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Effect of the Poly(N-isopropylacrylamide-co-acrylic acid) concentration
on Refolding of Denatured-Reduced Lysozyme
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Table 1 Ratio of NIPAAm to AAc composition
ratio of three kinds of P(NIPAAm-co-AAc

NIPAAmM:AAc(%)
L-P(NIPAAm-co-AAc) 97.71 : 2.29
M-P(NIPAAm-co-AAc) 96.69 : 3.31
H-P(NIPAAm-co-AAc) 97.66 : 2.34
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Fig. 1 Change in refolding yield of denatured
-reduced Lysozyme with L-P(NIPAAm-co-AAc)
Concentration after dialysis

Lysozyme 0.125 g/dm’Urea 0.05 M,DTT 0.075
mM,EDTA 1.0 mM,GSSG 0.8 mM,GSH 4.0 mM
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Fig. 2 Change in refolding yield of denatured-red
uced Lysozyme with three kinds of P(NIPAA
m-co-AAc)



