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USA)Z} 6x histidine tagged EK¢] histidine 2715 Alo]9] 13} AEL o] &3 Y
7} native EKE glyoxyl-Sepharose Ao F-fZA%3s= F 7}?<] W8 A=l
Native EKZ glyoxyl-Sepharose 2ol ¥ Z3ste WHE WS pHE 4~11714
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ZZ7d A 3A17F B¢t 252 S A ZAY EK7F A 3FE glyoxyl-Sepharose+=
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Ao A3 W)E dASE 50 mM Tris-HCI(pH 8.0) W3 oA 22 7]2
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Ao 2 ¥ A9E B-naphthylamide®] H4 ¥-g-& T3 2 s=o ¥ EK9 &
e 235 ( & 7138 g 44 EK9 1A3tE EKE 9 3% WHe
2 Ad ¥2S A|Z o1 SDS-PAGE 18% Z 3} SigmaScan Pro(SPSS Inc., Chicago,
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Table 1. Comparison of enterokinase refolding yield

GuHCI Refolding yield of enterokinase (%)
concentration Soluble EK Soluble EK Ni-affinity Covalent
™) (6x His tag) (native form) bonding
2 - - 50 84
4 - - 69 100
6 35 38 70 100
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Figure 1. Comparison of EK immobilization and unit at each pH.
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Figure 2. Comparison of EK immobilization yield and activity yield at each pH.
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Figure 3. Activity comparison of soluble EK and immobilized EK at small and

substrate concentration.
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