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A A A0 N 2B A (ribosome) £ HCIK)
HREIER S0 TREY (WA Z IR (poly-
peptide chain)), J& A& Ay i 81 25 A 0] /b 1) 4 o SE Al
EEG TR AL ET A EEAE
HER .70 (FR BRI (residue)), 35 10 &5 (it 4>+ 1
BAANAIER B A K. AR FAEAE 20 PPl L IR,
AN RD P 2 S R TR A A 1 B BE b PR R 20 I R Dk 24
FEIR T (sequence), Z MR A ¥RE T H R
[ 118 22 .

U I 22 R RE AT S 8 R A IR = 4 2 ()
Gy T 45K, I H I SR N 1 AR A D g, 3K b
) &5 M TR AR S5 R (native structure). 2% 1 i
FRARAS SE R e ] LU X S i M. i
4R (NMR)126) FIIG il 8% (cryo-electron micros-
copy) "1 ZESZBG 1 AR N LW, Pauling &5 127131
5 HE 11 5T PN A A ) PR R e 85 ) RNy 2 A R
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IERIXEE R S E T X HLLP 1 o F g HU K
FE. A AN, Linderstrom F1 Schellman!'¥ % B
BT A IR A6 A 20 R BT JE R, R E RGN
TG RN . —REER AR, — A
K, ARG AT LA A 4 Fpal 23 )2 ik 1), — g &k
W i . SRR R D S5 h). — g i e
EERZ IR ERIT Y. R L5 e 2 Ik
JRyER AT B RS B 25 4, B FE o BRE (he-
lix)s B J )2 (sheet) R f 454 (turn) 5. 2045
Py R AR B 4 HF T AR AR AN R SRR 1Y) C=0
N—H J ) A BAEH. = Rdme 2> —gs
Ry A 2 1] T B HE A P B ) = 4S5 . SRR
1) = 20 45 R 3 0 AR FE G KA O . U . S
KAS T gk, VU 2 kg dia A [F) B B 5T 22 Ok TR) A
HAEHERRAAGARIDIGREGW 0 TIRA.

ERREG XN & LA S 458 (un-
folded structure). FEALIRAS R LI 28 HE E 4
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EITC A H (random coil) AR A, A R ) (1)
AR AR, BEUR W, AR R AR PEFIFAEE R (40 8M R
R), 2SS EANRAA D) a5 LG
Z IREEAH R 61T H A A AR R A LT,
BT Al 2 B i (1) pHL E AN 8 A B, 24 48 B 1 A
AN BLIE I A ith 44 08200 75 o R4 MRS
T, ZIKEEAS [R1EB 43 2 6] 1 AR EAE 5 25 M- v
Z AVAH ELAE FH 58 4208 2114, SR, R BT 20 Ff
AT A R ) BEA 27 Ja 1 0 2 G RR A1 A, X e Jot
% JJKBE (heterogeneous polypeptide chain) &5 f4) P4 8
FHEAE A 5 5 g5 -3 ) AE ) 5 42 P4, 2
JUR e A AN (R 38 43 2 1] () AH BAE AR A3 58 o5 L3,
DAL 0 26 47 38 28 () B 13 5 45 A G G R it &5 44 B8
BB, S R,
br T RRIFrESMERB LN, 2 EAR
W HAREE R b A g5 4. HA SRR AE 1 v e
AR — RR A IFERAS (molten globule): (1) 3%
RN ET S AE; (2) H REWE
5 RIRAE AU (3) &) P 2d i 1R )
()75 (8] o3 A 1) 505 (4) HIr @AM, 409 N
I (amide) 5 ¥ 2 R &I 1R A8 Hite B T T
HIEAHEE 224 B A GG (5) P IHAL ML S
ZI SR T ol SIE S a8 %
(6) WA/ LTS A R H B A HE
P EE (nonco-operative), H RIS /4T 8 25 45 44 2 [H]
(1) 4 e 2218 H LA W ETE (co-operative) 227241,
HARIRE N, SEA KBTS

GE R AR h RARAS G, U;&W*EFE’JQE%IJJE&,
JX/I\ MRERCN AT S BT S AR ARS
gif e m e P Sl B & L KRR
¥ (W2 E A (multi-domain protein)) 14T S
R E s ML R A S5 (WK 1), TN E )
SRR LSBT RIRE R 851 AR

K1 AR RERET L ES (U). Pl I) MK
RE (N) dil AR gl BREARD T RA
X R R &z (), MaAs i ad i
REPFBRE (U) Mrad (N) 2 &R

WA TS A R, RS AR R
A AN pH AR IR DS OL T, T RARE
iR R BTy Tl s R A LTS (unfold) IR
%. ) I, G S v 4 A Fe v, B AE A Ak A (n
UG E AT T), ARV KR A RS T (X
B R EIR KB ERRE O e g SR i &, I
SEAT M BN AH A 1 R ARAS i #) 25-261 BLAE 19 i
40 30 fEAR, Iﬂ%%?&ﬁﬁ:ﬁﬁﬂﬁ H A2 P
(denaturation) &2 M\ '5& % A7 3> 45 1) [n] K24 B > 45 1)
(1 A 271 [RL I, AT I &30 1 T &6 R A0 R A
APEE, BeS B R T S B R ARAS A 28290,
20 4 70 448,  Anfinsen 25 [25-26] 38 1o A% Wi % 182
) 224 B4 S LR LW, HARM KRS
SR AE T I IR, RARA S Ry A T
?&ﬁ@&}? B RIS VA B3 IJH: HABRASE
FEAEDM T B R P21, B & e & KAEAELE
YR N TC oK. ek B L IR e 81 2 A R E R
JoT = A ) S5 A, 3 v R SRR AR AR AN S T
XA A AT A 2L T
5t 54 22 R0 45 Ry FUATE 5T, T B g3 il
T 2 BT 1RG0 2 A RS, R
LT 3 R BIR (%) b G & B9,

EF hEFMEI HFRILE B
L 4iil )y

WO . B B E S WA S

RO fER. RAWHER OFHGRE

WS & % %

W E MRS

Yy R
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(relaxation)

vl )y 2% (statistical thermodynamics) ¥ #4
T E gt I ARE KR, N5 T (J:?)
SR R E AR T WA R R, AR BT e B
E’Jﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁ/ﬁﬂ*ﬁ A SORE B A A T B
FEHRGLK, U8 el ) & 2 S AT AT I ZE v A
Ty, FRER VT ARIC R R S A g B R
1 RE KR .
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2 EBRRINEEEARRR

AW AR I DNA/RNA 5t 4 5 1 35 DR 3Rk
AAL A 2 T 8 B RS R R IR 41, 1 AE
IR 2 INBEM = 4E s M 45 0. R, K ) &=
BERRAIF A WP e sE T Ak LA &5 K b AH B4t (com-
tact) AL HAEH MBI (pattern), X AR5
(nonlocal) [JAH B4 F 520 T &8 5t (K 47 5 ol B2
SR P A5 B BRSNS SRR 1Y) <350,
THP 38 2 0] 5 E T A% B R Y. R &R, MR LR T
I R B S IR R R A R AR I, R BT AR S IR
SERI AR, I 9k AT LW DI RE, X0 PR
HEAG LR R B O B S ERIT A E 5 T
BT R A AR, P A B S i <K
FR — 8 A A AR S R 22 i) 1) B R ) 5 LA
JR R HEF H. 56 28 5 1R e 20 i A o g 2R
P50 (8] = YE 25 4 R RIE 7, B AR R 2 1 B dr 23 1l

;E@” .

AT B A 3 AN T L
(1) E AT &R S0 8, B 7 A A
N & IR ¥ 1) IG5 FE T RS E A7 AR I R IR S Ei
(2) & H BT B3 ) 2 ) 8, BIAR O I o e
1B AR PR IR B TR S5 15 (3) B A A A T
IR v 5 i ), B RN ER 1 R 2R IR ) A
HY R TIGIN HE R AR A A 1 TS (R 5 . o8 A B X
3 A At T R ) 4 2% H AR

IR SCHI B R WL N, HAR FAFAE “W) 58
REE, WEH AR B SEP IR B R R
LA ks E i, R A A AR R
B8 3 4, 318 AN IR () = 4 ) 45 4. 75 B ARk
FERBEAL IS 3 ISR &, D 10l A2 4 Al PR &
MIER AT AW D fg, & A PR IER P 545 8] A
Wi fl B384 R T8 s 2 IR IR IR P A 2 )5, 46
e 3T B 1K B0 75 2 R R B g 21 A 2 2 g BE
o AR ARG ) L BE A A 45 R A
LA B S0 AN T A RE, SE B 1 5 R R AR AT
G 3i0EY/BL T Be R T R T - = S e L A
AT W BIPIRES, A7 7 25 Bl 2 FE K 2 1A 45 4. 2
PEIN FORNEEE AR N A1 W f T E N
(ensemble), 7EVA W AE— M 45 1) 1 BURE AR 55 08 B
Gibbs H HIAEIRESAT K. PrBid b, siKIERI7E
TR T A AR AR, Al H AR P T B, T
I R AT 70 1 55 Y 0 fl T B 2D, X LB L G
R H AT &R Gibbs H g FEAK. L,

IO REA I, AR E AR, (R
AT Bt —A A e TR R B

R A 2o 4 Bk FE rh RARAS S5 = R S5/ 1
FTIF ZREEMTHE REE W o fE BesT)
RARSE K5 4 8 S K 2 18] (1) 1 Hh e 22 & 1R
“W5 % H HH AE” (solvation free energy), M & [ )it 73 ¥
B AR tRE T HE BT &L SR
WA BT AR AR A R S TN
PEJBTAT ¢ (L 45 pH 1H « A %45). X L8 JFUnt i
KAER] S w AR . SUBEAE T A4 BEAE AT AT B
BLRgm, DRI R e T A S R TR AN R 1 S A
HONER:ENi A= IO & U R-A IE =S SE W E R S &
TEVS B, B BB E L W R N S R R e T
HE U AR SR A Z R B R ZE . X
Ta e @A BRITY), EAFS T RL T RASKE
LB R EAAAET A S, At R DY 45 1)
A E e (R E e R IC) T, RS 3, et
e EaR o A OE /B INE AR L TR

— N, AE—E RN, EEE TR AR
SeitEA RN HGE (free energy)25726:381 4%
([T -4 SV e R A AT ke P e i 7 N ]
1, 100 A IR 4L ¥ 73 748 T RAAT 1018 FhA
() 2% [A) &5 ), A0 G0 0k ) 22 (1) 45 g 2 1) v s g B A7
S5 IS R b B HARIRS R B AES (TR
i V15 2 1030 4F) B D e K P 47 B 1) ) S AR 2 AN
LS, 48K 2 808 B o) 1 # R AR BOR N 58 1
i, Xt 2 Prif i Levithal f£3 (paradox).
Levithal A2 & W], & 1 BT 2 A 2 L g i A7
AIRE R G5 AL, TRy ot AT BR B H R B Ry
PRAT B AT IE B RAR S 5 1.

H A, o #5025 R 23 TA) R AT 5 3 3 TA Ok, A
] fie IR A N g M B AN [F IR, BiAE 45 0 A Hh
e FEA, W] HLI 8 B 55 1 A5 M HCE B . 4
R H A T A s 2 (funnel) R (WL 2),
TRAR A HE 1 0045 R4 0F Y. T R it e I [0l X
MBI SRVF R B BTN R & & H AR ) 247 8 A 45
R, EAWT AR A B aes] 3, @ ANRE
1 B B AT o ) 25 4 Ry 3 AT S B R IR S S5 H.
RGBT R A R R T SRR S K 1)
HIESE (491,

WA TS B AR I IR B R R B, XA
K5 AE BUK 4 R R A G, BRIB B 1 TR AR
A G5 R P T N AL E AR R 2 I R A T g K
0, T AR P R i R Bk R ) 93 AT A B iR T, B
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PR ARV WA TT P TXRE [ 45 M R ALK AR AR P B
LRIy TRAE TR, gt e Bk Bl R RUe IR A, 12
AT R B R R 2 IRBE BN s K ik
FEPH IR AR, B B B KA L I SR R B T4
R A/, IXA IS RERR O B K SR 4. K 3 45
AR KR AR = R AR B, JF 51
AR BRI G50, 8BRS X N T R U 2
HRARO AR PR 1 2, H S B R AR AR U R AR
G RIIAT — B, % BRI 8] 4 g 2 i
ANRIRE G

E IR

K2 dA sl Re R b i s L B AR
REATA A B BRI A i 1 45 RS

bICS U QB DDIE TR =X AR T b2 IRr N E 3
TARKABEfE B2461 B35 R B 22 1K) 2 1 5T
WSS R AT ok, 55 T8 B S8R 2 (PDB) 1Y
SER TN T7 58 O . R Is A AR S 2
TR A R TR A (ATA9) R ARV AR A O
5 B, SRR P 51 L0 A 00 2 13 5 Jm) 8 — R &5
Ha), X BR Y B ok U ARk B 80% M IE A YE B0 —
G a5 R TN 7 v AN T 5 A s & UM (fold
recognition)®152 | I K FF U (ab initio) & 1545 )
TR [53-541 0 5L P (structural motif) 4328 1551 il
JF 5 L%} (sequence alignment)26-57) 254 57 .

FH L = G 25 R F00I 7, = 4% 45 A6 F00 (1) A
JESE R, HRT, =R A5 00 U7 v AR ) L i
H U775 (comparative protein modelling) H
MR TTER TN T35 P, i L& K s e v 2
LA BT R AR TR BONBEAR (template), T3 [F] Y5
L (homology modeling) F1J7 41 Lb X 55 F B, Prk
Bt PR b AN IR AR A B 5152581 %5k
AR AR 2 H T = A R A R, R
HHRFAT B A IR AE AR, H 2 3R
HOMUES (1) = g s M & KR 2 000 B 22 AT,
W E 5 5 A R AR 7 DAy 3 S g R SR AN [ 4
B X TRUNRERIE E T, TGS R S S &

Rog ol (REE 2~6 A)P"2 0 ML IF 45
) TR 77 925k Pl 2 I A 3 i B R P — o
[F) 45 g, AN 7 AT O &2 A 1) 2 3 s 45 M s
B X RIEARE R T A s 3y R 4y 18
23k 63-74) 0 FEF Langevin Ji F (757821 1 Monte
Carlo 3% 83861 [\ R HLZ) )y 2% Uy ik BT-89) 4% gk
TR J7 v O A T B R R 00920 {1
FEAZ TV AR K v S, AR R R TR
F1 5T s BT A0 2 1 JBTRE ZR f 45 4 TO0 . 3 M
L AR BTS2, drny DUAS By AT B AR B 1 A
A= 245 ) S A AR A LB, B A DT S 4
Ry e A S5 2y Jy s el BRI AL BE, 5 Bh Bk & i B
e IVE R =ES L7/ =

3 EEARMEBNRIHANFRE

)% (thermodynamics) F13)) JJ % (kinetics)
H S B AR AT B HUEAE ST A . A
WIE=<3 T BURT N AN % A IR A B S TR RPN = ¢ 1A
THIRYS, A (entropy)s %% (enthalpy) F15LfE
HEES AN IR RGBT N, AR RS h &
AR O R B A R RS
gt RAT e/ A g, A s S A 2 AT U s
RIBER . 3) BRIy HARSEA A
DD & B o N 4 S W= S U
HHAF T R R B A2 1937961 (A= i 1 26 v i) 25 45 4,
RALTR 2 IKBE v LLUT T B B A I8 B R RS 45 1,
MATER R ALK, DLy BRi (diffusion-
collision) 54k i) O7-981 % # iR A by B 1 4T &
ok P o AR B4 M (microdomain) (41— 2 45 K
WHITETEA « BiKER AL 7% 45) k% (Huctua-
tion), T 45 A48k (1) 4 H50AZ B)) MR i 3 SO B 45 &
FIE B ) 25 G654, v 1) 28 45 0y 1) A7 A2 Nk T 3k
H s S R, A, 2 B B4 &0 0k H
FLTT S R T BLAr o 2 AN B D). R & A4
BB, WS kR 2 T) 1R it K AR T B4 2 1 BT &
Py PR IH 5 4, 747 i I B BEAH BLAE B (P2 2
T2 PP R A R ) W, K SR i e A — 2 4h
R I 24 2 A L RARAS S5 K I, #4272 L
b SR, SR E ARG R IR B R I
REHAZ.

AT Z B (stochastic pro-
cess). 1AL AEYAR A LUK & 48 1 I AR R 2
FEAE, 4 T REARIZ BT 15 n] A0 ) 22 W) 31 & it
Ab, BAS 3 AR WS OB A TG R A BAIZ B, X
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BN 3 - 1038 By 28 BE AT 0 2 A 3L A ).
13 WS N oY 5 X U e T s = s BB =X B/ R E
Rt kA, [, &2 3 By 1 IR U 3 — =3 )
g5y, A BORIE . AH B AR ROMIR S (mi-
crostate) ALK R EE. B X I 4 MIAZ AL
P (NMR) UL 30 (1) R SR A 8 1 5T di AR 25 1, S5 B
LA FRORARS B RET . ANXAE X L
Ui, H AR A 5T ES )t — A B0 &5 AL IR A 1 AR
& D001 X e IR A AR T H T R A S I
BEMLIE B, H 0TI 2 WL A7) B e A A w8l AE )
D RE & W 4 i IR AR B I R 25138, Bk, B
A G5 ZR L3 ) BEATL K 90 5T 1) 40 3L o AN A
V)L fe e LR .

MBI 1 37 IAH AR, 548 8 E 5
FRERN B IMOOIR A I 25 R RFAE 8 o0 A A, AT
Wi PN TR s B e S 0L, A BT oM
A P APRRE 2 L mT R 0 A Jo Je E. TRI I, AR R A 5T
P B b, A5 2 A7 A1 IR RS 2 1) 1R Bk b~ 4687 O
R, GHPIRES S B AR 1N AR Al B A OC (101,
PR AEIER B A A T D RE MY 22,
Gibbs H HHAEZ ] T 85 F 5045 PR A 1 I 2
(B2 RS ), S il 77 AN [F) &5 R IR 28 22 ) R A=
HAR T RE . DA, FEGE VT ) 2 ) I8 T
W IR S 8 5o 1 1) 2 P oL

Gk ) N ARG E R AR BURTRL 1
BERATT, EAR TGRS LT ET
S T AEREAS R G rh, B Uy AT Sl
MR d5 K ) 25 R RS 102 R, G vl 3 2445
T RGeSV 25 R T RO 43 1 B R 108,
guik )R A E 2 S I GE Tt ) I
B, R N ARG WAl 104 5 g2
) 1) 22 00 7 T, 48 i ) 2 ik o2 3 ) e 4 31 &%
Rl ) 27 R B, T GEVE AR A IR T Gt ) A ik
AP, oy TR R 4l B HE 219 2 & Fh
ARG S 1 ORI, fESE )
e NGE T g A B B R A5 3 (1 AR T A ek HORT
RN )2 T R G W8 AR

HE TS R sz B 2 MR R sE e, A
R AKVEH « SBAE R i /R RnapE Ae )
YEFAE. NRER M JEH, BARRRSE ALt
A B NG ERRE, H & M & 2 T8 ) e & 2 il
RN, AUH 5~10 keal /mol (5 1T A 5 — /> 0 i 5t
JEZ) 4 1~4 keal /moll*0571001 7 1 cal = 4.18 J),
I, AR TGk R 25 A Ay - TR AR F 0 4 B R

(R /N S W)

TEWE ZAE b, BKAE A2 DR A 2 1 ot &
B DI TA S 4 O T B K A% O 1) B 07 R AR
BT B i R b R A o T AR . X L AR
FIAE: BROY 8 O 50l H B A B KA L, A K AR
HE T B /K R B A 45 44 fE S AR E; W Ak R
JOBN AEM M s, i Tl D B RS R B R
P A AE H, 0 a1, AN B S
AR, BFFUR B, RIS 2D 3 1 1) i b R S0
W B B BB K /2R KR 2 oy AR AR IE A, R
F1I 7 T HAR e 8 T 8 O SR A 4y [108-1101 1 ¢
SV B TR A G S A IR DGR O 021 1
ST AR SR E AR R E 1),
SRy B R A A o BRIER B R AR
ke, R, WHEA o BEER B 2 451X R
(1) KT &5 46 A B AT 2 BE 1R 22 IR A = IR I A B0 58
AR ARREAE ), i R A R A R
REAFTENEZE &, TR 2R
Ty R AR S A D, T B A R E R
T AT B i A H R R X, 5y — 7 TR A
P PEAL T 5B TR B TG O%, Ay HLBR 1) 5
AR N A5 R AR PRI AR . AR, B BT
(AW N, i LA IR 5% W) 388 3 A8 453 AN m] 240
T AR S {E AT Sk B b A O B, Xt
HRRSEATEA R EN NI, g
VE S — Bl B AE T R #E4 AS ml B AR 4 T (1),

T T BA K E R O 85 2 [R) TR A
HAEH 15 g M e e R B AU OC, Rl 2 AR
HEWHHBZEP KR, JE THRARRARS
gitpe SR EfEAE. Ik, M EAKAEH . AEAE
H - H B A R S A 0 S R L 4 R Ge vk 4
J1 2 IR BRI AT 2 O L X AR AN AE H I I E oY
SRS (1) FER M ELEL (2) FEH ik
ot & ol B ke B L (3) 1 0 AR AR 25
F H R ANAR E T IR 5 s (4) AR g o S RORE
Re s T E RS, gl RO REREA TS
& NS (ergodic) TR, X —NEEM
AP . ARSI AE S i S AR T A E W
FOEE (W FEC e aE) R, 706 JH IR AL 2 ff A4 ik
filh b (an s A LI L I A1 HL B ), HE T
ER it A

BTGt 0y 2 IR B AR L 1R H g 4 dr il
SRS T VR 2 B L ek B A S
FEH LA (transition state) &5 44 R ZE 144 )y 24 °F
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AR, AT T A I Y 4 4 RS A A I AE L,
IXLCAEH ok BT e Lo ik S B 1R 0 e () AH A
I 112 Lazaridis 1 Paulaitis(113-114] 48 7 fj 8/
Iy T BOK A AE IR, 76 6 264l |, Ashbaugh A1
Paulaitis"*5) 7155 7 HFHHERI L0856 0 TR G E R
1, 5SS ) G AR . AR B A AR 4 G o
R b, BB B R RE 23 0 A R RS W 2, AR T
HE— DB A AR B, XM ok e e T
Bk gl & B e v 5 DSl Rk, 4ol 4
D15 TTIEAN ARG A — Sk %, 9 an, 4544 H i fg
T RS LRI A B AME . A BRI
g5 R, AR AR A S AR N, AS B 43 A1 R B Ak 45 4
(Yl e P A Ol A S DT S U S LR L 2
1E B ge vk #8072 50 #r, v LS B AT N 3 i
S Bl 4 RS R e R, HES N I &
LB 0 &5 2 T Ak 9 1 A R

4 HKERSH FABEMHRE

4.1 RAKER — EARMENETER S
HARFAEAE 20 P JR R, AR 00 BE i 4 2
Wiz J@PEAN ], AT LA gk . etk i AE 2
R, RS ) [36.100,107.019-123] ok
JH 2 5 3 0405 ) L Vs W 5 v O A PR T 4 £
BREMEH. BAKERIE R AR T HNES F (am-
phiphilic) F{&5 R, 53 HE O B A i A 1 1) Ak S
(k) FEB, g — s W) A2 32 B 3 2 B AT AR PR R AR 1
B (B35 S C—0 AL (BIE) HEH] N—
H. fEdEf o <Rk FIf PR S K EHT,
B K R A TSR A, AR R A R ) A R
(R 7K A0, e B 7K R S A4 B R 3 5T P 9608 1)
KGN BR BT (globule), 3 7K — ity 22 HOE A 1
() SUBREAE L IR, R B R ke B A 25 7 B K
BRIASMBIE HCRK “AERE . B, HAmT
B A GE R AT DAL Ok 8 B AT B K BR A AZ O o A1
WA SRAKRIMERRRIEE . B 3 45 Tl
2L Myoglobin MHT &S REE. 2
SRAKTRFE T, ADNEOR I T IE O B IE B (L0 6)
Fora il (acidic) FkJE (BL45 Asp Glu), #IR
B (W th) KR IEH (basic) 7&KE (BLHE Lys
Arg), BRIEALAY (48 €4) RRWMPE (polar) kL (1
F& Ser,Thr, Tyr,His,Cys,Asn,GIn, Trp); W ECHR (1
) BREE (AATIEEAEPAR R SO BRREE ) oK
Bii /K (hydrophobic) 5%%E (BL4f Ala Val Phe Pro Met
Ile Leu). 2 R4S A KR Gly: 25 LR, Ala:

WHZIE, Val: 402 1%, Phe: ZRKIENZAE, Pro: &
1%, Met: AR, lle: FreZ IR, Leu: 722 IR, Asp:
K (1) &R, Glu: 15248, Lys: B2 MR, Arg: K
IR Ser: 22 % Thr: H 2 R Tyr: B IR His: 41
BWIR Cys: FMEIR Asn: RABIZIR Gln: %R
T Trp: (AR,

i KA A K BB T BRE 4 A 4T & 1
FEIR )y Jy 1361071200 g oK B G 125V VA B 5
Ir) £ F1 J50A% o 1) 33 B0 R 3 0T &5 R R B A S
1959 4F, Kauzmann!'07) 3 H 18 1o o5 48 J& ¥ 9 nT
DL g K B BE AR Ak, JF i H s K 0 i
NEABNEE, HHAEEICL N —8 keal/mol &
—25 keal/mol.  3X A 45 B3R Wl K AE T2 8 1
frad by EEM R R oAk, b
KA AU T 7K 53 - S B I 246 2 i /K B R I
5 | S PR 08 AR . AT T B BRI 2 1) ) LR AR
YERIT &, 7K 43 5 AH BATE FH 2 i 7K R0 1) B o 3
JEL PR D071 AR 2, B K A A 2 R

%, B4 N IE, BES M BKAE 2 ik H A
AT IR A3 N A

K 3 Myoglobin (2BLH) )i 7K #Z 0 Rl 5K K 4b )2

4.2 BKERBGEIT RN FHE

L 7K 5 A1 A £ A 2 e R B AR R K A
KIRBE, VF2 B 0TI T KBl K 3k 1 % A 2R 4k
(R8T 3 g 27 HLARY (101119124128 el o Y WA I35
ORGSR R A 2 6] AR SRR AE 126
T HKFE BIAE & A A I 2R AR, Sk 45 8
U P E T S A 0 T TR R R R N
gy 2 T AR LA R B R A B, SRR R AR
E PN 475N VS R B 0 (NS i e )
RIS, AR, K71 Z [ i B
W4, > FIEEB 40 3~5 AL XA RUE 1, K
53 1 25 18] A7 B A T AN B 8 0 R v, A ) £
SUBEAE At A T AN T I R IR

WA, FEFURIERIR AN Z A, K9y T Ae
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L K R P BT e R AT R R 1) <ok 7, R i
7K VAR T A P B). 7K 70 I 29 v R ) 45 A £
L3 BUAR ST D, DR it AT 7K S [ 2 4R 1R,
e KRR b B A K 23 7 7K 3k P fid i A, DAY
Il /0 00 45 g R R B ELRE, IR I IR &
HE) FR) 0 AR RE A7 AE W A R A, T AR 23 1 ] £
HHOR BERLES, I AN AL LIRS F S ABL it 4% 45 4 1) 10 )
ORIED I AE AT AR 5 S i A 1) 78 7K e 141 B
T, TR Hi kAR LA b S LAAR B2

L 7K e [ A 7K 9 BEL I U R 2%, HE T K
PR S I BRI A 18], AR A <
W, KO T RIRAAAE, EAREL O BEAT I,
HRERET <75 W AR KIS il R, T LUt
B T ARG KAE I B A B Ry (1011251290 gl o
I KEAEM (hydration) IRFFTHE H 126150,
X T BN KR EE R (R ke 1), HARBUR
JE/ANT 5 A, FHRE T K 53 7 2 ) SR A T
(3~5 A) KL, ETLHITWIKS> ARG T,
XA T RN A AE T K 7 1 SR M 45 R 225 i
Z (OB 4). 7K 73 1 2 T 3 I 1R A L T AR G Az
RE W U0 (T T N/ B U S e VA
T A R R AL T K R B M 45 1 B R B
A WA RE. X HAT BB 7 2K 5 R 3
BRI K (FHEE 10 A%) Hih2EK, £
T PR E PR 7K 235 TG R T RO 4 i 56 8 1) S B R 4%
FEKEEBOHEEAS K 2> 77T U S A 4 AR 78
Jl B, T AE R S TR, R AN IR 7 1P 2
BEANHOA 2~3 A B, Ko7 B & KK
SRy, I AR 5E B I TR R AL T AR A
T

B4 ARBE A 75 B K R 7 T

I BE A2 R 28 R GUIRES e A B 1) T 2 I
RO A HAE AG S W 45 R R I
AV B AL U AR T 3 )y [26:080] A 0 £

AR AH MRS R AS
AG = AH —TAS (1)

TR gL L. 8 R s 7 1 2 TR A AR 3
RE F 1 By 5l 8, s 1 70 3 Z T A SR M i o
TEE AT PR AER ) RS SR T R, 2
G35~ 210 R AR EL A T O A W) Sl AR (S
D AR AR I A2 B, H HRE AG
BEZINI W, AG/T B8 E 1) T vy BRAK. e 44
TR SR R R, 2 AU A A R b AR R R
A 25 R I (G SR 0 2% oh ch R DU ST, B e
AE TR . =0, N gk E A
(K37K & 1 32 BRI ) DoY) 13 i g AG BB
Y 7 e o 4 .

HHAes th T 07 REMANES, 49T
RGEBNI T AG < 0 I, AT RS HE )
TR, & A BRI (spontaneous process).
PIE, 7R R & AH s MU SR AS
Wi KAHESD &, 70 7 R PEFAPIRES. &
B s &k B, 9T T B B TS R R IRR)  []
R B H G K T B SR, Bl AS > 0; BiK .
A ARSI AT & A R B A R DR R R
PR X LS ] ) A R 1 B S A AT T 5 EE R N g
B AR > 0. M5 A B EERE X, AG HMT
Ky AH R AS E K224, 1 A8 AT A e
Je b, A AT RE S T fH.

10 3 Boltzmann P -7-, 79 1765 WA 58 H R
ML P 500 TR B e AG Z AL T W
iR &

P x exp (—AG/kgT) (2)

P kg J& Boltzmann 7 4.

TE W AbRHE KSR T, WARK A S A K Z
[ HE % JL 47 (coexistence), U~ W PIAH K73 12
[ A7 A — AN A Fh i, 3% 2 PR W AH K 43 - NS
FHZK P98 5 EERE S B KA. B o A (130,182-133]
R FL T A (1341370 R gL Ak 7K P 11 25 s i R A
TEAS ST, 17 FLAR—25 s 3 i 5 A 7K 4 1
A S A AR AL R BRI 25 s 1 K A i 22
(19 1 £ g 2 [126]

4
AG =~ 4nR%*y + gnR3p (3)

A, ROGEERIE AR A2, o A AR 2R T (K 5K
T, p RN M EARK (2L R MR
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FE) W, I I (5 AR R R )4nRPp/3 0y
G RN, 5K T I A Ry (L5 TR 2
RAR) oy EEL iy s Ty W] DLW AT LR RS HE
WA ZAE T, i FARBUHE R AR, BORH K
PR ORI T T, TE R To K 28 Ji X k. K
Or 1 Z )R S B R AT IR i, A 2K o R S T
AZFHI. 5 18 B IR AR e R 1 e A, UK
G TR A A e A S B AR (R?)
HH K I g E I

ANLK 3T AE K BT AR BUR N, TG i 1T I
K I3 T PR SRR, AN 2 T ROV AR i AT O T
TEARRR v MWD, KL N DK T IR R
RN Py (N), W/NGK > 78 A mRES P, (N)
AR, i LA A 58]

keTpv?  kgTln (27,
AG ~ BL PV + B Il( JTX) (4)
2Xv 2

X, p W L, xo RoN7> T8N KIBEHLEK %
134 J5 {8 (mean-square fluctuation)]

(N2, =
pv+f/£r/dwwur—wu—u<m

Xv =

A g (r) 2421 530 R 2L (radial distribution func-
tion). EILBIGEIL T, xo HH v BEMERR. O
U 26N K oy F I R R e S T AR
(R3) B LM, T A2 AR (R2?). /NEK Sy T # iR A
EH 6 B A4 R 3 KT A AL 2 R 3 K R g 7K ik 141 v
fift F b e Bl TR O U ARl 2k MR B . Rk, K
o7 1 BV R BEAF AR R RN

BT HAR B e RBERLN, B K 7+ 1EK
Wk R AR WK A E S B E n AN B
KNGS T CEAR N v), XL S> T 1 B3R A R
AN

4
AGy = nkv = nk (3nr3> (6)

Ak BRI B R RES 2 TR T e PE A&
K RNy TR R A RN, B RO
KETG (BN V, RINBUN S, 420 R), BRI %
fit B RS oA 2R R, 70 TR A
RER TN

AGy = KV = K (4nR?) (7)

A KRR A e 5 2> 7 AR ) [ 2k R
B 20 LK, BNV TR ERENFMT,

RBK M6 0 P B 0% /N 4 TR 2 A (126,
B A2 54

4
V= gnR?’ =n (3nr3) (8)

B Rl E

r— <i>1/3R )

W B K 73 1 e AR R AR IS AR A e 2 BT 3R
A
4

N (3“’"3> RV (10)

AG,  K(4nR?) ~ KS
MR BUE 25 K K 570 AR AR /i AR L
(V/S) AR K, b T BEALRAS W 7K 73 5~ A AR
AR R B g, P ZOR S A€ . X T/
IKIFF, W R RE L B2 R G S (K 7y
TE A A SR, KT OKBK BT, WA A
H1 g £ B 2R Gek A SE i (eh S B oK 23 1
AHBH R TR). RSB T, Bk AR
FH R RUE 280 AU 0 5 6% 2 TR R AR LS 4 . A
B, XA R AT K 1R AR TR R IR ) ).

B T AR R AR AL, KR 5K T2

[ A7 AEJE AR A VR T, TR, 3 7K B i F 6
A B, 5K T e e kSR K
PE. RV IR e I e 58, AR 527K 73 1 -
W EIR L VAR IV 2N

5 SRIEAMERESEMREG

51 S — EAREWRENEZEAN
A AR T H Al AP (electronegative)
JoF (R R T AE) IR R W 5]
I, AR 7l 2y e i o s 8 ot
PrE (covalent bond). S B — M B 1l iR Dy v A B
T (dipole) Z ] I HLAE ], [, S8R B AT
o3 st vE s B dn, SUE R T A, U
HedE (C=0) MEHE (N—H) Z M35 L — & 1 B
1 0 s 1 W TR R P E 1 N e e
] BB AE 4 DB B B A BRI SR, Bk
VBRI SR (H ORI SRR i) 2 M) R R RS /)
T HMNE AR AR, X R T = 1o
A RSB, SRR TR T AR O A
(donor), 34— BN B2 EAF (acceptor).
AVBEAE B T & R P R AR SR AT Y,
HAE 1951 4E, Pauling fl Corey Z§ [12-13,139-140]
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FH AR AL IE R o BBHE (helix) R 8 JY
JZ (sheet) [¥)TEBAEH Jy. @ i xf L& 2L 1R 5 7K
ST RIE LR 5 R IR 2 A RE R 2 5, ]
DAl o1 Hh SR 0 B 1 0 4 R A e i ook (O 1
5). Pauling 5% W22 45 T & LR ) g 55 4] N—
H---0=C Z A& e (2 —8 keal/mol); Schell-
mann B YOI T T S ROV SR R 2 (]
SUBE I TREE, A5 R R A RIS R AR
JE T PSR T 45 A6 R B By ), ZK ST AH (enthalpy
change) Z1 4 —1.5 keal/moll**-1421 T $| 1959 4,
Kauzmann07 i H =4 1 5 11 1) 3 7K 1 FH st 2 1
BT B I E IR B ) (XA S5 115 2 A W7 E 52
W ki e 52), SRR R HE LT & K S ) (1 A
A T 7 KA AR

')

ha
Ve

K5 a2 i T s R R R A 2 I SR R
K

SRVE K AE AR B 1 s i i A g B 4
$¢ (self-assembly) H 47 ¥ 45 22 A €4, KM £ 11 0
Pt & g A ] F 0 HEHE g K PR O . B R SR KR AL I
. ARG AKAE IR 3h T, 8 b G s e K R
AR AR, (HE I B RS IR R s (Rl 45 44). DAL L,
AR 5 8 KA F 3R A A2 DA A R g o] o 11 ot AT
FaE M FARSE M. M N2 FER T
& TUE ORIk 45 1) 1) T R DL AR X e 4R
T3 SE R IRAE T, A 5 0 B E B 11 0 N T A =
YkPt EER% (igsaw puzzle) — KA B AN, JEAl
BT B R B A AL T Ak g A a8l SRR
Bk 5 A B 1 U P S T SR R M A K R T I — 45
I HESN ), s 2 1Al SR W o T 8 A it —
Pt M4 N, 75 o BRI, 5 0 ANIREEIN
L (C=0) 55 i +4 NRIEMEIE (N—H) Z 1]
TE RS, R ) ) S B o AT A 1 0T 3 A TR R
BEAR 515 5 o BRI ARACL, AN [R) i S B HE AT 7 208
FECLAR SR E S5, W 3y WRTESE K (B 0 AN
90+ 3 MIREEZ WY A Ao MR E (B 0 AN

50+ 5 AR 2 B AU,

S| DRI 2, s R e Ak 2 T) o A5 A A A B 1 9 U
FhPE A R SR I AE T 1. B TR B ) A
HEMA D, W BAE N—H F C=0 2 [a] 715 & B,
JiF N—H—O BRI AE 0 FIRF IS ruo M
% AR 45 A [145-147]

0>120° H ruo<25A (11)

R4 X AN VEN), K21 90% & R E8 N H
Al C=0 FEF 2z A7 S D1 76 5 4 55
(16 20 P 0T A DU e O e A R R 2 TR TR TR
Coulomb Rg & (K 5), o n] DLW i 3 2 [A) J2 75 47
10 A gk 1148
E=f5t6" (1+1+1+1> (12)
TNO THC THO 'NC
X, f = 332 keal/e?, 6 Al 6~ IR TR H
fir, PAASEHFHLE e, rnvo 2 N—O JiF 2 Al i
B, rac 2 H—C 72 BE S, rao /& H—O JR
Z PR ES, rne 2 N—C JR 72 MRS, M08 %
S REE /DN TR (W E < —0.5 keal/mol), 7] LLiA
R EE 2 T B T AU 48] e FaX AR, K4
A 62% M5 A 8 N—H Al C=0 R 2 a7
E%% [149].

52 ERREMPERNESITE

— WA N, A A AR T (electric dipole)
[ . (electrostatic) 1E FH FIH 43 24 (covalent) 1E
. WFFCEEW], PEC i e /R e S ot 5 v oy T
HuAE (2 75%) 1471500 ILANAE e oy e gl /> T 5%.
W] A 5 R SV LA R AR RO AE ST, WL AR
HEABRE R By, M2 A 2 B51-153]

Ew, = E,E,E, (13)

A B, FoR 1 N-—O [8) B 2 X g 5 1) 52 i (154
47’21 3T§n

B - ( - rs) By (14)

A, 7y RoR N—O 570 (1A BE B, B, S 1%
PE R0 N B I A R 6 T AR 1 R ) AR,
0 r, =3 A.

5 R Sl A A B A ORI R I 1154

E, =cos?0 (15)

K1[Ky — cos?(t;)] costg, 90° < t; < 110°

[0.9 + 0.1sin(2¢;)] costy, 0° < t; < 90°
E, =
0, 110° < ¢;

(16)



436 i) =

2011 4F 2 41 &

X, A0, i, to B XK 6.

@ o
oV
@ C
"NOA (4
TNO|

/

SR T S S NRIPS TR

5.3 SN BEHENEWEREENEN

B A T B R AR KD, A AR
IK Gy 1 I T AU N 4. R AT R M R R R
HLGR L 57K 70 16 Ui . # e A, R A2 2
Ky T B 1 G 7B e WU BELA 7K 431 T T e &L
Bt DR SZ B0 K Ar 1 B HE R T8 R K R
PR B TN, K Ar 7 AT LA R Sk AU G R
H 1 AE A B B . (HOR, MB K ik AL
NER T P SR, B R AR M R ) NN
FC=0W 47l N B K5 710 A B, 2k 5
KA FHRBRABEMILS. EREMRIERRB S5 KT
2R SR 1 W T 2 B E B RER . A T A4 A
INAE e, 5 A 5T P S I 3 A i A A
UEHC R, R T B F IR A A T R0
TR

SUHE A R 20 A AR A HE 1 4 A B
] 58 1 . 2 BUaU s Ad T8 A 0 3, LR 0043 A
TEAE (1P T, 52 207K 43 5 DY i J\ 7 (1 A B e
i TR WA T, 22 R AR K W ) S
BEAT W7, 7K 2wl T DL A0 R N B 4 1 5 PR,
Ik B W7 T 9 45 R I AU, B R AT I
I ARG T BT A S I I, B RS R RS R A
PR =

ARG e mAH, LR 2 B KA
A mREMEE AR FEARS T, A
BEMR R 2 MAA AR EVBAE R (CO- - HN); [A] I,
WL IR IEB AE K> TR A (CO--- HOH
HINH- - OHy, Wil (17)). Ik, 7K ¥ 2 3 1
IR AU AT R B R AE F, A RS R R e
PER T 5 B -2 B 1R 2 IR) ) S 1 L B
P 7K 53 -2 [R) [ S b B A (1551981,

CO---HOH + NH---OH, =
CO---HN 4+ HOH - -- OH, (17)

o AR T E R OE PR ST AR
AEAEA— S i (156,159-1601 o0 i 20 i /5
FEAR, Schellman & [141-142) 22 2R 5% 1 A, 2 A
(hydrogen-bonded) 1) 2 JIk 5% M 4T B 25 % 42 Sk BE AL
KA (random chain) I FEH 1 fE IR, 0
F I LR (polyglycine) JE B IR e (helix) Al F )2
(sheet) 45 K4 1 Fh REAG SR WY W) KO o b A 1
HE A 2 TA) SV R A8 TR B9, B AR B i — A
SRR IUAS (enthalpy) FEIKZI4 —1.5 keal/mol,
H 8 2 FFIKZIA —0.6 keal /molM4171421 R[]
R Y ) 2 5 TR ) 4 R O R R B AR MR R
Wi, A AR OB 5 RN = (A 23 A AN TR, 4 i Bk
g & E ARG W T E 4 1962 4F,
Klotz 1 Franzen'! 57 T 76 A R WA 5 F
N-H i 4% (N-Methylacetamide) [£1 4R
B (infrared spectroscopy). N-H 3 & Bk iz & — Fi
Ny TG, 518 C3HNO, 4 1 451

0]

I v S
CHs;—C—N—CH; » FEBARUF RN 2 TH A
|

H
BEAEH. X N-H I 4B Z (N-Methylacetamide) [

T EA (dimerization) SEEHFIURIN, 1 25 °C 4
PR, BB OKE) H C=0 M N—H J&
JEABE B REA AL N IEAE () 3.1 keal/mol),
L2 LAY 2 1] (interamide) [¥) &8+ 70 A
& Lo 7R A IR L HE (dioxane) W T, A
A HLH EL (dielectric constant) fRE (KZ12h 2),
BIEN G 2 ] SRR E PR B SS (B A
B E HAEZ 0.39 keal/mol) (161, FUAT 7E P &AL
% (carbon tetrachloride) 7 ML 11, &AL AW
Z IR R A AE B AR A HRELy
—0.92 keal /mol)M61 . [K g A AT 1INy, B T /> H A
W AR AR J) B DX b, AE B R ik R A
SO AR B2y T IR AR E VR Y SR AN K 161,

I — B R A H RS E R A R A
JE [ d B E R 162 Fersht 45 19°) 2235 pF 5%
T KD I S BEtRNA 75 %l (tyrosyl-tRNA
synthetase) 1] 5848 4& 5 3L T (substrate) 2 [A] (1 &
PR, Gl R AR G e I O L A R N B, T
DA i 55 5 ot 2 T) 10 S0 BEE T O, O o B o S
JFR G B B HREAR AL, SEEG R B, B R [ 22 1)
T RSB A K K Bl BEFE AR 24 —0.5 keal /mol
£ —1.8 keal/mol, SV 1 I S B2 A Al
farif, B ol g B ik — I8 ] —3.5 keal/mol 2
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—4.5 keal/mol"5). FLEE W) (monomer) [ KAk
(dimerization) I FAfF 77 F W [157-163] 43~ i) S0 B8k 114
TE AN T X7 T ARG AR, A 701 1~ 5
ek B b Rk, S ET AR KRR D, I X
IR (AR A BEAS B e i) (i R ARRE.
VNG E il AT R R A S =S i el
B A —RAC R, JEASEN TR A T
RN Y A5 SO =S Y PSSk =P/ G LD
Ir AR AE T T N RIE O, %0 R T 1R R 995 45
AR, NP1 28 (equilibrium constant) &
S0y N 7 e vl 1 B - AL B S 0 1 i = =S
T TR SEIRARAY, T SV R 04GR ) R E A
HI. B IR AE R (OK) RANERUE, A
REFS 21 SRR AN 2 2 R £ 1 o0 45 M A 1V ) o
WEhERD Mgiie. Wl 718 e s
WIS, Doig A Williams!'63! #F 5% & B, T
WA R (OK) &R A AR R W (U
L1 (tetrachloromethane)) H, S8 %) 25 44 1 R 2
TE A LE BUAL ) 2 K 2, BRI s FE AL & ) 2 1)
R (RPN T = 8 - 4 = DPIEL Y AL SYAch d 7 i
KIEKF) J).  Shirley 5 064 BF5E T A HE % IR G
T1(ribonuclease T1) 4% {4 (1) S B A2 4k 1 45 #4 A3
SEPE, 45 T U 4 R RUE P AP B RE R Tk
(4120 —1.3 keal/mol), JF4i H B 0] 25 11 50 45 44 1)
e A1 5 KA TR RE 2 SR AE KA B R
TRHE AT B — A S R S SR BN AH =
—1 keal/mol, 24, %F T4, 7 100 A~ ZU5E 1) 8 1 i
Iy ToRUL, REEFFMRZIA —100 keal/mol. 13 /s
TASFIT &M REEH % (energy barrier) £124
—20 kcal/mol % —60 kcal /mol™ %) 1y H 1 BE 1) 35K 7%
(fluctuation) #£F F /N (Z)/NF 5 keal/mol) 11661
1, U RE TGS A e M IR RS RS A UK.

T4 R b R SR S S B 5 A X
NHEH o ALK AR HWE
H25 °CEAF T, 2l K IS A HLH 2L (relative di-
electric constant) A e, = 78.5; 7E & [ JT N #, A X
NHHEBN e = 4. FIEFIEH Coulomb 1EH
03, FEE E BTN A SRR TR A BOR ) a E, A
5T 45 R SN RS E . X LA B i R S B AR A
W 7K B R 1) O B A0, A B D B o) 7, B
FAZE B K I3 T I TR X

X B AR 24 RS e MR RIE S AT SR THT I A6 1 2
P, o) sk b S AL B o TR, A SR
X H 0T 45 A AR PR I e R T BN R 2, 3B

AR 8. Ko 1 &SR W T S ERSs
R34 T, TR0 N 4 380 S 0 1S, 3PS e
At B M EHGEAE . BRI X B B ae AR b 1
RO AT — 553 AH ARV o, AR o Al B 1 A
F A TR e 5 AT E il &, AT BN B RE
AR 2 i AR K s e (101,

TEMAPERS I (K) M BErh, K or 1 5 5R I 2 [H)
TAEEBEAE L, 290 T 7K 9y 10 25 8]~V 5% R e %
HEH B2, DA A B AR M 2 B K 43 0 AR A DK
I, K53 AW DY FERIE 43 2 1 54y 1, e T
A5 405 4% 2 B AIG 2 T B/ AR B2 AR AR AR MR
PREG b, SUBHONT G5 ) 1 2 SR T U T 0 RS P
gy, 5 SV EEE S LA o A B DA G 1155161 T )
MEBREAT S FHNREREAEN LS
AHE AR Iy 1A, W B LR A
P, /0 TR N IR R A Rk R o8] R K
(A L ) FNER N R (R HL ) TE R
ZUBEIN 4% (enthalpy) 1€ &5, SR EEHE N 85 11
T T B 5 RS 1 25 % 7 4E (desolvation) fig
TR Bk [A) S | RS A R K 43 - R TR0
(configuration entropy) 11722 4k; %% 3 7] & Bl 5t B %)
HE LT B A O &R, BT, R T &R E
BT 53 PN S B ) AR 2 R e ) AT AR A FE L
AN REAT 11671,

6 FHEANNERRGHIRENFI

6.1 BEIER — SEMEREXHNERE

A7
o (electrostatic interaction) FEEAFEY

B M R B v By 5 B S A A0 €0, 9, A A
MIMRBLE (pH) 45 T, A T kR LS. R
7, X B FEL ) FRORG T dR A5 SR 120 DR A, e Pl A )
ey 5 a1 5T & L R A S B . X
SR ES b N s WADC N E 78 AW E R DI
e Jegs 1 1 A4 A8 5

4 BCE BT 20 b LR b L S i IR HL (T
Lys, Arg) Ml il (W Asp, Glu) NEER, &
5 BATIPEAE 2 AN KA B = BRI (W0 Asn,
Gln,Ser, Thr,Tyr); [FI, T K (peptide bond) H
A AR 451 (resonance Structure)[ws'wgl, =P/
BE EIKBEEMONE) C=0 Ml N—H JEH A AR AR
AT (O JRT —0.28 L7 HLAf N JRT 0.28 HLT-H
fi), AL RBERR A — DK AR T B EAH R
FL AT FR) Ak B it v B PR B Ak v (T R R N T
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5 A), ez (8] 23 7= AR WA F, X R SEAN B AR
FHFR A S 45 (salt bridge) 1701721 £h 47 i FL A FH Xt
SERE HBEIG DTER AT LA =7 5 58 073 A e
WAL AR B AR, Mr 5K A AR AR 1 2 ) AH
HLAE R, HAar 250 AL 5 RS ) e AR

Eh M0 B 5T S RS E AR Ay R,
T AL i PR RE 52 2 MR 352 W (A pHL 18
R E T TEAREE). 6T /KB BRI 8 H 5
(globular protein) Ut Ji [ A2 78 3 Bl 1 43 1 (1%
TR, B T A 2 BV I K IR — T
T, iy FL B B A7) T o 1 B AR S I AR PR FA A5, (H 9
B LR TP R 0 AR R HE N B BTN S, R A
P8 1) 3R ™ A 22 W AR R R A A R B
T 5 R 68 184 In, R o3 A 5 DR 592, 3 80A
RE 1S 0 A B 1 BT &5 i ANBRE, X ) fig B AR A BR
AL FMIEFE (desolvation cost). 73— J7 1,
HL ik B 5 45 4 P 1) LAt Ay L AR (B A LA
W7 B RCER A i LR AR T, B8 A R B &
P SEINASE . PRk, i r A T o 1 9 5 ) B D AR
I NG E, BRI M i i L
FIAC I FEIE AL A i r R g AR . R B s N P ER
ek oA Fl Ay ok Bt REFRAR, R IX 2> At fg
B VAR £ A s R 1) B sl Rg g, 4
A AR BN ER . AR AR IR 25 A
AT R AT W 5 | 2 5 R RS B P S R S THT, R
W T 22 M RT3, o 1 5T 45 4 A 5 L ) Ay F
BRI BT 0 A, VI pH BN B FE A R S ), HR
F1 5T A0 A B BRI A o A I BT R IR AT AT
INAR A 2 O X IR M A, A 6 A R 1 R 2R
Wi P, wRAE R B A B RE AL TR FUIRAS, A
A& MR E 2 [H).

WA EMER T &S E |
it Gr HEMBRLGWHBEAE Gu LA ZE 7
AGy = Gu - Gr, AGy Z I & & & A R4
P B0 A BE. 1R AGy > 0, AT @A E M E
FsE. LR, ERM i LA TN 8 B B M AR
PRI 5w ] LR 7R oy 078

AAGy = AGY — AGE™™ (18)

X AGY KR IF BABMEEEHNITES
WAL BT A B S, AGEsP LRI IS
S ERAERNIT S E QRS W B b6,
AAGy KR BAER X &5 & 0 4
PR B AR DTER. WR AAGy > 0, 4

FrHAE SR A T S A M miEE; k2, I

Tt HL A T A 5 ) B I AR
6.2 FBEMEANEEZMEZER
6.2.1 ¥R 5L pH 1
i LA T FC) B e RE 2R S i pHL A DA
5%, MRA I A AE T pH RS 7 HL B WA (14 52 .
A HLE (ionable) Fk ik ()7 R 2 1R T R 2K (acid
dissociation constant)K, XX pK, KR, £
FETR 1) 5 f# (dissociation) it F (174
HA = A~ +H" (19)
IR HA KT (deprotonated), A R
(acid)A~. MRIE AR KL K, & B MRAL A S IR~
¥ (175)
_ [AT]HT
BT A

K, EEE Tl bR s g it K
F 5 L ¥ B AR DK, 38 A O AR VR IR JE AR L

(20)

pK, = —1g K, (21)

K, HIMEBUR, S 5L 1R B i R R 8y . 99 1R AE /K
) pK, IR AT [2,12], pK, < —2 KNl
M. MEMERE T (RN HT) ZE, W
B AT [N, B BT AL s SRR A 3 — A H, A
A IE B far. 2R 1 FR S8 i Henderson Has-
selbach 5 R ik [176]

[A7]

pH = pK, +1g [TTA] (22)

M pH {HLL pK, /) 2 B, Henderson Hassel-
bach J5RLAI LA'E 4 [A~]/[HA] = 0.01, RREKE
M2 99% # 7 A (HATIEHAT); 2 pH {H L pK,
K2, FEEATLLE N [AT]/[HA] = 100, F/RE I
12 99% M 2 ot ¥4k (FLAT SR A ). o L s BE PR PR R
(1) pK, AR X Z LR 1 i 2 R B, B Py vl i
(s . BEAR A SCIR i T R B L7178 SRS
(R a FE R AR EL, Ak T 8 1 50 45 A 1) 2 R TR Tk
Py T & R AWM, O pK, 8 (pK, shift).
X AR AU T 5k ik 5 25 R vh A e K (AT 16 A
EHL, AHE 5 AP A S A BRI
Poisson-Boltzmann 7= 43 5 ¥4 U S H B g AL,
WA B A AR E VE S B pH AE 2 ) A7 7 KA C
F UL R, WA BRI pH H Y E T = SRR
HICRAS, oo i g 28 o A vp i A F I A e
RECSAL (R Z R A5 E k) HoAT S 258,
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6.2.2 A5 F BTN HB A HL L

Bk B N A AR B A B A
By EAR, R AN K I G B A BAT B i L
K1) S AR, RN B B9 1 HL Y 1 2 Boltz-
mann 7347, 7] LLEE 37 Poisson-Boltzmann A5 7Y 71 45
i 41 L 10 i Do)

—V.eVp=p+ ;qmi exp (ﬂ) (23)
X, o i A E A aE, ¢ WAL ¢ 258 i
Tty B 5 B AT, m 2B o Al LR T IR,
kp /& Boltzmann % 5, T 480G 5. 443 ¢ 2
S, AT LATE S A AR AR RE G

Gele = % Z qi®; (24)

K, g B MIREERIR R AT, o 25 i AR
FE P A A ) L A RE.

{F Poisson-Boltzmann FEA AR FRHE S
A HLH L e B LR, DR UL, gy R E AR
e fH) KB RN (1K ¢ i) FEIHAERE
i, R HE. ¢ BAR A RE B 2 52 1)
WHFERI Z /b0 Tk ST S0l # vy Wk R A
SRR A e, wEGHEARAN
TR A HL 2L e

Moy ] R A B A BT LR IR e =
£r60, X HL gg = 8.854 187 817 x 1012 F/m & FL %
ML, e RAHXT A HLH B WA, K
e, ~ 80, AN e, ~ 4, (HZEWFIEMH,
= EH AR BB e = 20 REEAT
FIE P g A 082 A I pK, VHEAE S S5
iR G, — Al Be R /2, T Poisson—
Boltzmann 157 2005 T &5 AR 5 pK, 55
MG, of v ST 45 eaiy SR 22, T 1 A S 4]
DAHE I 330 45 i 22 (1820,

P Ay 77 A ) P 3 o A P g b At v ey DR
HEAm (B 7), 2R 2% 18 a1 B &5 0 s W
AR F R AC I G, vl LOKS vk SR AE I B
FH g [183185) by — Fofo A Sy 7 SR 5 vl I A ML
HR R LA 77 AR B BECYE L (shielding). R L)
TR, Gl E A A A NS i R
— WA HUE A e RO AL R B AR T, AR R
() 25 46 2 AR 38 ) 19, AN [A) X380 B AT AN [A) ) B Ak 7
B 70 1505 7K I 1R 4 ik 26 0 B AT, P
(1R A 2 208 v, 0 I 5 KA fL 8 7 B 7K
T8 AR, B AR B A, R R BN [ A

WA RN, 25 B8 B AR AE AT B R R A
A AR,y L P A 24 TR ) HRT 0 A 2 oA
T ETCA A HLR R S A A L R R Tk
FE R 5T K FA B35 2 18] i HL O A T, S i
ERT B TR 22, B2 T EE A A AR
AR IR Z 18] R AR e P, AT DA 57 B
2% F) o7 B AR A [ B 1 A LR R A ] 2
SI9 WU OB R R R WD, HL A 20 A0 A
e Mg AR 2%, AL ILT, M e
L5 LA B S L A7 AE T AU O A (186187) H 7
ZHAEOLT, HATYIICEE B bR B R AR
S5 R A R R A AL R A 188,

6t 5t
. 5+
6‘
st - y
o~ 5t
+
5+ st

(S ENES R o e SN R A T &

6.2.3 FhHF JLATHFAE

TEEE A R, iy R SR N BE 2 TR T Rk
M FAE FH, SR AT 6F 45 A A8 e PR 1 52 i 55 ) i 2
) PR AR G A7 (R SR B LT AE) A7 0. 18 6
M JUART g AE ] LA Y 7 16 20 iy AR R
F5R FEAHRS M BE 0. BRIEFE B FET5 AN TR 2 ) B
i R PR 2 TR AR RS, AR A 0 R Ak
Co JRUTH5 )45 HUEE A1 (1) 5% = 0 B 1) # 2

ek B b, 8 E A R b T A s Bk
A, AR IR AL E WA A T B 2 (R BE - A
AR FARE 0 Ao AR, TR INF, 2 5 45 4 b g oy
A A7 A AR, R S R Y FLOE R L
P AR Ak, 5 B0 M iy PR AR R 1 A i AR AL
YRGS (NMR) #5045 79 040 1t e 2 A,
1 R R R O RS B TS A AR AT W Ok
2 WA R AR AE R, ERAT 10 81 i W A
FERGE JA TR RS Z T R AR 30 e 1891 3 3% 1 i
P FH R B 1 B A e ) 5 M ARG T 2 T 45 4 7%
AT ER MR JURTRFAE. 3t — 20 W5 da ) b J LA
FEAE RN 2 (1) BRIET L A (PR AE ) Aol
BE O r < 4.0 A; (2) Asp/Glu 8558+ 5 Arg/Lys




440 i) =

it B 2011 4F 2 41 &

% R 7 BE BN 4.0 AR, SR A R R 5 1A
B (190]

7 SEfELEHN B HER RN

JUAEE (van der Waals) JJ &7 1 Z IR ¥ 4
WSl /HERER D, BA s s AR,
fafe S M BT M 7> 1 (s ) T AR AR A R
4 (polarization correlations) 5|1, W] LAl i
Lennard-Jones K 7 [191-192]

pecf(m) e ()]

HLAR ) AR [ 4y IR plE AR ) DA AR
IRV 2, H 2 0ol ME AR F SR 1 o s AR
FI0F A RS w5 AR AR N A — A A, i AE
FIXFH B FRAK (dense fluid) [ 45 Fa52 i AR /)y (193],
HE, A28 /K JE [ 5 K B 00 A ELAE F b e flide
N SRS K BRI CERY
4 ) K I BRI, 7K 53 18 i A 2 Sy A ' DA 4
Fr SR W9 4%, 5 U 30 35 7K e [ 2 0 R OK 9 F 9 R
K (L), XA FERERR N 290 (wet)” 120,
TR RA) CEAR KT 10 A) Bk R H i, T
A R 7K 3 R 1 B e T R I L BT, M T
JK 3 [ 2 THT (1) 7K 43 7 22 1) A DA 4 7 2R T, A
Bl X 2% 52 BRI, DR I K 4 ) T 5 K 3R
THT, A3 558 7K 3R THI BRI 7K 43 1 5 P8 BERAIR, 3X A 1o R
PRl “AIRME (dewetted)” 1261 7 45 K i 7K FE 14
R R T, TR K 2 1 08 2 R 5 AT
XA, 7K 53 7 o0 A LR, 7K 431 6 88 R 4% T
WK VK B2 AR IR ) RO, R B R )
W I R, R RS i K 38 [ 2 1 BRI 1R 7K 43 1
WEEAT BT R, H R X AN [ N ROSF s K 3 A 3
T <& A5 00, P93 10 3 2 X e K 4 1 3%
JEE Rk Y. E B 7K 35 K VAT ST B 3, ik VR
(4 KN PR 5 T A A 01 35 7K 4 1 55 R (1) 5 )
FERE 193] )it v s T /K 36 1 R AR R W 3h
St FE 104 WEgY W A AR ) R AR B RS
S n] LR R oy 0199

AG = AGy + p/vgv (r)u(r)dr (26)

R p BYUR (solute) B, gy (r) AT
5 JE 00 MR, 26 73 Y700 A4 6 0 S A4 9 45
Bt R T 18055 JE 10 HO A w () RRAE v AT AE
A ) REBRN AR, AGy TRARAKI Y v

(RO 1 ER . I HL T2 5 /K ik 1, W 7 K
V. A B 7K S K R T P S, YA AR R
RG] T, w(r) R UE, BRIK 5 7 5 B K 5
Z I e R T R, R g K S
I, L AG TS % AR VO
K [126,195-196], gy ds K K AR L B, AG JE AL
58 AR AR R E S R, R, Yu B A R
1 HH BE 1 52 M, SABL T8 AR B ¥ A8 11 FR BB 1
s (1201,

FE BR[04 A6 P, S A A T e S A R e
A e N~ IS = - g S B S (2 AR e
+ o B, Bk I BE 2 ) R S A0 A 5 )
HEAG (197024 J5 -y~ 22 [A) T 0 B e Ak ) YA )y
A+ TR ML, X AR A A IR R e A
3 5 1981 56 48] 45 2K B A% IR I (staphylococcal
nuclease) [ 5748 54l 7y M1 K W1, B 1 45 04 (1 £
M55 0 T N VS AR AR AR ) D) 2 IRAFAE AR LT (9 A
S 991 (H ) YA AR o AN A B R A A R
B TH G AR AR S R 5 | AR P A i AR BBz
LI T AV NH ORI CO SEH, 3 3 AU 1E ] 1
5, (2000 Gy — 7y T B e ) e B ) R 5 | AR 45 i
JELF R B, M s A A ), A N
P INAR 2. PR, A 2 o 20 BT e A A e 2R 1
SE R R R I DT I, Qi e] X 43 Y0 il A ) R A e
XF e 5% W AT AR i — A Bk

8 & i

B AR WP A AT &, 3T B R O
TROR S 1 S5 R AE R 9l BB 2 A, i 2 DA
R S5 K0 2R ER IR /0 AR A A D E FUxE 5%, i 748
T SR KA T SR L R A
PRS- SuR LN - P S (D DAL EAE AR
EBATH LR E . AR T B d s
WHUBEWF TR W], SR Sh B 1 o A 3T B 10 Dt D
KW HE 3T R AR 2 T A AR T 5
AL IR /R S8 . X R AR R A HREAR L 1Y
oy AT, ik B SUE A T N ST A R
HLBLE T I,

B

WIS 2 TMSGHEENA IR,
MRIGZE BT AL A 3 SRAFAR R B, A5 R s ik
i
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STATISTICAL THERMODYNAMICS FOUNDATIONS OF

PROTEIN FOLDING
—  MECHANISM OF NON-COVALENT INTERACTIONS"

SUN Weitao!

Zhou Pei-Yuan Center for Applied Mathematics, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, China

Abstract Protein folding is a complex process involving physics, chemistry and biology. Multidisciplinary ap-
proaches have to be used, including thermodynamics, statistical mechanics, polymer dynamics. The attempts to
develop protein folding models solely at macroscopic or microscopic scale still face huge difficulties. It is believed
that statistical thermodynamics is a prior way for addressing protein folding problem. In this work, we reviewed
the mechanism of important non-covalent interactions in water solution, such as hydrophobic effect, hydrogen
bonding and electrostatic interactions. The effects of non-covalent interactions on protein structure stability
is discussed. The understanding of relationship between non-covalent interactions and entropy/enthalpy/free
energy is essential for developing statistical thermodynamics theories, as well as for proposing microscopic

statistical interpretations for macroscopic thermodynamics.

Keywords protein folding, free energy, statistical thermodynamics
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