2|z}, srd, Jgop, #

et WA 2F F8E TEAAAATHAL, *

—h
x
rhu

AL zlAoA] wl-¢ HAHQ AES S
A9l BE AA9 sehbgells dEd g4t
Fosl, 59 AEFE HAMSE Ao
T o] 3}l ukeol| o o] FojZTh &
oA A, oo 2 AEFIIA vl F
23 Aol 23y olm) HEA|, A 2 A
F 5olA o]fo] HI g% et T
S IEA ARE o] &3tE Aol s E B2 A
@0 AlxsA Azl
Aot S A S FA TR} 2R Bk AR
S5 ZH Qith H)E el E & 207EK] ] Al B
EAHE FAA G o)5e] 2FOE A}
7F 28 @4l o8 Ay Fid F2E K F
om, 7 7o wel toket 715 et B
3 Azl sl FEs] Ao FAHER
FATEAAE A ] el 7|1 £&
AT At} o3 AR 7|EY FHIEAR
A&s7] oE& REoIh

ol thl AL Ao THA} 2L Rofo] 2L
FHE AEE Bo) o|FolA gon, 53] g &
Fopol| A gitsitt ol Tjdoe] A 2
2 ARG AR e FYTER
B3] 953 Ao g 7|dEr) gjEo|th

B ZAME F5 8 ARE Be A7) K3
HI A AAs) detrEs AR dAs

158 - MR7|=n 4, "0 25, 20064

= o
1
o2
P

ST et Blo] QA 28] A 5

TEAAER o1&F = ' 7l dish 2
Bz} sl Ad= Keviarg 571 7RIS
Zred I 0] £ SR sl A2l
AHITEE 542 23 o] 2] thidol Holst
o detage 9 AA & F 5 FET
Basle) FARIEI=E sk tHEAQ] AR
od TEAE Brp X0 ® Siahs iklke
AN = & Aoz JoEnk

2. A3

7 45 S7AET] A5 AR rof
o 4z H2 AME g W] AXA
oY ATASe BF A7ehgel BT ek §
5 IARE od AR £ BPA) ol

& 5 sk AARWHCl 58 Az
AR 2R3 2L JRRok] QS AAAE
24 $293 9ok AToE A ¥ ATALS
A% 27T ANARA WA, AT 23,
Z4, B2k 4% 5o S5 202 BIE v 9
o @A) 223 e AATEAL) A9 A
FHE St AN Yol B Lol
Aeng % ede) goli So2 it it
£ AR 7 o ok wge] ATk 34
AS Z AARTHL T2 0542 D A
AR REE QPN 43 6 2 BYS T
T o1l



m
1=
(1}
L
Kl
HI
p1
lo
o
ox
»a
olo
olo

Av| A =A(Nephila clavipes’ dragline)= 72 57
o HART 73 s ARl HlwE vhe
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ScienceA)o| B = ATH2]. s}AITF Q152 A2
o] B3I, AvE AR AF AMEE Sl
F40= et At AI7E ATk v
ol A F(Bombyx mori)= 2 AR A7+ 79
E Ar A=Y ¥} 2A4(& D)0 wel Anda
o} AZ W AE B4 7H g vk ol B
TEACH3]. AL A 2 A AR FAA A
2F 7% 9 AAE /&Sl o83kl fskd A
A AT A ATE TS Zlo) A3 o]§Y AF}
olAgk, dAlell= 1 BAl FRH Aol /EE ¥
Bl 58S o]&3ko 24 3PE, eREEolel
o) AR F Qo= G4} 3K 58 1A
¥ H Z1ukE o]L3h= biosensor YT A|EEHT
ek gk AA A0 ZRE i, 2 E, 3D
scaffold 52 g7 AZE F Jor, AHEEE °
B3l WiollA wlolaE2 A7) Fo YA 89
WS 7IAE A5 AT 7heE B ohet
sto|=2 78] Aol &g FEHGA RS 7%
Hol F Joh4-8]. AT A ASEAS] HAA
T dFEoH, B HElELRE Ak
IAE - I AR EENY] V)2 H S8 4
7} AT FE ORI itk XM= A
A9 E43 &, AAANE B 7ERIEEAM A4
& 5837 1% AATE ] Az, AAIM
ZZo] A3 slB 2Rl 2 RE AFMHRE WA
el tiek AFhE AvlEtaAt gt
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SOl AV 2 BRI D FAY
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FAY oF 30%E AL JoH IREJIIAE
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2jale] opmiigl Z/dulE MY, okiBtElE, Fe
A, Eglodo] 65% Ae2A F2 HE-S AAst
2 Aok B9 A ZAkeTE 9714 AAKET)
B} 2.6u) Wol vepdth AlgjalE vy 244
ol7] WEell B+ & oA vld dA 44 3
BeRlogRe F8 % A= 2 5 vk =
g ol Aol e A, A4 3 BrskE
go| FrE] slck

TFolldZ B2 2709 13} FeEHER
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o] ¢F 325000 Dac|™ 71H-$- AF&(light chain)2- oF
25000 Daolt}. ol e F 784 AR st H(H
¥A 22 ZARE7IE 7R opr| At o B o] Foizl
e =) B ARG A(H A 2 (bulky)
ZAE7E FYHEEgY)o] MR o] Fo|A ¢
+ 3% YA (copolymen) FEl = Eo] SITh 74 A}
3 FAL Akes gelA HBEY o 0%
‘Ser-Gly-Ala-Gly-Ala-Gly’ ¢] opn|:xAt g2 o]
o7 Slth 7|REY &3 rieia § AAE
ZARRE dsirE o S Ago] BIEUE
], Gly-Ala-Gly-Ala-Gly-Ser-Gly-Ala-Ala-Gly-[Ser-
Gly-(Ala-Gly)n)e-Tyr 224 n3t2 25 20jth g8
2319] 55%+= o} opn|iat YR o]FoA itk
2 EF Sk o] 99 fE FHelM 9 sEEQ]
12} 2= Gly-Glys 2 MEL 13 Gly-Tyr-
Gly 9} Gly-Val-Gly ¢} 222 A€ & o]F014 9lck. 11
SEE o WE RS AnYA HBEH% nizt
72 FEA19] FFEAEA AR 1Ti9,10].

212,23 32

A A= B-sheet, cross S-sheet, a-helix, NPT Y
5o T 99 24 22E ek, Sz
Ao} AFANE T el B Aol el
2 ghpEA] 357t $ATE Pk Bsheet
22t 27t EAH o' Jehdti(Figure 1). 123
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A0 F 7EA] 28 A F2E silk 13 silk
O 22 FEA sik I 72 318 Aas)e
2Rl FEXEAN TEAMAM X FAE i Y
eEhdtt silk I A3 BB Z20l0] AAloA F7] &
o2 rEY I8sE ARolA Jehs #3200
ok HA A3 F AA 72 g dPFA X-
ray 318 I¥E Figure 20 JeRNRIT} Bragg 2]
& o|&3te AlitE w7 ARE Table 19 22F3}
ok Bk silk 19] YA 2= STRlF gEido]
WEEE 129 AT AUAE A EA
&8 4 ok A3t AR o silk T F3200A
silkk T 22 Ho|3h DYz dojrt
= H3} S ME Z 239 7Nintersheet plane)ol| A
o] WPy} 71 At o] Wf HAZ A HHE Alo]

Figure 2. 2392 2Z(B. mori)2] X-ray 3ZAHE: (a)
silk T; (b) silk II.

o] ATl 182% 743k o] AAoA Eo] WA

QWA Lt Zagt) o] SHAM B
W silk Io] silk T2 W aff o f=] o] H|wa
271 AR silk D7} B8 QP& o1, o] Ao
4 B 7t Folt} o]t Hold g +
o & dellA Azt watd of Ad(shear)o] 7t
B|AHA dojdth JAFHOZ = VAo A
< 718k WP, A4, 7HE, vige 3 ol ES 7
4 8ule] AR, NS Tl W 58
A 2L NS K= F Jo11-16].

Figure 32> A2 9|2 2Q1e] H N A EAFT-
R)& Jehd Aolth silk T F2A EAZHoR
E4EE AES5E 1697 cm’, 1627 cm (amide T),
1528 cm’'(amide 1), 1265(amide TM) cm™ o)™ silk
[ 729 APFFY ZL2 o pA7R 59 A5 1658
em'(amide T ), 1652 cm™(amide T ), 1538 cm (amide
meA FrsEe 2As57h ozl Sik I3
random coil 7+Z2ke] T HH AHEHO R
< A7 ATH1T).

offt rlo

22. 439 B4
Foldae & Rt R gz, T2y gRE
o] #7] Sufel thate] B8-S Holn tiFEe

Table 1. Spacing(A) and Intensities of the X-ray Diffraction Patterns of B. mori Silk Fibroin®

R1 R2 R3 R4 R5 R6 R7 R8 R8
silk 1 729 ms | 561 w 450 s 402 w 362m | 315 m 273w | 244 mw | 224 vw
silk 11 973 ms | 469 vs | 428 vs | 365 ms | 2.66 w 225w 204 w

“Intensities: vs, very strong; s, strong; ms, medium strong; m, medium; mw, medium weak; w, weak; vw, very weak.

MF7IER &Y, H10A 25, 20064
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Figure 3. 43y B Zele] XA E-. (a) Random
coil, (b) silk I and (c) silk II.
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A4 3BEQ1 BHIE 9t A3 wE A7k
Qkell *ﬂEWO FZ3)of 3l A7l WE BEE
olo] Ea}ekS 7] %(gel electrophoresis)-S =3}
o Q?l??}‘:}- A o] BB VEE HES
2] 52 A(lithium bromide solution) (9.3 M) ¢]&
stod 65 Collx 718 &8jAlZic) o] Yol L
A)rele) EHLISCN) = @skaH(CaCly) 54 4
g o] F Utk o] HEEJEYS FAYS o]
L3l e § &8 SHEQIS o] ok

°] 2Jel el §A2 Fokd Aefolu ¢F 7 C WA E
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sto]E2 A(hydorgeDFEH 2 W SHsHTH22).
poly(ethylene glycol) (PEG) 845 ©]8-3l
o) 20 wt% fibroin FE-HE& THE F Yo} o] A
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Silk solution
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[2324]. BE5 oiF=rh 100% HE 47] 9
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AlE 22 A9 S48 B 298 ¥R
ol silk M2 724 Hslr} Yojupar w484
50| Foldtk. T3y EF IFe MHEQ #
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Silk 1, water-insoluble
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Silk I, water~|nsoluble
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Silkk T, water-insoluble

Silk I, water-insoluble

I

Silk 1, water-insoluble

Figure 5. 23 y|H 248N o2 HE A 2H N7 HHZ9) BEH} Xray 3

g F8dg s
(polystyrene), Z&]ganda]dl
(poly(vinylidene chloride))o]u} o}

4] (acrylic resin) ¥ 9fol]
25 ) A Ax A &

162 - MRF7|=1 &Y, H10H 25, 20064

A€l (a) as-cast film, (b) annealed in water for 24 h, (c) annealed in methanol
(50%) for 24 h, (d) annealed in methanol(50%) for 24 h, (e) stretched (300%)
in water, and (f) treated in ethanol (70%) for 24 h. (g) Enhanced birefringence
of stretched film by optical polarizing microscope and AFM image of stretched
film surface (1 pm X 1 pm) by tapping mode. d-Spacing values of silk I (&)
75,57,45,37,32,28 and silk 11 (A) 9.8, 43, 3.7.
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Table 2. A= sjB 7ol FE9] HE7b 7144 EA

Silk film Contact angle Tensile Modulus Tensile Strength Elongation at Break
(degree) (GPa) (MPa) (%)
As cast 51426 39407 472+64 19107
Silk T film 626118 19+05 6771117 55+17
Silk IT film 714+15 35109 588+16.7 21404

[2d
<

Weight of silk films (%)
P-
(o]

™
«

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16
Degradation time (Day)

Figure 6. Enzymatic degradation of silk films. (silk I
film (A) and silk II film (®m) in enzyme solution; silk I
film (%) and silk II film (®) in PBS).

$-5-31(Table 2) A B3l G o3 £
=t HEB s AR Eael 8 2o
&2 o] 7hgstth(Figure 6). %ol 3loiAM
T g9g Ajolg Boled sik [ 252 EFE8
o sik Il & $38)0 (Figure 7). £8, BF
21e] EE JES v A & 5 AR
(Table 2) silk 1 E-9] 21A40] H A vehgR
= ZX].:—Q]—.Q. A EZH ] ._~9_o]] 0101 A JL_TZ}M
o T Aol vepc.

fe

Figure 7. Images of silk I film (left) and silk II film
(right).

B¢

Figure 8. 47 I HZEQ] #2843 poly(ethylene ox1de)
(PEO, MW 900,000)& o]&-38t t}2A] BE9] #Z(Scale
bar: 100 ym).

A3 sBEel F49
(polyethylene glycol)S- 5&7}‘6}&1 = e *é%% A
2% 4 el o] HANA silk N2 3 H3lrt
dojun] AZA71E ¥/ FFo] Lojzitt of
&S ] E &l @7 EEldll g2 2ol
WA WhEA & o EER] 35S A
S 4 Yt Figure 8)[26].

24 MIAMKFUIAL
#8420l e fHSY 7S ) A3
Aol AAstEe AR dggEet dilsEe}
HAE Jrhs AR Lohigitt silk 22
3 Wgg o8ty B a8 vehir] 9
A= 1 cmvsec o5k QA WAL £t B o)
T} ol o] "iA} A E THE A AT 3H,
29]8 F8Mo|n e Ao) gy Ay T
4 2x} TEE Hlrt Nﬂfuwoam SCEE
slold A &%) Ytk $5A
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Table 3. States of Liquid Silk in Silk Gland

Silk Posterior Middie Division Anterior

Gland Division Posterior Moddle Anterior Division
Concentration (%) 12 25 26 26 30
Conformation Random-coil Random-coil b-form
pH 69 5.6 52 50 48
Viscosity v Middle High High High Low
State Gel Gel Gel Gel-sol Liquid Crystal
K'(103%) - 30.2 295 333 -
Ca> (103%) - 17.7 46.0 59.7 -
Water Content (%) 88 75 74 74 70
Freezing Water (%) 813 63.2 572 56.9 -
Non-freezing Water (%) 69 11.8 16.8 17.1 -

Aol A o dollA= A Fol 12~2.5 mm ©]
o Ad £T= O o]t} BujAe] ZREL
o FAA A F0] 00503 mmo|EE Atk &
Tt vfg- Ak o] REAME Fujd wom &
We & o] doluky pHYF e 4, Z
&, QA 59] o] wlo] dojdt). o] TA
Me A3 Bsheet 23} F27F et A4
9 AEL A ol wE) wgsie e &
Aol glAS 3 S5 MRS FEiA
HEHo g dopd & 9t

AN FRENME FLEZY(lyotropic) N4
o] FAxo] A3 el FE7} Atk o] A
(phase)> F71&E9 S5E F1 o] A gag
ANURE ZAAIA WA He] vl Be]A] e
otk 3, WAL g oJsia] k] wiak
HEE =Y 7 Utk o]23h uldke A4l(drawing)
AYNZE Ag 4§ Jdor ZAF BAS IR
th vulg ARG AFERAA doixl whi
L8 A3 AZRAT = B AR
28 4= ook Mlgjle A3t WA W £ 3
HRRINFE YA E sEF A A oz 4
3 de] A EV|E & 59 F JEE FT
o} g 27F ol AFIEA FHE]IA
Yo s 8-S STk FEAEAY 94EE itk
ATAANL T e FOZ o]FoH glon o]
PR E7)oA A AL AL T4 37ECR

i

(D)

c

rlo w
s

184 - A57I51 Agl, K102 23, 2008

B, FRAN, FRAMOF Yok
EEE RERELEENER=E- =P
2T 24E Table 39 A5 JERARTY.

25. A3 mzolo| HESY BE

A A role] Ae Qo] AI5E
& ARSI A spinneretyS Fa) PAksked
AR AT 2 P Fow o)F
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o] gz 4ol Agsel ekt WAt F
2o BAoln] 953 A4 BAE 1 4R
Fehe) 422 AN e JHEG WAUZ
Lk I EECEL O REE
A% 2Ago] oF 34viDalton)JEolof TPy
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QNG 7} ofulate] ha B2 <3 o
Mk ol &4 Alole] A58A o] 42
W 2R} B0 b, 19T B BE
2 Hole & 9l 4UL 9YsT YoM 78
el FE7t F7hgo et AFHRRE 8
ol A BAZo] Arkzgel o) o
10054 200 nm =719} vlold FehE FHFES
S 48e gusz AriFigwe 9[27). F, ol
23 vl 13 221 540 O B2 5
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(lyotropic liquid crystal
phase)S UERAH
[28.29], wjol A &
£ Tt B
Z7Heol wet M=
SAA Hof ¢k 1w}
o]AE ulE] o}ite]
Age 7 T3A
(sphere)E %33ct
(Figure 10)[30,31].
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Figure 9. SEM images of silk CIE1Z PIOJAE ©]
solution collected from the FoZ FHA|= 4
posterior region of the B. mori Iz Bapel 2

gland, illustrating micellar-like
morphology (gland contents were
separated in water and treated in
methanol).

4 58] Yo
2 8N f
Ag stol==A
(hydrogel) S A3t WA W= 2 A
@23} Al o8 Aachld 99 EEAES
RZ W&t AIMGE NG F I slE
th O b ERAEe] Aadwd ExAERE
AAH I o Ak 254 999
ST o) FAE AIAWFFFIE v Y
slod O] Boll =4 ¢kow 9473 7|A|H EAS
ke JEFo] FU% gtk F5E Aasgay
off EAsl= A Feje] slo|EEA o] Mk}
A7l &) AFAF-) R plAFRE o] FAL
e 71E9] nlolA g FHY(fibril) olzky L7
FZE A3 Ari32,33]. ol A3AF4 7]
Altze AAFAE A(SEM)E B3l ald = vt
(Figure 11)[34-36].

26. 7{0| A3
AB7HA o 35000%9] AvIE] HelHC
2R} o glof AQANA 71 FHE 4
A Zol shtelck. 1 Zel4 AvlH(orb-web) 3

s 3 £3 £S
Peptids Sequence

Rydrophobicity

] Hydrophobic blocks (GAGAGS)
M Rydrophilic blocks (nonrepstitive}

-

1§ Hydrophabic blacks
1 Hydrophilic blocks

Wi 3 ~200m
V\ I,_‘wnm § I~1&)nm
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Figure 10. Model of chain folding, micelle formation
globule formation and curing, and shear processing of
silk proteins.

_PEC soiution

Fibroin globule
L (0.8um-16 um )

Fibroin micelle
(100~200 nm)

‘ L e, = A0 kv D
Figure 11. SEM images of fracture surfaces of (a)
Argiope trifasciata spider and (b) B. mori silkworm silk
fiber; low magnification view showing the skin-core microstructure;
(c) and (d) detail of the core fracture surface at higher
magnification showing the globular structure.

© AvES Holg 7] HsiA A3 E el
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o okt $79 438 o] ¥tk B AR
Z E3] golden orb weaver(T} Anjdade= &
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(Nephila clavipes)®] A=7} J5H 08 AFu4
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Figure 12 (a) Images of golden draghne silk fibers of
N. clavipes spider, (b) SEM image of dragline silk fibers
of N. clavipes spider, and image of (c) N. clavipes and
(d) A. ventricosus spiders.
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