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R  HREINZZGURITHERFEN-FAABRELAENNEARAE, vHERK
BEPERETDHLE ST K, EORRBARGHAE. EERNETHEINLEDELER
HEREEWEAA Y, EHNFONELARTHEFHERARK M EHARBE X BN RRSE W
Wl RASTFIREATNAUNEFS B EARA R LF RN ELARKRLED, BT HFR
B 2EAWEREMEYEHFEZ AN XATEER. XTE4RNAFEERTEILEAN
BHREMBRAPFTTREGTEER, HREKKLREARE.

KBkl i FEILTA BREM HTFIE

R CAraneida) B2 5] 24 VR ¥k iy “fRI 287
MoEmET MERZ, RE “EUWN ZEE
293 A UL, S Z2E R PUKRETI R
HEH G E T — A, BHME GBS L,
ERNERR I EERERTEENRREA RS Y.
o S EYL P AR BEE AT Y. E BORUL
R R R R, AAREENNAMEDY. AT
HmaE g v — H 2 BB AR L. SRR E R
BoARat, £REFEEES RS, Bk
HEHFE. mMAE WK EbEREL %, #
SR 2 AT B, BT ERFSEAR
SRRk A RREFIZERHITY. FHd
A HFT R B IR MR AR (Ook s Mk 22, (B
@t MEM T 2 E AN EEMG T
I RA RN, BHE R AT 2 AR AR E TRk
e B 4 . Lazaris % B R Sh A8 A4 i AR
B RIRM R 2 5 Ve 2T 4, T s &£ 5| 45
FI BRI T Dy RE R E Z (M A S R B8 T 2

2004-10-20 U FE, 2004-12-11 WriEh s

0. A SR Sk 22 R RE T3
1 A5 E Ay TR

IR A | 22 R o W T R IR O AE R b B A I
PEHER . B/ LIBRR R F B4 2 OO0 T LB —
HESREMNERRAHE S, H-ReRzE
EIEE2 0P as B2 R X T I AR 4 NibR
Ji. BATEA B T ERE D 3 BN R sk e 11 &
|2 EANEERTI, RWNENRARTH4L
SRR EINLEARNKH T EREERNTI,
HENEZBTHE N E N AR (Al KFEH R
B (Gly) K4 & T, 1 C oo AR FHAEEET
FIE . - FFEAREKNFEG L ED AR
MRARAEVRMES, WERE—FHES%kMES %4
EAENFIIEBEE -EmES, ARFE—EHENA
A AN HI B T BT B L HESIUT bR
ekt —FEMEIL(E D, EAEFENSEM®E.
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U37520
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M92913
U47855
U47856
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AF441245

M37137
AY061814
37520
U20329
M92913
U47855
47856
1120328
AF441245
003848

“!QGPGQQ PYGAGAS e ~A{

SQIPS GPGY
G SGOAGPGVRY-~
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03847

M37137
AY061814
U37520
120329
M92913
U47855
U47856
20328
AF441245
103848

03847

& 1
AY061814.

Ala #l Gly 81K, FHFEELHER(Cys) . HE®
(His), WHRER (Met)EEE 79 TR D i & 5
WM. RER CRMIEEEFINE S HTE,
BEEEERFERNAT CRMANEERET 21
AR, MATaEEE EENIEMR, 1 CHy

?1994-2018 China Academic Journal Electronic Publishing House. All

1RIE 7 GenBank B REE 5 DNA FEFIFTHME 11 K| LBLESEBREF N LB
Hod U47855 1 U47856 SI’E B Araneus diademarus .
AF441245., U37520, U20329, U03848, M292913 1 M37137 3¢ 5 Nephila clavipes

U03847 F1 U20328 3£ 8 Araneus bicentenarius, M

B EERSFH) Cys TREE T fES 5] E T8 —H gk ny
SEEEYY; CUnB A E R E KT BE N T &5 2%
HEANESES, XESG 2RI BAEENE L.
B ZBFANRERER S BERHE Ala XA
B Gly REZBMIRIE. B Ala RUEZ R Ala(An) &

rights reserved.  http://www.cnki.net
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FRE, ASLEN GART; EGyXTEAGHE
GGX, GPX, GPGXX (X R H AR (G AR
(PYUAMNY TR IEER) 3 FEST, SRMESIZENR
2 JH] 1) 25 55 35 B AR T axX Se ST A HE S AN A B Y AR
AE. EEMESIZEANS TN, XERFRA
AMERBEFHELE L.

B Ala R FEIFBMB H)ZE (Bsheet), HEITA]
BARMEAE, RTFESZEREHE. &9
Bk ( Nephila clavipes) 23| #2574 20%—30%
PRFRAY Sk, WIS 2 FaE g 2288 B B o (MaSp-
1M MaSp-2) 95 Ala K& B —8. W, B Ala
WFFEFAFEAETEL2ES. HxERES.
NEWELEASEREEA D, MAKRE. &#
P 1 ek EOR 2 B B = E Ala XFTTE B dh
PREERDH, XS —ME R T & Ala X 53
k.

BGly REMOWRLERE &, — BN
GPGXX fRFTBEF A 8 % fs (B-turn), ERIKHY p-turn
NE—HTER T B UEHE (B-spiral) B fe. X B E A
Fy B 1 45 1) T RE R T 42 5] 22 UL ). 1R elastin,
lamprin, gluten %8 & #4198 (1 5 T L A7 781X 2
B, T EL XA FE P B TR A9 4 B i L o ek 22 £ 31
AR BRI K &, Wlin, #EBlZihifh ERY
h35%, EREMAE I NELBEKK GPGXX %
B WERAR R E EEE T 200% . P EDFTE
43 MELSL RN GPGXX HF; M/NERRRZZ
B (<5%), HEAMHRS GPGXX £FM. &
Gly Ky GPX BFEES £ E A4 5 2(MaSp-2)
RN, TEA MM S HE GPGXX M
An EFEZ AL, TR MMEXAAEX
ZA AR, & Gly K5 —1#F GGX /] GBI
g H RIS EY 3y, BB ELE H (31, -helix) o,

2 HEF|LEAMS T8

TERRMFS 2P, BERSTERMEH
TG AT A P BE RO SR, AT 2 PR R R
BRRKGE B S AT A i AT, S T NI BT A X
ARSI BE R T, B Ala KA Ala fF
EFMRES: KD Ala REE A TE B-sheet LI
O R AR, R XV 3 T o v B E i O ELAE B
i, Hhp Ala RIS A LM mER; 50

Ala BETREZMMIEREN pHBHUY. W
Gly RIFABRELINNWICER R “LEL” &
“HUCRET 45t, MESE Ala KR —H&HKAF
MG gk #, AR 4Y Gly % & 3 prsheet UM I
X, MR pEEg 4, NEREARNE Gly Kl
5 i B Y B-sheet B RESHYY; 5 —#4r Gly
T E A 3, helix P15, 4RIEAY 3,-helix ZEEH
oh AT A AR A A A T Y B 1 4 T B0 R X HE B R
3, B — KO RT RE 2 B R 1 X 2 1] B 5T R BA
F, WS 22 PEael™ . o, &gl algEid
FETE/D B B-spiral &#5. HiE, Oroudjev 21
MIBEHEAED 2B E A KT B KL 41 70 IR
TEHEH T IR AR A 5 42 B 1 48 oK 45 4k B ARUZ IR S5 F 1
BE 2): By T35 4% A BARZIRE 1 (| 2
(a)), HPE Ala KB BRH KM Bsheet, & Gly X
WRZEKE “RERMER. EARFEF, BN
sheet Z [A] 9B K A B AR A, X489 T RICKEET
BA, K30 MARAOIRS T LR ST S A I J7
HEFTE A — 0 (B 20b)) 5 A4 A9 SR o #53 fe ot
R BT RN E B, R —ENMHE
P FIW R B S 25 1 HL 7 401 R I 465 4 ) 40 O & 48
(K 2(0)). TEM KL, BHDTIHE Bstrand
Xt Fe. BT SEMEBKMEEIEN, e
sheet BITE L = 2k SRR 4510 MASMHAEAT,. W
Bk 25 2 R R, B Gly K AT i 2k R T

B2 F54EAWBRAKFERIRERER B

() AT ZBEATRMR A REH; (b 230+

BT ARG — LS (D RAM CE MR

B4R KT RNT; (o FFILEETYRM TR
PR LT HE
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AR g AR R A Y, N 3y-helix 3 B-sheet
WA, PERETE SR B B 2 A ANy T IR A8, A
TE T XEMBHHGH. ATEHESI2E0S
KEWE O HBE R E T, Hilt, X #Eug
BY FRAITHE MR RE S LE Q0 THM AT aER
PERIRZR . (H i fr ik — 2B UE L.

3 EPBELNST TR

3.1 #E5|ZBAERBA&RELEMEDPHE
ik

KAREGN2ERNEFH LW EEER, A7
TEM AT RENR - &; 55— FE, XARES
ZEAREENE & G/CHE, ¥ FH mRNA 4
5% % & 4. Arcidiacono HM R KK E T 2
BHNERBE KK KK DNA F B —-TFRE# E
coli A A B K, e B A MR E DNA FTE &
K1.5kb, MAEAXRFEEMMELD. BT
KREF#ERERNAGHNEEEEULE G/C
AT, N B R AL A 5T
MERHEEE, HEMAXAEIIZ2EQREE
E. coli FHYRIEH A4 8. B K LT
RERBERBETAEREEREXESILEY. 5§
KAMENL2EALEMTEML, &RERET
SRHAERZNME . (1) W RBUE ERE RN
T R AR O B R AT AR #E 4 5 20 mRNA
TR R (2) AT DL R R A R R A
Wit & MK EE AT TR
(3) WP H A — i Ik £ Fh AR [ 15 R B 5T
M RSEENXRVI R S 2F A T
HBRMAEESFRKT LATEHEANLE
Fet #1 Prince 220 F1 Lewis 25020 32 48 1L 25 8]
225 B W A 4 MaSp-1/MaSp-2 1 JF )
J A, B OE. coli BB D T IR 2 Mk R T M
EEFER TR 2NN FERE. MHI]%
ARBER TR, 218 KT B A Ry M 7 o5 2wl
WHBEEBUMASNEES T, FEZUERE
MER T RIE AR £ 1B R %0 DNA &,
MITE R EER R KM ESLE[ERN, BEE
E.coli FRZX™BVAMME D, W HEE
BEEWMTFHARE ERIABTARE, 5IESHME

RN IR R B — EFEE R E 4l. Fahnestock
AEMAKEM L, EdEMEERLA T RE
(>300bp) B R B ER /ML, BERET
EGZEHAEE coi 7RI E. EFEkR, RE
¥ETEE coli RIKNFEF|LEH T ERT H M H A
e el BFH E. coli R RIKES L EAFTE
—EeELI B SRR G BT ESIZLERE S Gly
i Ala, FREEBEURSES G/CETE, N2
#ZEHBEEENMAR, KXEMT DNA KF
EREARGR R ILR, W H XM DNA KF |
B 38 1% R 8 M T A U R e TR IR B A 1 R -
WHEEE coli B HRHER XY, BRE4AN
mRNA ZE G BB W &SR, HinT #iFEE
WA AR RS FIN, PR E. coli REBE
& Gly/Ala Wy a2 5| 228 (8t , Gly/Ala B A6 R
IRNAERBILAARE, Bl RER AN E
JlzEEe, EMFEKFLES TEEHRE LS
BB EE, REHMEAREER LS8 “H
MOk, BTN AR RERBET E. coli #% ¥
1 G009 — P P 2E .

MHEEZ T, PEESEREESL2EAN—1
BEFNEEDT. ARMESIZEAENETERES
PR T AOXLI B Z TRRBHKTEREGE D,
BB A B R Ehk, MR B E. (HAE R
, FoBREONRSBMKETREREMNE R K.
o1 1 B 15 B 38 B BN RO T 5 I A0 45 D0 S 1
B, WRER B T W MR A, B BRI o
T, R TREEANRETBU/ N FEEAME
RiEZ. B2, MEYRZERARESHEST
BEH, HRZBHEENRSEAN S TEE R
T/ 5 T ELEE 20 2K 5 49 38 Fi 4 (homogeneity) T
HWR BT A2 B — R A PR

3.2 #EF|ZEAEIABAMRTRFREX
HNTRRMEYRERRENRBRY, AMTHRE
THRF|2EOEGEYMM T HFEE. Lazaris %0
TE T FL 3 W) A M 7R o ek H B R/ (60— 140 k)
HIMBEZE 3] 22 F 9 ADF-3, MaSP-1 #1 MaSP-2, N
Wl FPIESE T 25| 2226 (IR M L3l B AN 2R P 348
TEBEFEMMI. BAWANWHARR T, &
SWHESTEEAQIOMI40kw B4R L K4 F
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F1 WMRFSILEANEHEARE

®xH KiERG BT HRE (kw P SCHER
¢cDNA E. coli BL.21(DE3) 13 4mg/L [23]
a1 E. coil SG13009pREP4 15— 41 15 mg/L (227
& E. coli BL21(DE3) 31/58/112 10mg/g 267
&) E. colr BL21(DE3) 65—163 300 mg/L. [27]
a1 Pichia pastoris YFP5028 65—163 1000 mg/1. [28]
Gl E. coli JM109 10—20 [.2—5.2mg/L [14]
& E. col1 BLR(DE3) 25 20mg/L [24]
& E. coli BLR(DE3) 25 10mg/L [25]
¢DNA E. col: BLR(DE3) 37 20mg/L [28]
=8 E. col1 BL21(DE3) 56 53mg/L [29]
cDNA I 2L 3 4 B 60—140 25 50mg/L [4]

a5 MEM DR 13—100 BEAM Y (31]
&R 1 90/129 80mg/l kg [32]

BEAGOkAHEE, XABERT FEEONE
Ho_REMENFESBEEFENERSIG I TER
HM SR IR T, SRS B REN
IR, o2 AN BEREREN
BR&IC. B —Ff, ERERSTFEERANTRS
WHA TR FRED “BH”, XTEEEHTE
(R3EFR MM R P EBE (RNA FEHFERIL S 1 B3
K E R HEIR.

SMAYRMBYEBE AL, U YIENEY
IR 2% H Xt AN 15 £ T B 5 FRUBEAL Y. Scheller
F1 Piruzian 26 ¥ & W) MaSp-1 £ H H T CaMV
BSPHTFHEFHZTRAMPEMDHRE, o T8N
F MaS p-1 3 A 5% 35 00 %R0 0 8% 2 b & A0
REMHEL. #3LEAEEYRERR TG
B TIERABE. MLAEN, MEEARNRER
MBI AEEEH ST RmMERS . HA,
FEL B X A Al A 1 kg #9828 40 B 0t b 4R 2l F
Somg Ak E ., R RIE G MRS
5| 22 7% R A AR

3.3 FHAIZEORRTERR

TER R LF R R, M HETE R Tk b —
HEREENMAL. BE AT KEZREE#
BRGYHHEARGER, HHEMNFERERD T
FRAEOk. Mk, EEYESREENLERN
LR b, ASRERE TAHES ZEHRE

EARET AR BB IR, IR BARTE B T I & HE AL
BMET -EE524HAER, BFHE TS ER
SRS FHEHZ TR SATRES. BT
HEMERRBEX A 4R EAEHE— PR
. H—H. EREBFEELS RS . EHH%
MIRE L T —EES TES Ala fl Gly 2% A
KBEM-4EASE. BFEACAEREET T &
“nh” R 2T R,

4 BmHZESZEAMIT

HAEGIZEAW RN ERRRA M E 45| 2
ME—4, MENHEIEMRR RS EAE LEAM
THRAES %, HRASEAEREITNG 2R,
TEIBBE F LK RER, SF RN HE 2 M0t
et RE A 5l 2. M, ESI4EA A
P TE T IR A A 7 AR R B R (~5000) 1
SR “RGRBCIRBE T, AR A B T — R
EMEKHWMESE, REEIHL2HEROET
o K A I R R I 1 R R A R B R B A 5
2B T mIERRE LR QNN ES
MO A HER . BRI X — o i RE K 0 M R | 22 A 5
prbTteros] - BLAE 1996 4F Lewis 2550 25 50K 44k
WEHES2EAL 2—4mg/mL MRERETHR,
¥R HE o — 4 23 SEF skt A B EIE R T A
v, AR BREK IR B, TR R 2R
HATERZER A PR, 2EEdS KA%E
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Gl2z Mz Mo, KT Lazans 9 7 8 @) -230%%)
WA G192 B T LA 2 1ol i (19 8 1ok
FAE D20 mame 16 em Y ANAT 28 AR ASE R, )F
VAL S R N A NI CENALIEN R T ) A = R (Vi
(0 pm (2% . JEAMOL . 9 7 BRSSO 5 o SR Ik 22 %
U HBIPER B c & 2 X Ry idag E AL A 9] 42 %
VIR ) PERE KSR AS gl Sz f i i 9 ). IS B
TR S e 22 L RE N o 24 B 8. R e 15 )
LA e by £FAEMY T AL, 9 UL T L BCER 1 2= 0
i 50 b -1 @ﬂ“wHWirmM& Rl . #R
w22 W HLAE R PE . R T2 AL S L A e
mm“wmw<ﬁm&yzww&w_@g
TOYs SO CGW E AR 2 Y 22 IS LA an Y
AL dy o 28, g 80t S0 LR Y
(22 WIng 1) F BUBCHRE T 19 46 00 T re I kT 28
I ok AR 22 08 Fo vy . MR GT#2 I B 5122 I

MR E R S 5050 s (2 i T8 M Cpostspnimg
draw) b F2 07 08 BE b £2 i 22 B 9 . 25 ) ol o D
PEF G R S BRI T (T S0t ]
AT S/ & A Gl o U LN U LR A G S (A
AE SRR PERRL i A £T 4E BLBRAVERE I T 9K 4y
g er 2. nIfB R B I ) - F o i PR . )
IR EA RN S IR TSN R DA GRS R S (TR A4
'ﬁﬂ%ﬁiﬁﬂﬂiﬁ\iwﬁ\fﬁﬁﬁﬂ£ébz<3>&
PR IE ) W (E 15 L. KA A AT Ty
et D9 Dy oK BE T 22 FU A wl 801 JF il T REGb
W Ala X Bsheet g fr ez il f )85 1
i AT 1 22 £T HERG W) PR LB KSRy e s LA MO
fift X} oif 1 W PEBE RS WK B (R 20 B AT 2 22 1L R
R AR (RO RPN B IEER L - S (TE B4 SRl
fE .

*2 EAMFESIZMRAEI LN ML LR

SRE (gpd) BB cgpdn MM Capdd

B e ff 4 8 B H 4
AL i 02 | ED D
L4 42 2 : ;
A A 2 ! 1
R

8495 12,8 19l

N, 860 [0, 8 A
0,615 h3, 2 (I
[T 3876 Tl

SV M 5~ LR s th T &gl 4K
Hﬁ%HJ@%M%ﬂ%“” {H & 78 4 15 B K K
FEG 2L E IR {7 - BRI N T
FET7 X KGR A% S E 22 0% 24 ¥ S b R0 B A4 M 10 56 & e
Z 0GRS T IA B T AT v B ARG AR Gl 22 3L
cDNA PO A ICHE I /b - 3849 . BIE ANt . 4f
FRODR AT Gly IR C 5630 70 10 25 ¥ F ) G 45 4 15
SRRIZ B Yi— i TR i AS B 52 4 107 i
W RG24 bRt R B EIF IR T 4 5 48
w%w&m&u [N bl A ] 22 s e R N
(1 e B R0 1 25 4 55 D) R 1 5% R RO TR A LT LA
Kegfiz? 1.2 (. fe AR R IR it 42 4) #2
HAM) -G MYy 72 B ﬁWWEﬁ~%W%
PERYETAER B 0] BENY . BUIRAT R 2 TP A T4
RN AL RIE. FEL MK, M

VAR RO LAY L AT St

% % X Mk
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