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F=T. g N . F-M % W © # & W % 5~ 7 nlix ¥
i 8. DEAE-Sepharosed 5 & % B ., DEAE
TR MHE OB W > S, DEAER XH % @ (M F ad
& B F ) B KT H %KD E (LT nonadl § ) i
2 ® L k. ¥ 6. T Hh £h 23 nlixc BME L &
#® ., % F o W & PBS. JE % F H M X 20 nM
Teig~HCldtpH B.i0) + 1 W KG1l # 9.1 % Triton
X-100% buffer& U T Sephacryl S-200ik X & %
AP XEET L~ BEH DR,

4 . 3 # > - ¥ E# o W =%

1) Z @ pHoD ® &

F-1 R B ¥ h & % 5% F - ¥ o0 E # pi% & %
T35 k., pH 3~ 10% T o 88 ¥ ® buffer
L 0.1 ¥ glycine-BC1{pR 838.0), 0.1 ¥ acetate
(pH 4.0, 5.0). 0.1 M phosphate(pH 6.0,
7.0)., 0.1 M Tris-HC1(pH 8.0 RSy 9.1 N
Glycine-NaOH(pH 10.0)]1 % H » T, E b B £ K
T 5 o BEHE WS SRE®E O E R,
% %2 50 ngi. buffer 2 nl., # ¥ 7 W1 nl% M

X, 37 C. 14W M R I ¥ € - &, &F L L. £ 0

-5-




EWH X2 T # B 280 onT % X% B % 1l 2 U .
2) Keratin-agarose plate

Hibino'® > ®d % ¥, W # J v T keratin-agarose
plate® ## R L. & 5 # > uw M 3 5 » @ % # % #
ibﬁo’f%-f-‘/ﬂ)ﬁﬁﬁ@f:&)\ﬂgb‘éix
T H B L TH 6h e P &K ABERE®20.1 M
Tris-HC1(pH 8.0) + 0.14 M NaClT & € ¥ x 9
1 X L., EF L 2HFTOLOAREZHE L. 0L E.
8 M Urea+ 25 nM 2-8 -2 W B 7 b x 2 J - W
(B8 F 2 MEX B ¥ ) + 50 nM Tris-HC1(pH 8.8)
THEM®B L., 37 C T3ImMKEMEL LB, 12000m %
T20M % % o L., E® %2 8B . B 6 h - LB .
5 mM Tris-HC1l(pH 8.0) + 25 mM 2 MEWH T 2408
i & % 17 2 o =z, &H &, pH 5.0 # # L.
- i, 48 10000m % T 104 M & o UL T HU W %2 & /-,
WM k. 8 M Urea + 25 nmnM 2 ME + 50 mM Tris
-HC1(pH 8.8)W T ¥ M L /= #. 20 nM 2 ME +
5 mM Tris-HC1(pH 8.0)T & # L. & # it 2 MNE %
% ¥ %2 V50 nM Tris-HC1(pH 8.8)T B H L T #
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A @ - X (s €C) % X T X £ L., # 8.5 cnod
A 9% A & % - LPEILI0O nl®d &2 L, keratin-

agarose plate® # K U 7= (7 ng/nl% 5 F ¥ +
0.6 §7 H# B — R ). Keratin-agarose plateiZ
¥ » 7S v % 20 p 1% B B L. 37 C T 18 M B #

K I 217 b H . 10 x 10 nno B B @ M 2 =~ L

I

% ® 1 Unit& UL k.,
3) Azocoll
Z#®# 1 B2 a s - % rreux3 59 8EH %
Azocoll%® A v T M = UL & "2-172, 0.1 nM Tris
-HC1(pH 7.8) + 0.1 mM CaCl, % B ™ T, 5 mg/
mnl®d Azocoll® ¥# W % # ® U 7. Azocoll{® ¥ #
.48 1., ¥ ¥ 7 0.0 nli% B 2. 37T T E T
K i ¥ . 12000Mm % T 105 M & o 8. LE ¥ %
150 2 1, 96%x 8 B 7 L — b (NUNC)K 9 & U.
Bio Rad EIA READER%Z H ©. # B 492 nonT W% X
E (0D) % ® = U 7.

@R o R T, 1B M 0.1 0D k B % i 3 & #
# 1 Uaitk L P
4) & R % &8 & H



F ¥ BEHLTOEXERNR®RRHK 2, Ile-Pro-
Arg-p-nitrianilide(pNA)(S-2288). Glu-Pro-
Arg-pNA(S-2444), Phe-Pip-Arg-pNA(S-2302).
Val-Leu-Arg-pNA(S-2266), Val-Leu-Lys-pNA
(5-2281)., AKkrg~Pro-Tyr-pNA(S-2088)
Glu-Pro-Val-pNA(S-2484)%2 H T #M = U k.
965 £ E X L — b & buffer (0.1 mM Tris-HCI
(pH 8.0) + 1 mM CaCl,) 70 u 1, ¥ ¥ % w20
g l., 2 nlo W10 o4 1% MW X T, 37 €. 30%
MR i x . 30 % B B 10 p 1% W X T K WK %
ik ® 7= #% Ww. Bio Rad EIA READER%® B v # £ 40
5 nnT % X E % # 7 U .

14 M w1l nmol® p-nitroaniline® % ¥ 7 % ¥
#E B (A 405 = 0.0105)% 1 mUnit& U 7=,

5 .Knff @& & #

& r 3 F F - ¥ H E 0o S-2585w M ¥ B Knfd %
Lineweavar-Burk®d % #% '"°’' kX X » kK ® L. Lk i
o M E KR T H HE B EO0.4 0.6, 0.8 1.0 & U
2.0 nM% H ©» 2, ¥ 2, H E B E1 nd%2 A © I

B o r 5 % - ¥ H &0 25 % H®T 3 F £ A

-8~




X F v BE 2 M OX. B & i & Y Kifd s 7 L -,
6 . A B E

4
v
R¥
N
»
X
2,
|
e

qE QR ERS OEF T NS
& L., Lowry®BR '°'T %8 L .

Taor % -~ 04 e it -BB8

10 mM diisopropyl fluorophosphate(DFP)
10 »n¥ 8 - F B¢ B (IAA)., 10 nM EDTA. 50 u g/
ml aprotinin, 100 x g/ml soybean trypsin
inhibitor(3BTI). 20 4 g/al antipain. 290 =
g/ml leupeptin, 20 u g/ml chymostatin, 20
g g/mnl pepstatini ¥ 3 % 4 ¥ v ¥ ¥ - B % #
M = UL 2. 96X £ E ¥ L — b . buffer 0.1
¥ Tris-HC1 + 1 alM CaCl.% 50 w1l % > 7 W %
20 2l { w2y bPoa-2ELTHEs0), € 2 E &
- 2 20 p 1 X. 37T €. 102 M E K Z=Z ¥ I 8 .

1 mM S-2586% 10 g 1M X T B F XK b % B # & ¥

o

o 30 %K B T K B %2 L B BRI, BERRKXE
# %, # £ 405 nnT % X% B % # & U k.
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D

i & B B ©» Triton X-100%#% # T T. ®

WX h By FF-EEE E R T,

X-100R W F h o B E T & W T H a ¥ b
D PBSK Y b H WHF 5 F F — ¥ o A B L
UL H, B RXKoE#®HWBO.D5 T H 6 h k.

£ B T RX. 0.5 % Triton X-100% H » 7

.E # pHD B E

i

B 7

Y0 B EH®E 3R EES TIEEZELRBYD SN

)

W oA U i, pH 8.0K M W ¥H ® %2 ® U &
2) . 2 E L., T OF ERBEBE®FH D C
E O BR K 2K S LR AFAERE D B,
5 F - ¥ H % o #l W keratin-

plate . kzocotlr -1y &k . X 7 #

B % & & ® (S-25086)% A v Ik,

E Y E D 3 F F - ¥ # &

# W 500 nlH 0o B ¥ 5 5 F -¥ & & &.

rubrunT 670 U, T.mentagrophytes T 704 U,

.canisT 590 UT & » . Table 3. 38 o g
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B E T h £ h oF-1., F-1I, F-I ¥ & ¥ ©h 3% ¥
5 F - ¥ EH® 2 B L EEKERT D B. ¥ h ¥
o R, F-1I B0 ¥ hodEBEITLSB T
70 %@ & %2 45 ®»., F-OD, F-I & & &% L <. &
XK £ 15 %¥of 8 0o FH # % 5 & T » [k,

4 . 5 ¥ > - ¥ o Wl &5 W

1) F-1 adT® i (FPigure 1) . T.mentagro-
Phytesit &8 W T, ¥ 5 # o H B E # & o + B
3A SF W B K EH®H 2" UL KB, T oM. void
volume, % F X 7H ¥ L T 1H TF kK » 8 & 0o ¥ -
7 % B ® . AzocollWE #H K. % F B ®H 7H & &
CI3IFSF+F R EEODYE - 2 289 -,

i
M
RS

T.rubrund & & N.canisiz  » T i&. 4

D B OE . Azocoll#sn M ¥ #H. S-2586% &R & # it

S

W3FSF R —H L T1lD oD kXK & 2 i#’ oV -2
U. T.mentagrophytes® B it % o ¥ - 7 & &
2 » o k.

2) F-I adT & (Figure 2) . T.mentagro-
Phytesit 8 » T, void volume, # F R 7H5. 35

S5F ~3F k., BEHRALAX VDO ¥y 3> % o5 W EH®
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BRA® SN . Azocoll M EH B. 2 F ETH
w2 B -7 BB SR B, OBKRKOEH® R
> + E6F ~TH T # # LU . S-2586% @ % # i&.
Azocoll% M H #% W I & — B L THR D 6 h I,

T.rubrum® . void volumed X U 3F 5F it ¥
2 F ¥, Azocollyy M E & B & » 6 h, S-25886%
REE&ER > FEIFSFRIDODOD VY - 2 257 L k.

M.canis® ¥ 5 # ¥ 5 B & # X T.rubrumn& & ¥
B &R O & R T b o> -,

3) F-M adT & (Figure 3) . T.mentagro-
Phytesi& 8 W T, ¥ 5 # Y 2R EE&ER. 2 7 K
#3F WK BRKoOFBEHRH., ¥ - 2 % 5 U, Azocoll#%H
B m ., S-2586%0 M B B B E VL Xz E ¥ E
2 k. F-1 adi F-0 ad& B %2 9, % % F+#H & ©C
D o BEEITRED SR 2 P o K,

LarabzruaT R. 7 2 % S H B R ER. B TR
6F ~ 78 & X C3IFTS5F R ¥ -2 BBED 6 Hh I,
Azocollny B #H # K # + B W 75 ¥« & XK o ¥ - 7
E R UL ¥, 3F8F i p € — 2 XB®» 6h I,
S-2586 o M B B R, 3FSF KB — 0B &Y - 2
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b R,

M.canisT . F=-1 ad F-0 ad% MW & FH & & ¥
5 F v N B E. Azocollh M #E #H. S-2586% &
%R —-BLUT., 2FEIFSFRIDOEH Y
- 2 R B k.

4) F-1 nonadT & ( Figure 4)
T.mentagrophytesiZ & »w T, X . % F E 275 1
F & 3F8F K BWEHRE E2ERL . EE. B KO
FHERZALIF B D o6h . T 08K K.
Azocoll ¥#. S-2586% # izt & & — & U 1. v o,
L. void volumeiZ., S-2588k £ < & # % &~ & %
Wy 5 F y BEE. Azocollpy B B H®E 2 B O ).
T.rubrunT %. ¥ 3 # » 5 B B #&. 5-2586%
W OB O w., £ kB Y - 2 i T.nmentagrophytes
AR 2 TFE2ZHFIFI Do EHB, 3F8F b

# ¥ - 72 2 8 9 -, ¥ =, void volumeix # S

W o R

Y B X U Azocollyy B EHE B HE#EHE L 12,
M.canisT . T.mentagrophytes.T.rubrun?&
R 2 V3IF8F I & vV W™ 5 # ¥ 9 R B ®. <

UL T Azocoll® B #& # % ;x L = », 0o V¥ - 7 i
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£ < S-2586ikx ¥ & 2 R X 2 o . ¥ . 2FH
1+ B B e -7 RBRDEB 0¥ -2 8,
wF ho EHE N LT D 2MBEE 2R > T W,

T.rubrum, % U T M.canisd it. S-258860 % M
w"eEeERR. 2FERIFIFE-~BRLITEXDYE — 2
zxw~ UL o

5) F-0 nonadT & (Figure 5) .
T.mentagrophytesizt & W T. ¥ 5 # v % B & #
. void volume& 3F 8F X ¥ - 7 % i L.
Azocoll®h B EH # B. 3F 8F B XU 1F 4+ it ¥ -
7 B 6h k. S5-25860MBMEERBR. £ T R1AH
it R K RO E -2 gL E. ¥k, F-1 ponad
E B OB W, S-2586kk Wk IE X A Y N BREH® E R X
20 B 2 FHBOEE 2R D

T.rubrunT® K. ¥ 5 # ¥ 2 BB E&ERX. 2 F E
¥ 7H % UL T3FBF W ¥ — 2 % B . Azocoll
"B EHE R 2 FEIFEFICMMNXT RE -7 %2R
» - O H# T H o k. S-2086p MEE R, H» F K
3H S5F o M E ® 2 B D .

H.canisT &K. % 9 % ¥ # UL T Azocollh B &
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U 2T RIFTETRE XX DUV -2 %5 Lk B,

$-25864 #H UL T @& T.rubrum A # ¥ 35 5F i
o ¥ — 72 3B B 65 h I,

8) F-IM nonadi  » T & ( Figure 6) .
T.mentagrophytesT K. & 5 F ¥ o B & # &

¥ X7/5. 3F 8F. ® L T 2F K B & 2B » -

bi\

B K O 9 B % % . F-1 nonad% M & B U < 375

8F T & - 1. Azocoll%y M # # K. & &E » 5

*

v BE K L B L TRD» 6h k. S-2586% M

EHE B, 2 FEMN2Z2HF CRBRD 5 h k.

T.Ttrubrua?® &. T.mentageophytes& [ #.

FRTH, 3FEF, T L X ZIH DI O ¥ = 2

2
7

£ L. Azocollyh MM B &  C h i & F — B L T V¥

- 72 & &® UL k. % k., §5-2862 MM EE& R. I.

mentagrophytes® H B #% 275 & ¥ — 2 % B & -,

H.canisT . ¥ 9 # v 9 R E &. Azocoll#%H

A O O S F BE3IABEF I — DD K & I ¥ —
2 o~ U = H, S-2586% M & % . LA > S
T.mentagrophytes, T.rubrun& A 8 # 275 Kk

D ¥ - 72 B R & & I,
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5 .4 K # & & H

R7F FAERKREEHE2HCTEDEOF S
FF - o & AR R H® 2 @R .

1) F-1T adix 8 W T, B WEH® 2R - % 7 &

3HSF D ¥y 5 F - ¥ o THWMRPELLZ 3,
Pigure TR R ¥ & 5 K T.nentagrophytes ™ iX.
§-2586 (Arg-Pro-Tyr-pNA) % B & % # R < 5 #®
L 7. % O f8, -Arg. -Lys. -Vali 2 v & 8 ®
TEYWE&ERK & ¥ o>k, CoMmik.
T.rubrum M.csnisiZ 2 W T H A B T & v,
F-1 add % + E3F S5F 0 ¥ 5 # 5 — ¥ 3 & &
Bk 2 <. 38 3§ X T X F £ bU S Y UEBR OB HK
O B B T H % S-2586 B Ko EH 25 T & B
>k & 9 i,

2) F-1 nonad?d & + B 25 1+ 0 ¥ 5 # + - ¥
. Figure 8IK ;" ¥ & 3 . T.mentagrophytes
T W ad® W & H B . S-2586 KK & b H VW #H %
m U k., T.rubrems H.canisi » » T & 8-25886 i
B K o #E#® %2 x L k.

3) o7 5 2 ¥a ¥y, F-0I., F-NI T o




S-25861i X ¥ 5 k # X K » L X W &

.=

d T » T

Y, F-1 & KR8 2 DS5S-25860 M B R X & ¥ h

T W 3 & 3B X2 6 h 12,
6 .Knfl © ki ®
R 7T # Fa&E KR &8 o & . F-

I

ad,

F-1 nonadi3t it 8 & T @4 » & - - & H B B # %

UL T w3 3R BB & 222 08BB, T h
., B REXEH AL B OT H B DY
5 - % i S-2586i1 M ¥+ B Knf o H &

Table 4k i ¥ & 5 &, F-1 adT K.

>

5]

-

2

%

B X 5
» B &7
7 - .

N

T.mentagrophytes., T.rubrum M.canis® Knff i

£ h £ 1 1.43 nM. 0.56 nM. 4.0 nM& B & - I

2 xRL, T h o6 0y 5 ¢ F —~ ¥ &OS5-2686KkK N

T 5 B M OB B WYX B DL B DL I

e £ K.

T.mentagrophytes®d F-1 ad® 4% + & T7H ® ¥ 5

= 5 W (L) L TCEN GF O WIS T B,

Knf# # 1.25 nM. 1.43 nM& £ & T 8 ©

il 2 ~ L

T w3 % 0 o, ¥ £ A X F XM ¥ B Kif %

bk ® LT &3 &, (L)® 2.7 nM (S5)H

E R R 2T W3 & ¥XERZH I,
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- . F-1 nonad#%® ™ T . T.mentagro-
Phytesi & v T, (L)YH 1.18 nM, (S)H 2.9 nM&
> & v & R 2 o> kM % R U & HB, 38 © F-1
nonad® 5 b # +F K 2F 1+ o & 5 # » - ¥ @k, 8
-2586W X UL T £ H £ H 2.9 nM 2+8 ni;, 2.88
nM&., B — O Knfd 2 8% o & & ¥ R ¥ h k.

7 .4 Y e ¥ 2 - B % #

1) Rigure B M T & 5 . P-1 ad® &,
T.mentagrophytes®d % ¥ E 75 ©® % # (L), & &
O T.rubrum M.canis% & © 3F 5F @ % @ (S) o
T ARTHF., DFPEB RGBT HEHF X H 22 & 2 6,
Th o, Y YBRET H D> & BH » & 2 -
k. ¥ k. REDYERO A e E 2 - TR,
chynostatin® 35 5F ® F-1 adod & 5 # + — ¥ %
BHEF L 2. T h 6., ® R Y. 38 o B it 3 & L
TE Y, E&rdsesr-¥¥pgxepbidsryrho
tt B 2 8 > & ¥ M e ¥E x -BXHEOE DS
b B X h =,

T.mentagrophytes, F-1 nonadWk. % ¥+ E 375

8 (L) & 2 1+ (S8)o 29 O W WM & ¥ - 2 & 7 L
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T s

1 RN o
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( Figure
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abstract
Keratinases are thought to have a central

role for pathogenesis of dermatophytes

infection. In the present study, the author

isolated & characterized extracellular (F-1 ),
membrane bound (F-I ) and intracellilar (F-II)

keratinases from Trichophyton mentagrophytes,

T.rubrum, and Microsporum canis, which shares

mnore than 80% of this disease in Japan. F-1
wasobtained througheach filtrate of culture-
mnedium coutaining human hair as in the
nitrogen sorce. F-Il was extracted with 0.5 %
Triton X-100 fromthe residue of F-1 for 30
ninits at room temperature. F-I was obtained
by extration with Triton X-100 overnight at 4-C.K
eratinase activities were measuredusing keratin-a
garose plate, azocoll and synthetic tripeptidesub
strates.

The ratio of keratinase activities among

F-1, F-OI and F-NI was approximately 70:15:15,




which was relatively constant in three species.
Keratinase fractions were first applied to

DEAE Sepharose colomn and separated into two

fractions(adsorbed & nonadsorbed). DEAE adsorbed

keratinases were further purified by Sephacryl
S-200 and Mono Q chromatography. DEAE non-
adsorbed keratinases were isolated using
SephacrylS-200 and hydroxylapatite chromato-
graphy. Each adsorbed fraction(F-1 ~F-I ) fromt
hree species contained mainly Mr. 35,000 and
70,000 keratinase, whereas nonadsorbed fractionss
howedMr. 21,000 and 38,000 keratinases. These
keratinases hydrolyzed Arg-Pro-Tyr-p-
nitroanilide, the substrate developed for
chymotrypsin. In addition, these enzymes were
susceptible to diisopropyl fluorophosphate(DFP)
and chymostatin, confirming chymotripsin-like
character. Although majority of keratinases
produced by three species of fungi were found tob

e chymotrypsin like serine proteinases, sone




& = & v T~

minor metallo-proteinase-like activity was also d
etected in nonadsorbed fractions. These

resulté indicate that the dermatophytes are
capable of degrading keratin in the epidermis byu
sing keratinases without any obstacles, sincg

epidermis dose not contain inhibitors against

chymotrypsin as shown in the previous study.
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