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Antibodies to hnRNP core proteins inhibit in vitro splicing of human S-globin pre-mRNA
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ABSTRACT

In vitro splicing of human 8-globin pre-mRNA can be fully
inhibited by treatment of the splicing extract with polyclonal
antibodies against hnRNP core proteins prior to the addition
of pre-mRNA. Inhibition of the first step in the splicing
pathwvay, cleavage at the S5’ splice site and lariat formation,
requires more antibodies than inhibition of the second step,
cleavage at the 3’ splice site and exon ligation. The
anti-hnRNP antibodies can also inhibit the splicing reaction
after the formation of the active nucleoprotein splicing
complex which is known to occur during the initial lag period.
Thus, hnRNP core proteins appear to be present in the complex
that performs pre-mRNA splicing.

INTRODUCTION

In eukaryotes, pre-mRNA in the nucleus is found in
ribonucleoprotein particles (hnRNP, 1). These particles
contain a set of about 9 interrelated and evolutionarily
conserved major proteins, termed hnRNP core proteins (Mr
32-42,000), and a number of minor protein components (2-4).
The core proteins form particles immediately after tran-
scription, but their specific function is unknown except for
their ability to protect the primary transcript from
degradation by ribonucleases (1). Since pre-mRNAs undergo a
series of RNA processing reactions in the nucleus, it seems
likely that these hnRNP particles, not the "naked" pre-mRNA,
serve as substrate for subsequent RNA processing steps. This
is also suggested by the requirement of a large 5S0S nucleo-
protein complex during in vitro splicing (5-7) and by the
recent observation that hnRNPs bind to splice junctions in
certain Drosophila transcripts (8). Since hnRNP core proteins
have a high affinity for RNA and will form particles with it
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in vitro (9-13), it seems plausible that these proteins
may be present in the splicing complex and involved in its
formation in the in vitro splicing reaction.

A useful vay of identifying the factors involved in RNA
processing is to inhibit one or more of the processing steps in
an in vitro reaction with antibodies directed against
particular nuclear components. This approach has been taken
using antibodies to small nuclear RNPs (snRNPs; Ul, U2, etc.)
and has shown convincingly that U1-RNP is a necessary splicing
factor (6,7, 14-16). In similar experiments, snRNPs have been
implicated in pre-mRNA polyadenylation (17). We report here
analogous observations using antibodies raised against
purified proteins isolated from hnRNP particles (18). These
antibodies are added to an in vitro splicing reaction with
truncated human 8-globin pre-mRNA transcripts as substrate.

Our results shov that these antibodies can prevent the pre-mRNA
transcripts from undergoing any step in the splicing reaction.
In addition, under certain conditions, the antibodies can
inhibit the production of the final spliced product without
blocking the first step in the splicing reaction, i.e. cleavage
at the S5’ splice site and lariat formation.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
DNA templates wvere prepared by linearizing the plasmid

pSP64HbA6 (19) with either restriction enzyme Bam HI or Acc 1
vhich both cleave within the second exon of the human 8-globin
gene (Fig. 1A). Tranascription and capping of the substrate RNA
vas carried out essentially as described by Konarska et al.
(20). In vitro splicing wvas carried out with nuclear extract
from HelLa cells (19,21) and the products analyzed on
polyacrylamide gels as previously described (22). Times of
incubation at 30° are indicated in the Figure Legends.
Anti-hnRNP serum vas obtained by Lahiri and Thomas (18)
from chicken immunized with hnRNP proteins purified from bovine
brain nuclei. 40S hnRNP particles were obtained by extraction
of nuclei at pH 8, purified by sucrose density gradient
centrifugation, and further fractionated by ammonium sulfate
precipitation. This material wvas electrophoresed on a 12%
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SDS-polyacrylamide gel (23). Bands containing proteins with
molecular weight from 36-43 kDa were excised, emulsified with
Freund’s adjuvants, and used to immunize chickens (18). IgG was
purified from chicken serum as described (24) and used in all
experiments reported here. Immunoblots were carried out
according to standard procedures (25). Biotinylated rabbit
anti-chicken secondary antibodies (Cooper Biomedical, Malvern,
PA) and avidin-biotin-horseradish peroxidase (Vectastain ABC
kit, Vector Labs, Burlingame, CA) vere used for detection
according to manufacturers protocols. Immunoprecipitations of
{32p)1-labeled HelLa cell sonicates were carried out as described
(26) using Pansorbin (Calbiochem, San Diego, CA) with an excess
of rabbit anti-chicken sera as secondary antibody (Cooper
Biomedical).

Inhibition of the processing reaction was carried out by
preincubating 24 pnl of the reaction mixture (SmM ATP, 3.3mM
MgCl,, 20mM creatine phosphate, 2.6% polyvinyl alcohol, 15 nl
nuclear extract) with an appropriate amount of the antibody
(gee Fig. 3) for 30 minutes at 0°. Subsequently, {32p)-labeled
RNA (109 cpm per sample) wvas added and the sample incubated for
90 minutes at 30°. In experiments involving inhibition of a
splicing reaction already in progress (Fig. 4), a complete
reaction mixture including (32p)-labeled RNA vas incubated for
30 minutes at 30° and then transferred on ice. One or 2 pl of
the antibody was added, the incubation carried out for 30
minutes on ice, and then continued at 30°. The reaction
products were analyzed as above and further quantitated by
excision of appropriate RNA bands from polyacrylamide gels and
scintillation counting.

RESULTS
Structure and properties of the pre-mRNAs

Two truncated human B8-globin transcripts wvere tested in the
splicing assay (19,22). Transcript Bam HI (Fig. 1B) contains
the 5’ exon, the small intron, and most of the second exon. It
is efficiently spliced in an in vitro system generating inter-
mediates and products that have been characterized in detail
(27, see Fig. 1B). Transcript Acc I (Fig. 1C), which is
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Figure 1. Structure of the DNA templates, pre-mRNA tran-
scripts, and intermediates and products of the splicing re-
action. A) The human B-globin DNA template (plasmid pSP64HBA6
(19). Restriction sites of Bam HI and Acc I which cleave
within the second exon of the gene are indicated. Open box
marked SP6, SP6 polymerase promoter; open boxes, exons; thin
line, intron; hatched area, transcribed sequences from the
cloning vector. Arrovs represent RNA transcripts; their |
length in nucleotides is indicated. B) Structure of I
transcript Bam HI, terminating at Bam HI site, and the |
intermediates and products of splicing. C) Structure of
transcript Acc I, terminating at Acc I site, and the products
of cleavage at the 5’ splice site.

truncated within the second exon, 14 nucleoctides downstream
from the 3’ splice site, is efficiently cleaved at the 5’
splice site and forms a lariat at the correct branch point in
the intron but is unable to undergo cleavage at the 3’ splice
site and exon ligation (22, 28).
Specificity and purity of th ti i

The anti-hnRNP antibodies vere raised in chicken against
gel purified core proteins isolated from hnRNP particles as
described in Materials and Methods (see also 18). The
molecular weight range of the core proteins is between 32-42
kDa wvhich is in the range of some of the Sm- and Ul-RNP
antigens (reviewed in 29 and 30). In addition, snRNPs have
been shown to associate with hnRNPs (31). Thus it seemed
possible that hnRNP core proteins used for immunization might
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Figure 2. Immunoblot with anti-hnRNP antibodies. 75 pg of
crude nuclear extract or purified 40S hnRNPs from Hela cells
wvere separated on 12% SDS-polyacrylamide gel (23) and blotted
on nitrocellulose (25). The blot wvas reacted with anti-hnRNP
antibodies (1:100 dilution) and visualized as described in
Methods. Lane 1 and 2, Coomasie brilliant blue stain of
nuclear extract and hnRNP, respectively. Lane 3 and 4,
immunoblot of nuclear extract and hnRNP, respectively.

have been contaminated with the Sm- or U1-RNP antigens, which
in turn would have led to the generation of anti-Sm or
anti-U1-RNP antibodies in the immune sera. Anti-Sw and
anti-Ul1-RNP antibodies are known to inhibit splicing in a
similar assay (14-16) and their presence in the sera would have
invalidated the results described below. It was therefore
important to ascertain that the anti-hnRNP serum did not
exhibit any anti-Sm or anti-U1-RNP specificity.

Several lines of evidence attest to the purity and specifi-
city of the antisera used in this report. As shown in Fig. 2,
immunoblots with anti-hnRNP antibodies of either crude nuclear
extracts (lane 3) or partially purified 40S hnRNP particles
(lane 4) from HelLa cells shov reactivity of specific hnRNP
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proteins (MW 32-42 KDa). No lover or higher protein bands
could be detected in this experiment, suggesting that common
Sm- or U1-RNP antigens (28 kDa, 16 kDa and 70 kDa) did not
react with the antibodies. Another possible contaminating
reactivity is for a 34 kDa U1-RNP protein (29, 30). This
protein would not have been visible on the immunoblot since it
wvould have been obscured by the hnRNP proteins. To exclude the
possibility that anti-hnRNP serum contains antibodies against
this antigen, we have carried out immunoprecipitation of
t32pJ-labeled sonicates from Hela cells, using chicken
anti-hnRNP antibody, secondary rabbit anti-chicken antibody and
Pansorbin (protein A). Immunoprecipitation of U1-RNP or other
snRNP8 could not be detected under these conditions (not
shown). Other tests for purity of the anti-hnRNP antibodies
such as immunoblots of purified Sm antigen (32) or immuno-
diffusion assay for anti-Sm or anti-U1-RNP reactivity were also
negative (results not shown). Thus, we conclude that the
anti-hnRNP serum is devoid of any detectable anti-Sm or
anti-U1-RNP activity and that the observed inhibition of
splicing, described below, is due to the anti-hnRNP specificity
of our sera.
Inhibition of splicing and cleavage at the S5’ splice site by
anti-hnRNP sera

Titration of the splicing extract (Fig. 3A and B, lanes
1-3) with anti-hnRNP core protein antibodies (18) prior to the
addition of the pre-mRNAs demonstrated that processing of both
transcripts (Bam HI and Acc I) can be completely inhibited
(Fig. 3A and B, lane 1) when 1 pl of antibody is used. At a

Figure 3. Titration of the splicing extract with anti-hnRNP
core protein antibodies. A) Transcript Bam HI following
preincubation with: Lanes 1-3, anti-hnRNP core protein IgG
(60 mg protein/ml), 1.0, 0.3 and 0.1 nl, respectively; lane 4,
nonimmune chicken IgG (60 mg protein/ml), 1.0 pl; lane S5,
anti-hnRNP core protein IgG, 1.0 pl boiled for 10 minutes;
lane 6, bovine serum albumin (60 wmg protein/ml), 1.0 pl; lane
7, gelatin (60 mg/ml), 1.0 pl. B) Transcript Acc I following
preincubation with: Lanes 1-3, anti-hnRNP core protein IgG
1.0, 0.5, and 0.25 nl, respectively; lanes 4-7, as in panel A.
The 5’ exon and the 3’ part of transcript Acc I (band d)
comigrate on a 5% but can be resolved on a 12% polyacrylamide
gel (22).
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lover level of anti-hnRNP antibodies (0.3 pl), the generation
of the spliced product from transcript Bam HI wvas inhibited

(Fig. 3A, lane 2,
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Figure 4. Effect of anti-hnRNP core protein antibodies on
splicing after the lag period. A) Transcript Bam HI: Lane
1, input RNA; lanes 2 and 3, the complete reaction mixture
(see Methods and Fig. 3) was incubated at 30° for 15 and

30 minutes, respectively; lanes 4-6, the complete reaction
mixture was incubated for 30 minutes at 30°, kept on ice
for 30 minutes with 1.0 pl of antibodies per 25 pl aliquot
folloved by incubation at 30° for 15, 30 and 45 minutes,
regspectively; lanes 7-9, as in lanes 4-6, except that the
incubation on ice was with nonimmune IgG, 1.0 pl per 25

pl aliquot. B) Transcript Acc I: Lanes 1-9, as in A,
except 2.0 pl of the anti-hnRNP antibodies and nonimmune
IgG per 25 pl aliquot were used in lanes 4-6 and 7-9,
respectively. C) Quantitation of the spliced product of
transcript Bam HI. Bands from lanes 4-9, Fig. 4A vere
excised, their radiocactivity determined, and the yields
calculated by dividing the amount of radioactivity in the
spliced product, band c, by the total amount of the
radiocactivity in all RNA bands. Yield of spliced product
(time-course) with anti-hnRNP antibodies, [1--[]; wvith
nonimmune IgG, 0--0. D) Quantitation of products of
cleavage at the 5’ splice site of transcript Acc I. Bands in
lanes 4-9, Fig. 4B wvere analyzed as above and the yield
calculated by dividing the amount of radioactivity in band d
by the sum found in bands a and d; anti-hnRNP antibodies,
--8; nonimmune IgG, ©--O.

at the S5’ splice site and lariat formation still occurred (same
lane, band b and d). Similarly, cleavage at the 5’ splice site
of transcript Acc I was only partially inhibited by 0.5 nl of
the antibody and resistant to 0.25 nl (Fig. 3B, lanes 2 and 3,
respectively). This shows that the first step in the splicing
pathvay, i.e. cleavage at the S5’ splice site and lariat
formation, is less sensitive to inhibition by anti-hnRNP
antibodies than the subsequent step, cleavage at the 3’ splice
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site and exon ligation (see also below, Fig. 4). Specificity
of inhibition by the antibodies is shown by the fact that
nonimmune and boiled immune IgG as well as albumin and gelatin
have no effect on the processing of both transcripts (Fig. 3A
and 3B, lanes 4-7).

We have attempted to preabsorb the anti-hnRNP antibody with
purified hnRNP particles or isolated core proteins to block
inhibition of splicing by the antibodies. These attempts were
unsuccessful, probably due to insufficient concentrations of
purified antigens. Higher amounts of proteins and hnRNPs
could not be used due to limitations of the volume that can be
added to the reaction without affecting the splicing activity.
Similar problems were encountered by Padgett et al. (14) in
experiments testing anti-U1-RNP and anti-Sm sera in the
splicing assay.

Inhibition o licin nd cleavage in th reformed s c
complex

In the experiments in Fig. 3, the nuclear extract was pre-
treated with the antibodies before the addition of the pre-
mRNAs. Under these conditions, antibodies presumably bind to
free core proteins or to hnRNP particles and prevent them from
participating in the formation of the active splicing complex
vhich occurs during the initial 30 minute lag period of the
splicing reaction (5-7, 19). To establish whether hnRNP core
proteins are present in the complex itself, the folloving
experiment wvas performed: The reaction mixture containing
transcript Bam HI was incubated for 30 minutes at 30°C to form
the splicing complex. The antibodies were added and the total
mixture was incubated on ice for 30 minutes to stop the
splicing reaction and allov the antibodies to react. After
that time, the reaction was continued at 30°. A time course of
the splicing reaction following the addition of the antibodies
(Fig. 4A, lanes 4-6) or nonimmune IgG (Fig. 4A, lanes 7-9)
shows that anti-hnRNP antibodies inhibit splicing only
partially vhen the same amount is used (1 pl) which completely
inhibits splicing during pretreatment of the extract (see Fig.
3A, lane 1). Quantitative comparison of the yields of the
splicing reaction in the above experiment shows that splicing
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proceeds at a lover rate in the presence of anti-hnRNP
antibodies and is inhibited by about 50% (Fig. 4C). Doubling
the amount of the antibodies in this experiment results in
complete inhibition of splicing (not shown). In analogous
experiments with transcript Acc I, treatment of the samples
with an amount of anti-hnRNP antibodies that completely
inhibits S’ cleavage vhen added to the extract prior to the
addition of the transcript (1.0 pl, cf. Fig. 3B, lane 1) has no
inhibitory effect on the reaction (not shown). By adding 2 pl
of anti-hnRNP antibodies, cleavage at the S5’ splice site is nov
inhibited compared to nonimmune controls (Fig. 4B, lanes 4-6

ve 7-9, respectively). Quantitation of this experiment (shown
graphically in Fig. 4D) shows a drop in the rate of the 5’
cleavage reaction during the first 15 minutes after the
addition of the antibodies. At subsequent time points the
reaction was completely inhibited. Therefore, transcript Acc 1
specifically shows that since higher amounts of antibodies are
required to inhibit the reaction after the lag period, the core
proteins are nov less accessible to the antibodies.

It could be argued that anti-hnRNP antibodies may merely
prevent the fraction of the pre-mRNA which is not in the
splicing complex from entering it, without affecting the RNA
already in the complex. Were this the case, the RNA which is
in the complex after the lag period would be spliced regardless
of the concentration of the antibody in the reaction. Since 2
pl of the antibody can completely inhibit splicing of
transcript Bam HI after the lag period, the antibodies are also
affecting the pre-mRNA already bound to the splicing factors in
the complex. Therefore, hnRNP proteins are involved in

splicing after the formation of the splicing complex.

DISCUSSION

In vivo, hnRNP particles form immediately after tran-
scription of pre-mRNA (1). The hnRNP core proteins consti-
tute the predominant protein component and provide the
structural framework of these particles (33). In vitro,
nucleoprotein particles that resemble native hnRNP can be

reconstituted from core proteins and exogenous RNA (9-13). Ve

5251



Nucleic Acids Research

shov here that hnRNP core proteins are a necessary component of
splicing throughout the course of the reaction. The S’ splice
site cleavage and lariat formation reaction appears to be more
resistant to inhibition by anti-hnRNP antibodies than the
subsequent steps in splicing. This differential effect, as
vell as the reduction in the degree of inhibition by the
antibody after the lag period, argues that inhibition is not
due to the removal of the transcript from the reaction mixture
by precipitation of a pre-mRNA hnRNP core protein complex, but
rather due to interference in splicing. Our results do not
suggest that hnRNPs are unnecessary for the early splicing
step. Instead, they imply that under conditions where the
antibodies are totally inhibiting the formation of the spliced
product, the components necessary for S’ cleavage are still
functional.

The elegant work of Choi et al. (34) demonstrates that
pretreatment of the splicing extract with monoclonal antibodies
to the C hnRNP proteins completely inhibits in vitro splicing
of an adenovirueg-2 truncated transcript. It also showvs by
means of immunodepletion experiments that these proteins are
necessary for the formation of the splicing complex. Our
results obtained with a different splicing system and different
antibodies complement their work and confirm the involvement of
hnRNP proteins in the splicing phenomenon in general. Further-
more, ve show in more detail that hnRNP proteins are needed for
both steps in pre-mRNA splicing.

The overall accumulated evidence suggests that all pre-mRNA
processing steps take place in a large multifunctional complex.
SnRNPs, in particular Ul (14,15), U2 (3S5) and possibly US (36),
vere shown to be involved in splicing and appear to be a compo-
nent of the splicing complex. Anti-Ul1-RNP and anti-La sera
inhibit in vitro polyadenylation (17) suggesting involvement of
snRNPs in this processing step. Similarly, our results and
those of Choi et al. (34) suggest that hnRNPs function in
splicing and Moore et al. has obtained evidence that monoclonal
anti-hnRNP antibodies inhibit polyadenylation in_ vitro (C.
Moore, MIT, personal communication). 1In addition, S’ cap
structures, and presumably cap binding proteins seem to be
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important for splicing (37), although not for polyadenylation
(17). The processing complex appears to be independent of
transcription since anti-Sm sera (14) and our anti-hnRNP
antibodies (unpublished results) do not inhibit pre-mRNA
transcription in vitro.

None of the data discussed above assigns a specific
function for hnRNPs or snRNPs in RNA processing. Since
purified hnRNP and snRNP particles are devoid of any known
enzymatic activity (33,38,39), it seems unlikely that they are

conducting any of the cleavage or ligation reactions
themselves. They are most probably either acting as a

foundation for the binding of the components that actually
catalyze the splicing reactions or, in the possible case of
self-splicing events (40), conforming the substrate into a
structural environment that allows these reactions to occur

under physiological conditions.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We thank K. Rogers for excellent technical assistance.
We thank J.0. Thomas and D.K. Lahiri for a generous gift of
the anti-hnRNP core protein serum and P. Cohen for the immuno-
purified Sm antigen and the immunodiffusion assay. Supported
by NIH grants to W.S., R.K. and P.F. R.K. is a recipient of
the American Cancer Society Junior Faculty Awvard.

REFERENCES

1. Knowvler, J.T. (1983) Int. Rev. Cytol. 84, 103-153

2. Wilk, H.E., Werr, H., Friedrich, D., Klitz, H.H. and
Schafer, K.P. (1985) Eur. J. Biochem. 146, 71-81

3. Lesser, G.P., Escara-Wilke, L. and Martin, T.E. (1984) J.
Biol. Chem. 259, 1827-1833

4. Cruz-Alvarez, M., Szer, W. and Pellicer, A. (1985) Nucl.
Acids Res. 13, 3917-3928

S. Brody, E. and Abelson, J. (1985) Science 228, 963-967

6. Grabowski, P.J., Seiler, S.R. and Sharp, P.A. (1985) Cell
42, 345-353

7. Frendeway. D. and Keller, W. (1985) Cell 42, 355-367

8. Osheim, Y.N., Miller, O.L., Jr. and Beyer, A.L. (1985) Cell
43, 143-152

9. Le Stourgeon, W.M., Bayer, A.L., Christensen, M.E., Walker,
B.W., Poupore, S.M. and Daniels, L.P. (1978) CSH Symp.
Quant. Biol. 42, 885-898

10. Pullman, J.M. and Martin, T.E. (1983) J. Cell Biol. 97,
99-110

11. Thowmas, J.0., Glowacka, S.K. and Szer, W. (1983) J. Mol.
Biol. 171, 439-452

12. Wilk, H.E., Angeli, G. and Schafer, K.P. (1983)
Biochemistry 22, 4592-4599

5253



Nucleic Acids Research

13.
14.
1S.
l6.

17.
i8.

19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.

28.
29.

30.
31.
32.

33.

34.
3S.
36.
3a7.
38.
39.

40.

Economidis, I. and Pederson, T. (1983) Proc. Natl. Acad.
Sci. 80, 4296-4300

Padgett, R.A., Mount, S.M., Steitz, J.A. and Sharp, P.A.
(1983) Cell 35, 101-107

Kramer, A., Keller, W., Appel, B. and Luhrmann, R. (1984)
Cell 38, 299-307

DiMaria, P.R., Kaltvasser, G. and Goldenberg, C.J. (1985)
J. Biol. Chem. 260, 1096-1102

Moore, C. and Sharp, P.A. (1985) Cell 41, 845-855

Lahiri, D.K. and Thomas, J.0. (1985) J. Biol. Chem. 260,
598-603

Krainer, A.R., Maniatis, T., Ruskin, B. and Green, M.R.
(1984) Cell 36, 993-100S

Konarska, M.M., Padgett, R.A. and Sharp, P.A. (1984) Cell
38, 731-736

Dignam, J.D., Lebovitz, R.M. and Roeder, R.G. (1983) Nucl.
Acid Res. 11 1475-1489

Furdon, P.J. and Kole, R. (1986) Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci.
83, 927-931 :

Laemmli, U.K. (1970) Nature 227, 680-68S.

Benedict, A.A. (1967) Meth. Immunol. Immunochem. 1, 229-242
Burnett, W.N. (1981) Anal. Biochem. 112, 195-203

Lerner, M.R. and Steitz, J.A. (1979) Proc. Natl. Acad.
Sci. 76, 5495-5499

Ruskin, B., Krainer, A.R., Maniatis, T. and Green, M.R.
(1984) Cell 38, 317-331

Ruskin, B. and Green, M.R. (1985) Nature 317, 732-734
McNeilage, L.J., Whittingham, S. and Mackay, I.R. (1984) J.
Clin. Lab. Immunol. 15, 1-17

Habets, W.J., Berden, J.H.M., Hoch, S. and Venrooij, W.J.
(1985) Eur. J. Immunol 1S, 992-997

Calvet, J.P., Meyer, L.M. and Pederson, T. (1982) Science
217, 456-458

Eisenberg, R.A., Klapper, D.G. and Cohen, P.L. (1983) Mol.
Immunol. 20, 187-195

Lothstein, L., Arenstorf, H.P., Chung, S.Y., Walker, B.W.,
Wooley, J.C. and LeStourgeon, W.M. (1985) J. Cell Biol.
100, 1570-1581

Choi, Y.D., Grabowski, P.J., Sharp, P.A., Dreyfuss, G.
(1986) Science, 231, 1534-1539

Black, D.L., Chabot, B., and Steitz, J.A. (1985) Cell 42,
737-750

Chabot, B., Black, D.L., LeMaster, D.M. and Steitz, J.A.
(1985) Science 1344-1349

Edery, I. and Sonnenberg, N. (1985) Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci.
82, 7590-7594

Hinterberger, M., Petterson, I. and Steitz, J.A. (1983) J.
Biol. Chem 258, 2604-2613

Kinlaw, C.S., Robberson, B.L. and Berget, S.M. (1983) J.
Biol. Chem 258, 7181-7189

Cech, T.R. (1986) Cell 44, 207-210

5254



