelate

itto m easurable param eters. O ne determ inesthe m assofsolute m oleculesin the

pulse,orm igration zone,(m zone)by integrating theconcentration asa function of

tim eoverthezonevolum e,i.e.thepeak(Vz).Forourcolum ns,in which thereisno

irreversible binding ofprotein m oleculesto the colum n,allthe injected m olecules

areaccounted forby integrating thepeak.Thereforethetotalinjected m assisthe

sam easthetotalm assin thezone,m inj= CinjVinj= m zone,buttheconcentration of

solutein them igration zoneism uch lowerthan theinjected concentration because

the pulse spreadsasitistransported through the colum n. The condition forthe

conservation ofm assofsolute m oleculesin the m igration zone (subscriptz)is

m i+ m p = m inj (7)

< Ci> Vi+ < Cp > Vp = CinjVinj= m inj

HereViand Vp arethem obile(inter-pore)and stationary (pore)portionsofthe

zone volum e Vz,with

Vp = (VT � V0)
Vz
VT

;Vi= (V0)
Vz
VT

(8)
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W em easurethesolutezonevolum eVz from thefullwidth �tathalf-m axim um of

the chrom atogram peak using Vz = ��t,where � is the average ow rate. After

substituting thede�nition ofthepartition coe�cientgiven in Eq.4 and de�nitions

Eq.8 into Eq.7,oneobtains:

< Ci> =
m inj

Vz(
VR
VT
)

(9)

A sim pleway tounderstand Eq.9istonotethatthenum eratoristhetotalm assin

the zone and the denom inatoristhe volum e ofthe zone accessible to the protein.

Thus,the concentration < Ci > is the ratio ofthese term s. In this derivation

we have assum ed Eq.4 holds, which is no longer the case when both B 2 6= 0

and the concentration is changing during transport down the colum n. However,

as we willshow below,the changes in K D with concentration are sm all,which

m ay justify our approxim ation. This relation allows us to extend the m ethod of

(Nicholet al.,1978),originally developed using frontalelution chrom atography,

to pulse HPLC.Alternatively,one could use the m axim um concentration Cm ax of

eluted solute instead of< Ci > in Eq.6. As shown in Fig.1 Cm ax and < Ci >

are alm ostequal. O urprocedure isthen to injectdi�erentvolum esofsam plesat

variousconcentrations,m easureK D from theretention tim esasgiven in Eq.4 and

then plotlnK D as a function ofeither < Ci > (1� K D )orCm ax(1� K D ). The

slopeofthatplotisthen 2B 2N A =M w .

Experim ental

M aterials

W e obtained lysozym e (6x crystallized hen egg white),from Seikagaku Am erica.

O ur studies,along with others’(M uscholand Rosenberger,1997),ofthe purity

oflysozym e preparations from Sigm a and Seikagaku showed the Seikagaku to be

purerand itwasused withoutfurtherpuri�cation.W e obtained bovine serum al-

bum in (BSA),from Sigm a,and itwasused withoutfurtherpuri�cation.Allbu�er

com ponentswereobtained from FisherScienti�c.A M illiporeElix system puri�ed
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waterforalltheexperim ents.W eprepared potassium phosphatebu�ersby m ixing

50m M solutionsofK 2HPO 4 and K H 2PO 4,atvariousNaClconcentrationstoadjust

the ionic strength,to reach the desired pH = 6.2 asm easured by an O rion SA520

pH m eter.ThepH = 4.7 ofsodium acetatebu�erswasadjusted by adding concen-

trated aceticacid to solutionsofsodium acetateand NaCl.Additionally allbu�ers

were passed through 0.45 �m nylon �lters,also obtained from M illipore,priorto

use.Protein concentrationswerem easured using a Varian instrum entsCary 50Bio

spectrophotom eterata wavelength of278 nm .The extinction coe�cientused for

lysozym e was �278nm = 2:64 m l(m gcm )� 1,and �278nm = :667 m l(m g cm )� 1 for

BSA.

C hrom atography

An 1100 series liquid chrom atography (HPLC)system from Agilent Technologies

(W ilm ington,DE)wasused forallchrom atographicm easurem ents.Protein reten-

tion tim es were determ ined using an Agilent di�erentialrefractive index detector

(RID) and an Agilent diode-array-detector (DAD) by absorbance at 278nm . A

TSK -G 2000SW (30cm x 0.75cm I.D.)colum n from TosoBiosep and a YM C-Diol-

200AM P (30cm x 0.60cm I.D.) colum n from YM C were used in the chrom ato-

graphic m easurem ents. W e used a ow rate of1 m l/m in for allm easurem ents.

These colum nscontain a packing ofporoussilica beadswhose surfaceshave been

hydrophilicly m odi�ed. From the m anufacturer’s speci�cations the diam eter ofa

single bead is about 5�m for both colum ns. The average pore diam eter is 125

�A fortheTSK -G 2000SW ,and 200 �A fortheYM C-Diol-200AM P.W edeterm ined

the SEC calibration curve forthese colum nsby using poly-ethylene-glycol(PEG )

sam ples with m olecular weights 200 � M w � 105 g/m ol, obtained from Sigm a

and Fluka. For every run the eluent was the sam e as the sam ple bu�er. The

random run-to-run di�erence in retention tim esforoursystem was< 0:1% . Any

dependence ofthe dim ensionlessdistribution coe�cientK D forprotein m olecules

between thestationary and m obilephaseson theaverageow rate� would indicate

non-equilibrium e�ects. W e found KD to be totally independentofow rate for
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theexperim entally accessible values:0:1m l/m in � � � 1:3m l/m in.

M ethods

For each solvent condition we perform ed a series ofHPLC experim ents varying

solute(protein)injected concentration Cinjand using two injection volum es,Vinj=

20and 100�l.W eidentify theprotein retention tim etr asthetim eofthem axim um

in theRID signal(Fig.1),wheretheinjection tim eist= 0.W eplottr asafunction

ofCinj,and �nd thattr dependson Vinj asshown in Fig.2.In orderto apply our

m odi�cation of(Nicholetal.,1978)’sm ethod to HPLC,werecalculatetheaverage

solute concentration in the peak zone,< Ci > ,as described in Eq.9,and �nd

that this reassuringly collapses the m ultiple tr vs. Cinj curves from Fig.2 to a

single curve asshown in the insertofFig.3. The slope ofthiscollapsed curve is

proportionalto the second virialcoe�cientaccording to Eq.5.

In orderto calculateK D according to Eq.4 wem ustm easurethetotal(tT)and

dead (t0)tim es. W e have m easured the totaltim e foreach run using the solvent

peak (thesearem axim um softhesecond peaks(tT)in Fig.1).In orderto m easure

thedead tim e,weused PEG with a m olecularweightof105 g/m ol,which istotally

excluded from theTSK and theYM C colum ns.W ehavem easured thedead tim es

forallsolventconditionsand injection volum es.Itisim portantto m easuretT and

t0 separately forallinjection volum esto avoid any instrum entalerrorsassociated

with precisely identifying the injection tim e.

W e have perform ed light scattering m easurem ents to determ ine B 2 indepen-

dently fora condition whereresultswerenotfound in theliterature.W eem ployed

the sam e m ethod as in (G eorge and W ilson,1994) to m easure the Rayleigh ra-

tio of protein solutions using toluene as a standard at a scattering angle of90

degrees. In Eq.1 B 2 hasthe unitsofvolum e,butvirialcoe�cients are often re-

ported in unitsofm lm ol/g2,which isdenoted by A 2 (G eorge and W ilson,1994).

Then B 2 = A 2M
2
w =N A ,whereN A isAvogadro’snum ber.O urresultsareshown in

Table 1.
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R esults

W e have m easured the dependance ofthe retention factor K D on Cinj and Vinj

forlysozym e and BSA in the above m entioned bu�ersand colum ns. These bu�er

conditions were chosen to investigate the cross-over from positive to negative B 2

valuesand to com pare with data available in the literature.

Fig.1 showsthe RID signalm easuring the concentration ofthe eluted protein

versus tim e for representative lysozym e chrom atogram s with Vinj = 20�l. O ne

can seetheretention tim eincreasewith increasing protein concentration,whiletT

rem ainsconstant.

In the size exclusion m ode, the direction of the shift in the retention tim e

with concentration depends on the sign ofB 2. For conditions where B 2 > 0,tr

increaseswith increasingprotein concentration and whereB 2 < 0,tr decreaseswith

increasing concentration. IfB 2 = 0,tr isindependentofconcentration. Previous

studies (Velev et al.,1998,M uscholand Rosenberger,1995,G ripon et al.,1997,

K ulkarni,1999) have shown that B 2 for protein solutions depends on the ionic

strength ofthesolution.

Fig.2 showsthe dependence oflysozym e retention tim es on the injected con-

centration Cinj. The two sets ofdata correspond to di�erent injection volum es

(Vinj):20�land 100�l.Following theprocedureintroduced abovefordeterm ining

theaveragesoluteconcentration in them obilephaseofthem igration zone< Ci> ,

we plot the dim ensionless retention param eter,K D ,versus < Ci > in the insert

ofFig.3. Thisprocedure collapses the data from Fig.2 onto a single curve from

which Vinj has been rem oved as an independentparam eter. At the sm allest con-

centrations in the insertofFig.3,som e non-lineardependence ofK D on < Ci >

can be observed. W e attribute this behavior to errorsintroduced atthe sm allest

signalto noise ratios.W e have notincluded these pointsin our�ts.

In order to extract B 2 from chrom atographic data,one calculates < Ci > by

Eq.9 and then plots lnK D versus < Ci > (1 � K D ) . Following (Nicholet al.,

1978),theslopeofa linear�tto such a plotisthen 2B2N A =M w ,asin Fig.3.

The protein concentration range typically used to m easure B 2 by light scat-
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tering is approxim ately 0 < Ci < 30 m g/m l, (Velev et al., 1998, M uscholand

Rosenberger,1995).In ourSEC m easurem entsthe protein concentrations< Ci>

eluting from the colum n,correspond to precisely the sam e range,although the

injected concentrations are m uch higheras show in Fig.2. Even with these high

concentrations,we neversaturated ourcolum n.Such high injected concentrations

m ay not be accessible for other protein system s,and m ay in fact be avoided by

em ploying largerinjection volum es,asshown by the Vinj = 100�ldata in Fig.2.

In Fig.4wecom pareourB 2 resultsforBSA from pulseSEC and thoseobtained

by (Nicholetal.,1978)using frontalchrom atography. O urresultsshow the sam e

slopeforlnK D asafunction of< Ci> (1� K D )asthoseobtained by(Shearwin and

W inzor,1990),which m eansthe B 2 valuesare the sam e. The solution conditions

forthe two data setsdi�er,butotherstudies(G eorge and W ilson,1994,M oon et

al.,2000) have shown thatB 2 forBSA isinsensitive to m any changesin solution

conditions untilcrystallizing conditions are approached. Therefore we expect to

m easure a sim ilarvalue ofB 2. W e m easured di�erentvaluesofKD than those in

(Shearwin and W inzor,1990)sim ply becausewe used a di�erentcolum n.

In orderto furthervalidatetheextraction ofB 2 from sizeexclusion chrom atog-

raphy (SEC),wecom pareourresultstothoseobtained by lightscattering in Fig.5,

and in Table1.Fig.5 showsthedependenceofthesecond osm oticvirialcoe�cient

on solution ionic strength (added NaClconcentration) for lysozym e. O ur data

agrees quantitatively with those previously obtained over a wide range ofionic

strengths. Table 1 com pares A 2 values obtained in a di�erent bu�er,Potassium

Phosphate 50m M pH 6.2.Forthisbu�erourSEC m easurem entsofA2 also agree

with thosefrom lightscattering in theirsign.Thedi�erencesin m agnitudecan be

attributed to system atic errorsassociated with lightscattering and SEC m easure-

m ents ofA 2,not statisticalvariation. Note that previously published results for

A 2 from various groups,as shown in Fig.5,di�er by as m uch or m ore than the

values shown in Table 1. These results illustrate the ability ofSEC to track the

evolution ofprotein interactionsfrom netrepulsive A 2 > 0 to attractive A 2 < 0.
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C onclusion

W e have adapted the idea of(Nicholet al.,1978) and present m easurem ents of

protein second virialcoe�cients using the standard practice ofsize exclusion liq-

uid chrom atography,thereby reducing thecostin tim eand m aterialofperform ing

B 2 m easurem ents for protein solutions. After calculating the protein concentra-

tion in the solute zone,ourresultsagree with those previously obtained using an

independentm ethod,lightscattering,in a num berofotherstudies.
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A 2(10
� 4m lm ol/g2)

NaCl(m M ) From SEC From LS

0 2.4 1.8

50 1.6 -

150 -1.0 -1.4

Table 1:Com parison ofsize exclusion chrom atography (SEC)and lightscattering (LS)

m easurem entsofthe second virialcoe� cients(10� 4 m l m ol/g2)forlysozym e in Potas-

sium PhosphateBu� er50 m M ,pH=6.2,atvariousadded NaClconcentrations.
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Figure1: Lysozym echrom atogram sforVinj= 20�land di� erentinjected concentrations

(Cinj) as indicated next to each curve. The average concentrations < Ci > used in

the analysis in Fig.3 are dash -0.74 m g/m l,points -1.72 m g/m l,dash and points -

2.20 m g/m l,long dash -2.68 m g/m l,long dash and points-3.08 m g/m l. The vertical

linem arkstheretention tim eforthem ostdilutesam ple(notshown).Theretention tim e

tr isthetim ecorresponding to thepeak oftheconcentration pro� le(Cm ax)and increases

with increasing concentration.Theretention tim eofcom pletely included m olecules(the

\total" volum e) is m arked as tT and is caused by the bu� er. The retention tim e of

com pleted excluded m olecules (the \dead" volum e) was t0 = 6:07 m in (not shown in

� gure). Note thatCm ax and < Ci > are sim ilar. The bu� erisSodium Acetate,50m M ,

pH 4.7.
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Figure2:Lysozym eretention tim esversusinjected concentrationsfortwo injection vol-

um es.Seta :Vinj= 20�land setb:Vinj= 100�l.Bu� er:Sodium Acetate 50 m M pH

4.7.
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Figure 3: lnK D vs. < Ci > (1 � K D )(m g/m l) for lysozym e as in Eq.5. The insert

is a plot ofK D vs. < Ci >(m g/m l),where m ultiple curves from Fig.2 with di� erent

injected volum escollapseafterrecalculatingthesoluteconcentration in them obilephase

ofthe m igration zone asin Eq.9. Bu� er: Sodium Acetate 50 m M pH 4.7,black dots:

Vinj= 100�l,open circles:Vinj= 20�l.

14



Figure 4: Com parison ofsize exclusion chrom atography (SEC)and frontalchrom atog-

raphy m easurem ents forBSA.Open diam onds: BSA in Sodium Acetate 20m M ,NaCl

0.18M ,pH=4.6,A 2 = 1:9� 10� 4 m lm ol/g2 (Shearwin and W inzor,1990).Black points

are forBSA in Potassium Phosphate 50m M ,pH=6.2,A 2 = 2:0� 10� 4 m lm ol/g2. In-

jected concentrationsare 1.14,4.85,10.05,15.0,20.7,25.27,30.44,40.72,50.99 m g/m l.

Injection volum esareforsquares:2�l;stars:10�l;triangles:40�l;diam onds:100�l.
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Figure5:Com parison ofsizeexclusion chrom atography (SEC)and lightscattering m ea-

surem entsforlysozym e.A 2(10
� 4 m lm ol/g2)versusNaClconcentration.Bu� er:Sodium

Acetate 50 m M pH 4.7. The SEC m easurem entsare denoted by open pentagons. The

data for0,100,200,and 300 m M NaClwere taken on a TSK colum n,and the data for

400m M NaClwaswith aYM C colum n.Therem aining data com esfrom published light

scattering data. Black diam onds: (Gripon et al.,1997),black triangles: (Velev et al.,

1998),black stars:(Kulkarni,1999),black rectangles:(M uscholetal.,1995)
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