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BE DB ALY ALEE(Cu,SOD, n=1 ~4)VENEF 4B CuZnSOD AL R — BB | BIF5E T HAE 4
SRE T (Mg ", Mn®*) 7E T IS LR WZL DNA B35, JE5 CuZnSOD FiH %L SOD(apoSOD) #EAT
T, S5RFW, 78 Mg 8 Mn® * fE7E T, Cu, SOD Wi DNA 1975 14 % T CuZnSOD H apoSOD, FH DNA
MM BEESZ M & B S TR | pH R vk B AE T R Y . AE XIS KB 1 SR e S R R
Cu,SOD Wi%d DNA AYAHX}§E F13% Cu, SOD < Cu,SOD =~ Cu,SOD < Cu,SOD [ FFAE 1k,

4" CuZnSOD; Cu,SOD; JKf#; DNA ML

RESES 0614 XEEFRIRES A XEHE  0251-0790(2007)02-0212-05

M ALY AL B (CuZnSOD) I IZA74E Tl M ZFh e B AL S0, FE IR &5
B FAL SRR, BRI S T E R RS B AN Y CuZnSOD &4 TR
32000 (P[RR SR AK, R ERARSE & —4 Cu Fl—A> Zn.

WS AR P BE O R B ALAE (ALS) e —Fh B O M 2B AT PSR, BB . T+ A B h iz sh
WA TTE BRI, FFR RN, 5 ALS MRH IAE 7T RE SR IAEAERY CuZnSOD 282814 X6, Horp
ALAR R S 28R Y BTN CuZnSOD 2878 1 5 8032 2h il 2GR L M WLER R 5 48, (] DLy
S, ARG R G R TR T ALSY S KA.

Dowjat'”", Ling *' Fl Wang"*) 24238 T CuZnSOD W54 DNA, Mg FII A3 73X Flt DNA W47
P AT LE R EH, CuZnSOD Fl apoSOD FE M4 J&E B+ (Mg®* il Mn’* 45 ) f74F N B A % IR
WTE, KRR AR S BT DNAYY . 5380, DA Py n] BE AT TR B A 42 T B AL I ( Cu, SOD,
n=1~4)1EN CuZnSOD ZAF A — R R 1 AT R B, 76 H,0, 1748 B EZK M A PiFh ik
W% DNA. AR SCAFSE T Cu,SOD 7 MM & B E T (Mg™ ", Mn® ") fE7E FIKTZ4 DNA APk, 255360,
Mg * 5 Mn®* f77E F Cu,SOD LR A b2 Wi DNA, H W3R L CuZnSOD Hl apoSOD B

1 SEEESY

1.1 XFI 5

A 1 e 2 R S A ) B AR R T8 (Roche A H] ), UKL pBR322 DNA (TaKaRa A7) , ADNA(_i4E
FNT]), UK IR BE (Promega A H] ), HLIK EAEGE A & 0.2 mol/L B EDTA | JUd 73 %0k
0. 25% FITRB W J2 0. 25% B —H RS FF 19 30% B9 H K. el st , Wi i i
SR E B FKBCH.

DYY-II4 BRI 3KAN (AL ZLA—ALES) ) & Bio-Rad #EE 4% 53 M 2 4t ( Bio-Rad Laboratories, Inc. ).
1.2 $E@ENYWELE(Cu,SOD) K Hl &

Wikl IE SOD #4518 McCord F1 Fridovich- ™' H23E B i A, R IROE I 0 22 Cu A1 Zn B &
. KIS apoSOD Hf#AE pH =5. 5, 0. 25 mol/L BYEEERENZE shil i, 203N 1 ~ 4 % apoSOD JEE/R
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HHICuSO, , HEIELLH Cu,SOD ",
1.3 ZHE£EBEFHE Cu,SOD K% DNA HIiE M

1] 10 pL 20 mmol/L pH =7. 4 f# Tris-HCl ZZ 41 (% 4 pumol/L Cu,SOD & 0 ~30 mmol/L Mg’ * 5%
0 ~20 mmol/L Mn** ) Il A 17. 4 pwmol/L( fRFEXTHe B ) ADNA, F-37 CAHIRS N 60 min. JIA 2 pL H
WK ERER MW, T 0 CLab RN, FBE R 0. 8% SR M &EE T 80 V HLIK 90 min, FH 0.5
pe/mLIR LEEGL (e, 4T Bio-Rad Hif& 531

] 10 L 20 mmol/L pH =5. 0 MYBAFRENZE WP (% 5 mmol/L Mg** #10. 67 umol/L Cu,SOD, 5 0.5
mmol/L Mn** 1 0. 33 wmol/L Cu,SOD) H1 /I A 17. 4 pmol/L pBR322 DNA, F 37 °CHE SN 0 ~ 40
min, %% M4 JREGE Cu,SOD Wi DNA K76 .

1] 10 wL 20 mmol/L pH =5. 0 MIESFRENZE 1k ( % 5 mmol/L Mg”* F10 ~0. 67 pmol/L Cu,SOD, 5
0.5 mmol/L Mn** 10 ~0. 33 pmol/L Cu,SOD) H1Jil A 17. 4 umol/L pBR322 DNA, F 37 CfH il 2 i 60
min, %% Cu,SOD Wi%d DNA 4 AH X M.

1.4 pH Xf Cu,SOD #7Z DNA B0

] 10 wL 20 mmol/L A[H] pH AYZE M (pH =4. 0 ~5. 6 [UESEREN, pH =6.0 ~7.0 ) Mops, pH =
7.5 ~10. 04 Tris-HC1, % 5 mmol/L Mg** #10. 67 wmol/L Cu,SOD, 5 0.5 mmol/L Mn>* 1 0. 23 pwmol/L
Cu,SOD) H Al A 17. 4 wmol/L pBR322 DNA, F 37 C1HIFJZ )Y 60 min.

1.5 Cu,SOD #7% DNA Mizh /1%

1.5.1 R F#EFREHEME 770 pL 20 mmol/L pH =5. 0 MIFERR AN ZE ik (& 5 mmol/L Mg>* Fl
0.33 pmol/L Cu,SOD, 5 0.5 mmol/L Mn** #10. 1 wmol/L Cu,SOD) F il A 17. 4 wmol/L pBR322 DNA,
F 37 CHEERN, FFES min BUE 10 WL SOV, A 2 wL B3k EREZZ R, T 0 °C &b
1.5.2 KK H¥ELE ([ 10 wL 20 mmol/L pH =5. 0 AYREEFRENZE ik (& 5 mmol/L Mg** £ 0. 33
pmol/L Cu,SOD, B 0.5 mmol/L Mn** f10. 1 pmol/L Cu,SOD) HJIA 0 ~48 pmol/L [ pBR322 DNA,
T 37 CHEER B 60 min.

2 #RE5WHE

2.1 Cu,SOD Hy#|&

TES R TE ZF T 18] apoSOD W PRI Zn®* Fil Cu®* 1), 4 @B TR S vk A4 H I R &5
AU A o’ R, R Co’ AR Zn’ T I RIRGE AL, I3RS Cu,SOD (n =1 ~
4) M43 cu®t BEA SOD BTEPER, BOX R SOD BRI T LIS EC R MK T
2.2 :151\%%%_%7%&% Cll,,SOD H‘ﬁg‘% DNA H"]iﬁ'& c(Mg* ) (mmolL™: C 002051 2 51015 20 30

TE Mg " 5 Mn® " 77, Cu,SOD Fl Cu,SOD W%
ADNA PIEREMEEE R UK N 1 R, S5 s, 3
M Cu, SOD ANHEWTZE DNA, fin A Mg** B¢ Mn®* 7] 375
HWT 2 DNA A9, Mg”* FEARHE EE R XF Cu, SOD Cu:SOD
2 DNA BT ALPE RS , fERH I A HIBO, B e ymmol L)
HEVREE 9 (5 £2) mmol/L; Mn®* 7E55 5 1 ¥ FE i [l

CuSOD

C 00050105 1 2 5 10 15 20

(0.5 ~20 mmol/L) B EAT SRITALMET , i FLIG fLik Cusop
R T Mg™ .
£ Mg™* B0 Mn®* F24E T, Cu,SOD Wi % pBR322 CusSOD
DNA R, &FIE L DNA (sc, MIE; oc, BT, Fig.1 Gel clectrophoresis results of ADNA

lin, i) A& BER R A9 28k a0 2 7R, Mg®* #F 17.4 pmol/L ADNA was incubated with 4 pwmol/L Cu, SOD
EEM‘, ﬁﬂ%ﬁ}% DNA é“%ﬁﬁ}iﬂjﬁﬂ“lﬁ]ﬁﬁﬁ{ﬁ?jﬁlj\, @E (n=1,3) and 0—30 mmol/L Mg?>* or 0—20 mmol/L
] é\iﬁﬁﬁ-ij{ , {Ei&ﬁ%Afﬁﬁ/}fﬁ ILH }ﬂ’ Mn2* ﬁj{ﬁrj‘ Mn?* for 60 min. C is DNA control.
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Fig.2 The time dependences of DNA cleavage with plasmid
DNA as substrate
(A) 5 mmol/L Mg**, 0.67 pmol/L Cu,SOD, (B) 0.5 mmol/L

Mn?* | 0.33 pmol/I Cu,SOD. C is DNA control.

RN A —J7 T T RESE BT Mg?* S DNA H945-4 500 7 Cu,SOD 5 DNA Y454, B — 7
AIRESE H T ad i Mg AR B8 ol AN B R, AT sE e T R kAR A, AR BT
(Mn**) R[5 [ f) N7/NH, JE R R OGE AR, IWIMBEIR T AT Skt ™, 3 Mo 5t
Cu,SOD W% DNA HA7 558 i 6 AL A H.

2.3 Cu,SOD W% DNA B33 E %

FE L5 mmol/L Mg” " 5% 0. 5 mmol/L Mn®* f#7E ¥, 60 min P¥ 17. 4 wmol/L HIZHEE XA pBR322
DNA 545678 Ayl 11 N2 M B 20 75 B2 04 Cu, SOD il B oA — /> g AR X 306 7 50057, FH ) 4% 8 028 e
pBR322 DNA [ 43 & &% Cu, SOD W EEAER, i #1753 245 Fl SOD 7% pBR322 DNA (1448 % i 1 1 4
Pa(F1). 5K, Cu,SOD KA X35 1 B 2 b CuZnSOD Fl apoSOD By K, SBLUN T A8 fb LAt .
Cu, SOD < Cu,SOD =~ Cu,SOD < Cu,SOD. XFPHLGULH] Cu, SOD Wr%d DNA /)2 5 H & Cu,SOD 7 X
S, X AT R AOLE SR T Cu, SOD AYSS MY, M-S0 M A 22 1.

Table 1 Relative enzyme activity of CuZnSOD, apoSOD and Cu,SOD( pmol/L)

Metal ion CuZnSOD apoSOD Cu, SOD Cu, SOD Cu;SOD Cu, SOD
Mg?* (5 mmol/L) 7.2 4.0 1.3 0.72 0.62 0. 68
Mn?* (0.5 mmol/1.) 0. 56 0.45 0. 40 0.43

2.4 pH 3 Cu,SOD % DNA BIS00
7E Mg®* 5 Mn®* fE1E T, Cu,SOD 1E pH =4. 6 ~8. 0 3 B P #RHE U2 kit 24 125 pBR322 DNA, fid&
pH 45.0+0.5(&3).

0.28 (A) 0.20 (B)
—e- Cu:SOD ) l

T 021 -=- Cu:SOD = 0I5 _\ —e- Cu;SOD
= == Cu;SOD = === Cu:SOD
T —a= Cu,SOD 0 —+- Cu:SOD
2 0.14F 2 olo0f
5 0.14 5 1 —a- Cu,SOD
g g
S 007 s 005F

0.00 000 ¥ —
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Fig.3 Plots of average rates(v) as functions of pH in the presence of 5 mmol/L Mg’* (A)
and 0. 5 mmol/L Mn’* (B)

I Cu,SOD Wr%¢ DNA NP B AR o X pH AR R TS A WA S0 (18 3), &S
“ZE-RPE AT BRI R A (2) 45 E. EBIRR Z R R Y E AR RS T, -
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YR A EAWIA TR RS a3 A, S0 A 2) G LIRS R TS5 Cu,SOD
WrZd DNA S i8] & FEMR AR FE 1 pK, (E (£ 2).

11 kK(O-a (1)
v v ' ([HY] +ak,)
pK,, +pK,, =2pH,, (2)

A, o' #pH,, S35 v-pH I ZAE w1 6 X5 Y SO 3 32 pH, o R v-pH fTZRBAR 5 B0 F 5 X 0z
BRI, K, , K, 7000 02 5858 DNA SN A AT B 220 A TR 55 6 Ay I 1A 00 % AR P ) 5 ) R 00
RS H R pK, TE3.70 ~4.28 Z i), pK, 7E 6.06 ~6.50 Z [0, 53] 5 KA & MR M4 B-COOH (pK,, =
3. 86) FIAL Z MR M EE DK FE (pK, =6. 00) A FULAR: 250 B, H 4R CuZnSOD 1 SR S5/ K v DL
2|, {7 F CuZnSOD i HAHAR T (Y 2H 2R Fl R 4 Z AT His19 Hl Asp96, B His118 Fl Asp122/Asp123,
R0 T CuZnSOD B B-Hr8 F L, e (i TREEEIA L. H T el 3R b 65 1 fi fop ) 5% 3 1) 1
Cu,SOD Al 1 HLfuf Y DNA 454, L HEN 25 Cu,SOD WiZd DNA S Y 2 3% % 7] fE J& His118 A0l
Aspl22/Aspl23.
Table 2 The pK, values of the relevant residues at the hydrolytic sites of Cu,SOD to pBR322 DNA

cleavage reactions in the presence of 5 mmol/L Mg** or 0. 5 mmol/L Mn**

Metal ion pK Cu,; SOD Cu, SOD Cu;S0D Cu, SOD
Mg?* pK,, 3.86 3.77 3.88 3.70
pK,, 6.34 6.43 6.32 6.50
Mn?* pK,, 4.01 4.14 3.87 4.28
pK,, 6.39 6.06 6.33 6.12

Table 3 Kinetic parameters of DNA cleavage by Cu,SOD in the presence of 5 mmol/L
Mg** or 0.5 mmol/L Mn’

Metal ion Kinetic parameter CuZnSOD apoSOD Cu;SOD Cu,SOD Cu3SOD CuySOD
Mg®* ki /min ! 6.9x107°  1.2x10°2  1.4x10"%2  1.8x1072 2.9x1072 2.0x107?
K,/(umol - L") 37 58 29 40 41 49
Vi (mol + L1+ min~") 5.2x1077  7.6x1077  7.4x1077  1.5x107®  1.6x10°¢ 1.5x10°¢
k,,,/min ! 1.56 2.3 2.24 4.24 4.82 4.57
ko * Kg'/(L - mol ™! « min~") 0.4 x10° 0.4 x10° 0.8 x10° 1.1x10° 1.2 x10° 0.8 x10°
Mn?* & /min~' 5.75x107%  1.2x1072 1.4x1072 1.9x1072  2.1x1072 1.9x1072
K,/ (pmol - L™") 69 73 76 76 82 79
Via/ (mol « L™+ min ") 1.3x107%  1.8x107% 2.0x107% 2.2x107% 2.8x107% 2.4x1076
k,,/min ! 13.3 18.4 20 22.5 27.6 24.1
ko + Ky'/(L - mol™" « min~") 1.93 x10° 2.52x10° 2.63 x10° 2.9 x10° 3.4 x10° 3.1x10°
2.5 Cu,SOD % DNA B3I 1% 16[" * holoSOD
T & N *apo
21 Wr 4 pBR322 DNA Jz i ff Cu,SOD A9 ik b +Cu,SOD
S, Vi — = [ »Cu,SOD
FE, BRI R BT DNA. Bl —S7 R 8 ) E [ owsoD
SENF S 4R BUEAT AR FE | 155 pBR322 DNA Hii#E 2 3 gf «CusSOD *
TR 2 A8 Ry it LI 5B SR R H 45k, (3 3). 3
ky (R/INEEE Cu, SOD FHAf B 00 15 i 422 =4 5
B ™ M. Cu,SOD < Cu,SOD =~ Cu,SOD < A , l , ,
Cu.SOD J:H}KEEﬁiFEEX‘T Cu SOD Hfﬁ%% pBR322 DNA 0.05 Ii.(ll} 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20
3 . n

[S]7'/AL-pmol ™)
b5 ALK M4 32 fA
FADAINEZIPAE 5 C/ptiRp g LB L ’ L =l ’ 28K} Fig.4 The double reciprocal plots for Kkinetic data

KRR (K 4), MENETFEN I 048 pmol/L pBR322 was incubated with 0.33 pmol/L
SR T3 3. Cu,SOD for 50 min in the presence of 5 mmol/L Mg?* .

MK ECH B K AL S Bk, /K, 0T W, 78 M 4@ 3 Cu, SOD Wi DNA S o il -5
) DNA BEAIPERSS , Wigd DNA WEVERLAR. A0 HEM R B A Al GEIRAR IR . B 4% Cu,SOD 5 DNA 4%
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B RBE-IE Y EZ AW, RIG AW, — MR RES SRR XL Mg F1 Mn® " f£7E Y
Bk, Mg’ R TE5E i/, 10 Ma®* SR TR 2GS/, SRZE5 02 Mn®* fF7EF Cu,SOD Wi
DNA (TGS . b, KRSl 25 B AR 0 106 e B 5w B ke, AR — B, 5 Cu® " R
JoKe, AIHEM Cu,SOD Wi%d DNA nffERZ SOD A, Cu®* J Mg 5 Mn® W RIVE FH Y 25
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Divalent Metal Ion-activated DNA Cleavage Activity of Copper
Superoxide Dismutase

ZHOU Ruo-Yu', HAN Ying-Chun', JIANG Wei', YANG Hao', LIU Chang-Lin>"
(1. Department of Chemisiry, Huazhong University of Science and Technology, Wuhan 430074 ; 2. Key Laboratory of Pesticide &
Chemical Biology, Ministry of Education, Central China Normal University, Wuhan 430079, China)

Abstract The study examined the DNA cleavage activity mediated by each member of the Cu®* -containing
forms of CuZnSOD( Cu,SOD, n =1—4) in the presence of exogenous Mg’ or Mn>*. The result indicates that
upon addition of Mg** or Mn>*, Cu,SOD can more efficiently cleave DNA via a hydrolytic pathway compared
with its holo- and apo-forms. The factors, such as exogenous divalent metal concentration, pH and enzyme
concentration, can affect the DNA cleavage activity. We also measured the relative enzyme activity and the
steady state kinetic parameters of the DNA cleavage reaction, indicating that the DNA cleavage activity is in-
dependent of Cu’" number in Cu,SOD, and increased in an order of Cu,SOD < Cu,SOD =~ Cu,SOD <
Cu,SOD.

Keywords CuZnSOD; Cu,SOD; Hydrolysis; DNA cleavage
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