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Abstract In this report, the first amphibian glucagon receptor
(GluR) cDNA was characterized from the liver of the frog Rana
tigrina rugulosa. Functional expression of the frog GluR in CHO
and COS-7 cells showed a high specificity of the receptor
towards human glucagon with an ECsy value of 0.8 0.5 nM.
The binding of radioiodinated human glucagon to GluR was
displaced in a dose-dependent manner only with human glucagon
and its antagonist (des-His'-[Nle®-Ala''-Ala'®]) with ICsy values
of 12.0+3.0 and 7.8 £ 1.0 nM, respectively. The frog GluR did
not display any affinity towards fish and human GLP-1s, and
towards glucagon peptides derived from two species of teleost
fishes (goldfish, zebrafish). These fish glucagons contain
substitutions in several key residues that were previously shown
to be critical for the binding of human glucagon to its receptor.
By RT-PCR, mRNA transcripts of frog GluR were located in the
liver, brain, small intestine and colon. These results demonstrate
a conservation of the functional characteristics of the GluRs in
frog and mammalian species and provide a framework for a
better understanding of the molecular evolution of the GluR and
its physiological function in vertebrates.
© 1999 Federation of European Biochemical Societies.
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1. Introduction

Glucagon is a 29 amino acid peptide which belongs to a
large family of brain-gut peptides that includes glucagon-like
peptides (GLPs), gastric inhibitory polypeptide (GIP), pitui-
tary adenylate cyclase activating polypeptide (PACAP), vaso-
active intestinal polypeptide (VIP), secretin, growth-hormone
releasing factor (GRF) and peptide histidine methionine
(PHM). Glucagon is encoded in a precursor structure, prepro-
glucagon, which is differentially processed to glucagon in o-
cells of the pancreas, and to GLP-1 and GLP-2 in the L-cells
of the small intestine [1,2]. Glucagon shows strong functional
and structural conservation across vertebrate species. The ma-
jor physiological functions of glucagon in mammals and fish
are similar. Glucagon plays a central role in the physiology of
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blood glucose regulation by inducing the processes of hepatic
glycogenolysis and gluconeogenesis [3,4]. However, some of
the actions of glucagon have diversified during evolution. Glu-
cagon is able to stimulate ureogenesis in mammals, but this
has not been demonstrated in fish, including the ureogenic
toadfish, Opsanus beta [5]. In addition, the redundant effects
of GLP-1 and glucagon in fish [6,7]) make the functional and
evolutionary relationships between GLP-1 and glucagon in
vertebrates a fascinating story to investigate. Structurally,
the primary amino acid sequence of glucagon is conserved
across most vertebrates (Fig. 1) [7]. In addition to mammalian
glucagons [8], peptides or cDNAs corresponding to bird [9],
several species of frogs [10-13], bony fishes [14], cartilaginous
fishes [15] and jawless fishes [16] have also been characterized.
The conservation of glucagon structure indicates that there
has been a strong evolutionary pressure to conserve the whole
glucagon molecule in vertebrates, and this finding is consistent
with its central position in the regulation of metabolism.

The actions of glucagon are mediated via its specific inter-
action with cell-surface receptors, hence, characterization of
the glucagon receptor (GluR) is a major step towards the
understanding of glucose metabolism. The glucagon receptor
belongs to a subfamily of the glucagon-secretin receptors in-
cluding glucagon, GLP-1 and GIP receptors. Like other fam-
ily members, GluR is a glycoprotein with a large hydrophilic
extracellular domain followed by seven highly conserved hy-
drophobic transmembrane helices. Recently, GluRs from rat
[17], human [18] and mouse [19] have been cloned and char-
acterized. Due to the central position of amphibians in verte-
brate evolution, the characterization of the frog GluR is able
to fill a significant gap of our knowledge with respect to the
understanding of the evolutionary aspects of glucagon and
GLP-1 as well as their receptors in vertebrates.

2. Materials and methods

2.1. Cloning of the full-length frog Rana tigrina rugulosa glucagon
receptor cDNA

A partial cDNA clone corresponding to the transmembrane do-
mains (TMD) 2-6 of the putative frog GluR was obtained by a
two-step polymerase chain reaction (PCR) approach essentially fol-
lowing a protocol described earlier [20]. The partial cDNA clone was
used as a probe to screen a frog liver cDNA library (0.5 million
primary clones). The library was constructed using the Stratagene
ZAP-Express ¢cDNA library system. 5 pg of poly(At) RNA was
used and the number of primary clones obtained was 2.5 million. A
full-length cDNA clone (2.2 kb) encoding the frog GluR was isolated
and then excised to the phagemid, pBK-CMV-frogGR1. The clone
was sequenced from both strands using a T7 DNA sequencing kit
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(Pharmacia) by synthetic primers and by subcloning of restriction
fragments. DNA sequence was analyzed by DNasis v2.0 (Hitachi,
San Bruno, CA).

2.2. Functional expression of the frog glucagon receptor

2.2.1. Stimulation of intracellular cAMP in CHO cells expressing the
frog glucagon receptor. The bacterial lac promoter was released from
the construct pPBK-CMV-frogGR1 by releasing a EcoR1/Nhel restric-
tion fragment to produce the eukaryotic expression plasmid pBK-
CMV-frogGR. A permanent cell line, CHO-frogGR, expressing the
putative frog GluR was obtained by transfecting 10 pg of pPBK-CMV-
frogGR into 1 million CHO cells using the Lipofectamine reagent
(Gibco-BRL), and followed by G418 selection at 500 pg/ml (Gibco-
BRL) for 2 weeks. Functional expression and cAMP assays were
performed as described earlier [20]. The cAMP level was measured
by radioimmunoassay using a cCAMP assay kit (Amersham, Arlington
Heights, IL). All peptides used in this study were purchased from
Bachem Fine Chemicals, Inc. (Torrance, CA). Goldfish glucagon
was synthesized by Peninsula Laboratories, Inc. (Belmont, CA) and
was found to be able to stimulate CAMP production and bind specif-
ically to the goldfish GluR (unpublished results).

2.2.2. Competitive binding experiments with the frog glucagon
receptor. For the competitive binding experiments, the frog GluR
was expressed transiently into COS-7 cells using the standard protocol
[21]. In brief, COS-7 cells were grown to confluence into 100 mm
plates, and transfected with 8 pg pBK-CMV-frogGR using the
DEAE-dextran/chloroquine method. After 24 h, cells were transferred
into 24 well plates and cultured for an additional 24 h prior to the
binding assay. In the competitive binding experiments, '*I-human
glucagon (2200 Ci/mmol, receptor grade, NEN Life Science Products,
Boston, MA) was incubated with the COS-7 cells expressing the frog
GIluR in the presence of increasing concentrations (pM-uM) of differ-
ent peptides for 16-18 h at 4°C. The non-specific binding was deter-
mined in the presence of 1 uM human glucagon and/or 1 uM gluca-
gon antagonist des-His'-[Nle’-Ala!!-Ala'®] [22]. Peptides were diluted
from a stock solution (10 uM) in the binding buffer prepared in
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Hanks’ balanced salt solution containing 20 mM HEPES, pH 7.4,
0.5% BSA and 0.1 mM phenylmethylsulfonyl fluoride. Each peptide
concentration was added in triplicate wells. Following the incubation,
the cells were washed twice with ice-cold PBS, lysed with 1 M NaOH,
and radioactivity measured in a gamma counter. Total specific bind-
ing was on average 45% of the total radioactivity added (1 X 10> cpm).
The glucagon antagonist des-His'-[Nle’-Ala!'-Ala'®] [22] was a gift
from Dr. Cecille Unson, while zebrafish glucagon was synthesized
by the Protein/DNA Technology Center of the Rockefeller University.
125]-zebrafish glucagon was found to bind specifically to the goldfish
GluR transfected into COS-7 cells (Mojsov et al., unpublished re-
sults).

2.2.3. cAMP assays with the frog glucagon receptor expressed
transiently in the COS-7 cells. The ability of glucagon and its antag-
onist to stimulate intracellular cAMP was assayed in parallel with the
competitive binding experiments. The conditions of the incubations
were the same as the ones described for the CHO cells expressing the
frog GluR, with the exception that the cells were seeded into 24 well
plates, instead of 6 well plates. The levels of cAMP were determined
by the Enzyme Immunoassay Kit (Cayman Chemicals, Ann Arbor,
MI). To assess whether the glucagon antagonist is able to inhibit the
ability of glucagon to stimulate intracellular cAMP formation, the
antagonist was added to each well at 100 nM concentration prior to
the addition of increasing concentrations of glucagon (pM-uM). For-
skolin (100 nM) was used as a positive control in triplicate wells in
each plate.

2.3. Tissue distribution of the frog glucagon receptor mRNA

Tissue distribution of the frog GIuR transcripts was studied by RT-
PCR. 3 ug poly(A)* RNA from individual tissues was used for the
preparation of first stand cDNA [20]. The sequences of PCR primers
are: GLU-5 TCCGTGCTTGTGAATGACACCATGC and GLU-3
GTCTGTGTACCTCATCTGATGAGC. PCR conditions were 1 min
at 94°C, 1 min at 55°C and 1 min at 72°C for 30 cycles. The identity
of the PCR product was confirmed by Southern blotting using the
partial frog GluR ¢cDNA fragment (443 bp) as a probe.
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Fig. 1. Comparison of amino acid sequences of glucagon in vertebrate. Shaded areas represent identical amino acid residues. The chicken se-
quence is from [9], the Xenopus laevis from [11], bullfrog from [10], Bufo marinus from [14], and Rana sylvatica from [13]; the sequences from
different species of teleost fishes are adapted from [7] with the exception of glucagons from goldfish [14] and zebrafish [28].
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Fig. 2. Amino acid sequence alignment of frog (top), rat, mouse and human GluRs by GeneWorks (IntelliGenetics). The arrows represent the
seven putative TMDs. Identical and conservative sequences are boxed. Conserved N-linked glycosylation sites and Cys residues among these

GluRs are labeled # and *, respectively.

3. Results

3.1. Isolation of the frog glucagon receptor cDNA

The approach used to obtain partial GluR clones was based
on the amplification of partial VIP1 receptor cDNAs using
degenerate oligonucleotide primers [20]. The partial receptor
cDNA clone was subsequently used as a probe to screen a
frog liver cDNA library. A clone 2224 bp in length was ob-
tained and DNA sequence analysis of the putative GluR
cDNA clone revealed a single open reading frame of 1476
bp (from nucleotide 266 to 1741) encoding a protein of 492
amino acids (Fig. 2) with a predicted molecular weight of 56
kDa. The sequence homologies between the frog and human
or rat GluRs were 57% and 62%, respectively, at the cDNA
level, and 51% and 60% at the amino acid level. A Kyte-
Doolittle hydrophobicity analysis of the receptor indicated
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Fig. 3. Stimulation of cAMP production in CHO-frog GluR
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that the protein is a G protein-coupled receptor with seven
segments of hydrophobic amino acids presumably forming the
transmembrane spanning regions and a hydrophobic signal
peptide at the N-terminus (data not shown).

3.2. Functional expression of the frog glucagon receptor

3.2.1. Stimulation of intracellular cAMP levels. To demon-
strate that the recombinant frog GluR expressed in mamma-
lian CHO cells could transduce a cellular signal, cAMP re-
sponses in the presence of various peptides were measured
(Fig. 3A). We used the human glucagon for the functional
characterization of the frog GIluR because there is only one
conservative difference (Ser-29 replacing Thr-29) at the C-ter-
mini of human and Rana tigrina rugulosa glucagons (Fig. 1).
More importantly, this residue was shown not to be involved
in the binding of human glucagon to its receptor [22,26,27].
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cells. A: The cells were incubated with 100 nM of human (h), Xenopus (xen) and

goldfish (gf) glucagon and several structurally related peptides including hGLP-1, gfGLP-1, hGIP, hVIP, human secretin (hSEC), hPACAP-38,
exendin-4 and exendin (9-39). cCAMP levels are expressed as fold stimulation compared to that of the control (no peptide). B: cAMP produc-
tion in CHO-frog GIuR cells stimulated with various concentrations of hglucagon (m), hGLP-1 (#), gfglucagon (a), gfGLP-1 (¥) and exen-
din-4 (@). Data presented here were from six independent peptide stimulations and the values are the means*S.D. and the average values of

basal cAMP were 5.9 pmol/well.
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Fig. 4. Functional experiments with the frog GluR expressed transi-
ently in COS-7 cells. A: Competitive binding experiments measuring
the displacement of '*’I-human glucagon binding in the presence of
increasing concentrations of hglucagon (@), the glucagon antagonist
des-His'-[Nle?-Ala'!-Ala'®] (a), gfglucagon (O), zebrafish glucagon
(#), gfGLP-1 (0), hGLP-1 (m). The results for hglucagon are an
average of six independent measurements, and for the other peptides
are averages of three independent measurements. Total specific bind-
ing was on average 45% of the total radioactivity added (100000
cpm). B: Stimulation of cAMP production. The results are ex-
pressed as fold stimulation of cAMP levels in response to increased
concentrations of hglucagon (O), glucagon antagonist des-His'-
[Nle’-Ala''-Ala'®] (a) and hglucagon in the presence of glucagon
antagonist (100 nM) (a). The cAMP stimulations were performed
at least two times each in triplicate with two different batches of
transfected COS-7 cells. The average values for basal cAMP levels
were 15 pmol/well.

At a concentration of 100 nM, only human glucagon (Fig. 1),
but not goldfish glucagon was able to stimulate intracellular
cAMP production in the receptor-transfected cells. Other
structurally related peptides, such as human GLP-1, goldfish
GLP-1, human GIP, human secretin, human VIP, human PA-
CAP, exendin-4 and exendin (9-39), were also unable to stim-
ulate cAMP production. The cAMP stimulatory effect of hu-
man glucagon was found to be dose-dependent with an ECs
value of 0.8+0.5 nM (Fig. 3B). However, even at a concen-
tration of 1 uM, human and goldfish GLP-1s, goldfish gluca-
gon and exendin-4 were unable to activate the receptor (Fig.
3B).

3.2.2. Competitive binding experiments. For the competi-
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tive binding experiments, 'I-human glucagon was able to
bind to the recombinant frog GluR transiently expressed in
mammalian COS-7 cells (45% specific binding). The specific
binding was displaced in a dose-dependent manner with hu-
man glucagon with an ICsy value of 12+ 3 nM. The structur-
ally related GLP-1s (human and goldfish), as well as zebrafish
glucagon, were unable to displace the specific binding of the
125T_.human glucagon, while goldfish glucagon showed some
displacement only at a high concentration of 270 nM (Fig.
4A). One of the antagonists of the human GluR, des-His!-
[Nle?-Ala!'-Ala'®] [22], was used in the competitive binding
experiments to further characterize the binding properties of
the recombinant frog GluR. The antagonist was able to dis-
place the specific binding of '>’I-human glucagon in the same
concentration range as human glucagon with a similar I1Cs
value of 7.8£1.0 nM (Fig. 4A). Based on these results, we
conclude that the frog GluR exhibits similar ligand binding
specificities as the human GluR.

3.2.3. Functional effects of the glucagon antagonist on the
frog glucagon receptor. To extend the comparisons of the
structural and functional properties of the frog and mamma-
lian GluRs, we tested the human glucagon antagonist des-
His!-[Nle’-Ala''-Ala'®] and we found that it was unable to
stimulate intracellular cAMP levels in the concentration range
from 10 pM to 1 uM (Fig. 4B). In contrast, incubation of the
COS-7 cells that transiently expressed the frog GIluR with
human glucagon led to a dose-dependent stimulation of intra-
cellular cAMP levels with EC5p =0.8 nM, in agreement with
the results obtained from the initial functional experiments in
the CHO cells. More interestingly, incubation of the cells with
human glucagon in the presence of 100 nM antagonist shifted
the ECsy values from 0.8 nM to 2.7 nM (Fig. 4B) and inhib-
ited the stimulated cAMP levels by 43% (4.7-fold vs. 8.2-fold
in the absence of the antagonist) at a concentration of 1077
M. Together with the results obtained from the competitive
binding experiments, we established that the frog and human
GluRs share similar structural and functional properties.

3.3. Tissue distribution of frog glucagon receptor mRNA

To examine the tissue distribution of frog GluR, RT-PCR
was performed using first strand cDNAs prepared from var-
ious frog tissues, including skeletal muscle, brain, liver, small
intestine and colon, as templates. PCR products (443 bp) were
detected in all the tissues tested except in the muscle. The
authenticity of the PCR products was confirmed by Southern
blotting using the partial cDNA fragment as a probe (Fig. 5).
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Fig. 5. Tissue distribution of frog GluR mRNA revealed by RT-
PCR. PCR products obtained from muscle, brain, liver, small intes-
tine and colon were subjected to Southern blot analysis using the
partial frog GluR ¢cDNA as a probe.
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4. Discussion

In the present study, the first non-mammalian full-length
GluR cDNA was isolated and characterized. The N-terminal
ectodomain for this family of receptors has been shown to be
largely responsible for ligand specificity. Mutational analysis
of the glycine residue at position 40 of the human GluR
demonstrated that Gly-40 is involved in the structural deter-
mination of the extracellular ectodomain and the sensitivity of
the receptor to glucagon [23]. However, Gly-40 is not present
in the frog, rat and mouse GluRs. Since all these receptors can
interact with human glucagon, these data suggest that this
glycine residue plays a partial role in ligand binding and re-
ceptor stabilization.

A number of other residues are also involved in ligand
binding and receptor activation, such as Ser-80, GIn-142
and especially Asp-64 [24,25]. Functional characterization of
rat GluR [25] indicated that replacement of Asp-64 with Glu,
Asn, Lys or Gly results in the abolition of ligand binding. All
three residues are conserved in these GluRs, suggesting that
they are crucial to the binding of human glucagon with the
frog GIluR to mediate cAMP responses. Functional character-
ization of the human GluR [24] revealed that Ser-80 and Gln-
142 are necessary for glucagon binding specificity. Both resi-
dues are conserved in the frog GluR. This observation may
account for the fact that the frog GluR interacts specifically
with only human glucagon, but not with other related pepti-
des such as GLP-1 and GIP.

Several non-continuous domains that are required for high
affinity binding with glucagon, including the membrane-prox-
imal half of the amino-terminal extension, the first exoloop,
the third, fourth, and sixth transmembrane domains [24], are
conserved among frog and mammalian GluRs. The conserva-
tion of these ligand recognition domains between the frog and
human GluRs may further explain the specificity of the frog
GluR towards the structure of human glucagon.

In addition, the results of our competitive binding experi-
ments demonstrated that the frog and human GluRs contain
similar, if not identical, binding affinity towards the active site
of glucagon structure. These conclusions are based on the
following observations. First, the frog GluR binds the human
GluR antagonist des-His'-[Nle?-Ala'!-Ala'®] with the same
affinity as the human GluR (Fig. 4A and [22]). Second, the
frog GIluR did not bind to goldfish and zebrafish glucagons.

The lack of binding specificity of the frog GluR towards the
goldfish and zebrafish glucagons is consistent with the pro-
posed mechanism of the interaction of the human glucagon
with the human GluR [26,27]. According to this mechanism,
His-1, Asp-9 and Ser residues are essential amino acids needed
for the formation of the active center of the human glucagon/
glucagon-receptor system. Of the four Ser residues present in
the sequence of human glucagon, Ser-8 and to a lesser extent
Ser-16 are critical residues needed for the formation of the
active center of glucagon. Thus, the substitution of Ser-8
with an Asn residue decreased the binding affinity of [Asn®]
glucagon to 8% as compared to the naturally occurring glu-
cagon [27]. Similarly, substitution of the Ser-16 with a Thr
residue led to an analog that possessed about 8% binding
affinity [27]. Finally, substitution of Asp-15 with Glu resulted
in an analog that contained about 80% of the binding affinity
[27]. Clearly, the triple substitutions of Ser®, Asp!® and Ser!®
with Asn®, Glu'®, and Thr!'® found in the sequences of gold-
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fish and zebrafish glucagons leads to a disruption of this ac-
tive center and hence there was a complete loss of binding
affinity of the frog GIluR towards these fish glucagons.

As seen from Fig. 1, the same substitutions in amino resi-
dues at identical positions of the sequence are found in the
glucagons in all teleost fishes analyzed so far, suggesting that
the GluRs in species that existed before the appearance of the
frogs would have different ligand binding specificities. Taken
together, these observations indicate that evolutionary pres-
sures manifested at the time of the emergence of the frog
species may have directed simultaneous changes in the sequen-
ces of glucagon and sequences of the ligand recognition do-
mains of GluRs. As a result, starting with the frog species,
more stringent structural constraints were developed in the
glucagon/glucagon-receptor system and were maintained sub-
sequently during the evolution in the mammalian species. Fur-
ther experiments and especially functional characterization of
fish GluRs are needed in order to understand the structural
evolution of vertebrate glucagons and their receptors.

The frog glucagon and GLP-1s may have unique functions
probably by interacting with multiple glucagon/GLP-1 recep-
tors that are expressed in a tissue-specific manner. In the
present study, the tissue distribution of the GluR mRNA
was investigated as a preliminary step to understand the glu-
cagon/GLP-1 system in Rana tigrina rugulosa. Similar to other
species, GluR mRNA is present at high levels in the liver,
gastrointestinal tract and brain. The expression of GluR tran-
scripts in the liver is consistent with the major functions of
glucagon, which are the stimulation of hepatic glycogenolysis
and gluconeogenesis. In summary, our results demonstrate a
conservation of the functional characteristics of the GluRs in
frog and mammalian species and provide a framework for a
better understanding of the molecular evolution of the GluR
and its physiological function in vertebrates.

Acknowledgements.: The authors thank Mr. K.W. Chan for preparing
the frog liver cDNA library. We are grateful to Dr. Cecille Unson for
the gift of the glucagon antagonist used in these studies. The project
was supported by grants from HKU CRCG 335/026/0053 to B.K.C.C.
and National Science Foundation IBN 9513989 to S.M.

References

[1] Mojsov, S., Heinrich, G., Wilson, 1.B., Ravazzola, M., Orci, L.
and Habener, J.F. (1986) J. Biol. Chem. 261, 11880-11889.

[2] @rskov, C., Holst, J.J., Knuhtsen, S., Baldissera, F.G.A., Poul-
sen, S.S. and Nielsen, O.V. (1986) Endocrinology 119, 1467—
1475.

[3] Unger, R.H. and Foster, D. (1992) Williams’ Textbook of Endo-
crinology, Saunders, Philadelphia, PA.

[4] Unger, R.H. and Orci, L. (1990) Ellenberg and Rifkin’s Diabetes
Mellitus Theory and Practice, Elsevier, New York.

[5] Mommsen, T.P., Danulat, E. and Walsh, P.J. (1991) Fish Phys-
iol. Biochem. 9, 247-252.

[6] Navarro, I. and Moon, T.W. (1994) J. Endocrinol. 140, 217-227.

[7] Plisetskaya, E.M. and Mommsen, T.P. (1996) Int. Rev. Cytol.
168, 87-257.

[8] Bell, G.I., Santerre, R.F. and Mullenbach, G.T. (1983) Nature
260, 3910-3914.

[9] Irwin, D.M. and Wong, J. (1995) Mol. Endocrinol. 9, 267-277.

[10] Pollock, H.G., Hamilton, J.W., Rouse, J.B., Ebner, K.E. and
Rawitch, A.B. (1988) J. Biol. Chem. 263, 9746-9751.

[11] Irwin, D.M., Satkunarajah, M., Wen, Y., Brubaker, P.L., Peder-
son, R.A. and Wheeler, M.B. (1997) Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA
94, 7915-7920.

[12] Conlon, J.M., Abdel-Wahab, Y.H., O’Harte, F.P.M., Nielsen,
P.F. and Whittaker, J. (1998) Endocrinology 139, 3442-3448.



504

[13] Conlon, J.M., Yano, K., Chartel, N., Vaudry, H. and Storey,
K.B. (1998) J. Mol. Endocrinol. 21, 153-159.

[14] Yuen, T.T.H., Mok, P.Y. and Chow, B.K.C. (1997) Fish Physiol.
Biochem. 17, 223-230.

[15] Conlon, J.M., Goke, R., Andrews, P.C. and Thim, L. (1989)
Gen. Comp. Endocrinol. 73, 136-146.

[16] Conlon, J.M., Nielsen, P.F. and Youson, J.H. (1993) Gen.
Comp. Endocrinol. 91, 96-104.

[17] Jelinek, L.J., Lok, S., Rosenberg, G.B., Smith, R.A., Grant, F.J.,
Biggs, S., Bensch, P.A., Kuijper, L.J., Sheppard, P.O., Sprecher,
C.A., O’Hara, P.J., Foster, D., Walker, K.M., Chen, L.H.J.,
McKernan, P. and Kindsvogel, W. (1993) Science 259, 1614
1616.

[18] Lok, S., Kuijper, J.L., Jelinek, L.I., Kramer, J.M., Whitmore,
T.E., Sprecher, C.A., Mathewes, S., Grant, F.J., Biggs, S.H.,
Rosenberg, G.B., Sheppard, P.O., O’Hara, P.J., Foster, D. and
Kindsvogel, W. (1994) Gene 140, 203-209.

[19] Burcelin, R., Li, J. and Charron, M.J. (1995) Gene 164, 305-310.

[20] Chow, B.K.C., Yuen, T.T.H. and Chan, K.W. (1997) Gen.
Comp. Endocrinol. 105, 176-185.

E.S.W. Ngan et al.IFEBS Letters 457 (1999) 499-504

[21] Aruffo, A. (1995) in: Short Protocols of Molecular Biology (Au-
subel, F., Brent, R., Kingston, R.E., Moore, D., Seidman, J.G.,
Smith, J.A. and Struhl, K., Eds.), John Wiley and Sons, New
York.

[22] Unson, C.G., Wu, C.-R., Fitzpatrick, J. and Merrifield, R.B.
(1994) J. Biol. Chem. 269, 12548-12551.

[23] Hager, J., Hansen, L., Vaisse, C., Vionnet, N., Philippi, A., Poll-
er, W., Velho, G., Carcassi, C., Countu, L., Julier, C., Cambien,
F., Passa, P., Lathrop, M., Kindsvogel, W., Demenais, F., Nish-
imura, E. and Froguel, P. (1995) Nature Genet. 9, 299-304.

[24] Buggy, J.J., Livingston, J.N., Rabin, D.U. and Warren, H.Y.
(1995) J. Biol. Chem. 270, 7474-7476.

[25] Carruthers, C.J.L., Unson, C.G., Kim, H.N. and Sakmar, T.P.
(1994) J. Biol. Chem. 269, 29321-29328.

[26] Unson, C.G., Wu, C.R. and Merrifield, R.B. (1994) Biochemistry
33, 6884-6887.

[27] Unson, C.G. and Merrifield, R.B. (1994) Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci.
USA 91, 454-458.

[28] Mommsen, T.P. and Mojsov, S. (1998) Comp. Biochem. Physiol.
B Biochem. Mol. Biol. 121, 49-56.



