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Abstract

Human IgG4, normally the least abundant of the four subclasses of IgG in serum, displays a number of unique
biological properties. It can undergo heavy-chain exchange, also known as Fab-arm exchange, leading to the
formation of monovalent but bispecific antibodies, and it interacts poorly with FcγRII and FcγRIII, and
complement. These properties render IgG4 relatively “non-inflammatory” and have made it a suitable format
for therapeutic monoclonal antibody production. However, IgG4 is also known to undergo Fc-mediated
aggregation and has been implicated in auto-immune disease pathology. We report here the high-resolution
crystal structures, at 1.9 and 2.35 Å, respectively, of human recombinant and serum-derived IgG4-Fc. These
structures reveal conformational variability at the CH3–CH3 interface that may promote Fab-arm exchange,
and a unique conformation for the FG loop in the CH2 domain that would explain the poor FcγRII, FcγRIII and
C1q binding properties of IgG4 compared with IgG1 and -3. In contrast to other IgG subclasses, this unique
conformation folds the FG loop away from the CH2 domain, precluding any interaction with the lower hinge
region, which may further facilitate Fab-arm exchange by destabilisation of the hinge. The crystals of IgG4-Fc
also display Fc–Fc packing contacts with very extensive interaction surfaces, involving both a consensus
binding site in IgG-Fc at the CH2–CH3 interface and known hydrophobic aggregation motifs. These Fc–Fc
interactions are compatible with intact IgG4 molecules and may provide a model for the formation of
aggregates of IgG4 that can cause disease pathology in the absence of antigen.

© 2013 The Authors. Published by Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.
Introduction

The four subclasses of human IgG display a high
degree of sequence homology in their constant
regions, yet they play distinct roles and exhibit
different patterns of receptor interactions. These
functional differences may be attributed in part not
only to the lengths and sequences of their hinge
regions, but also to subtle sequence variations in the
CH2 domain [1]. IgG1 and IgG3 play important roles
atter © 2013 The Authors. Published by El
in antibody-dependent cell-mediated cytotoxicity
(ADCC) and the activation of complement, through
binding to high affinity Fcγ receptors and C1q,
respectively [1,2]. With the exception of FcγRI,
IgG4 binds Fcγ receptors with lower affinity [2],
and in lacking the effector functions of IgG1 and
IgG3, including C1q binding, is considered to be
anti-inflammatory [3,4]; however, a clinical trial involv-
ing an IgG4 subclass antibody still gave rise to an
unexpected systemic inflammatory response [5].
sevier Ltd. All rights reserved. J. Mol. Biol. (2014) 426, 630–644

mailto:anna.davies@kcl.ac.uk
mailto:brian.sutton@kcl.ac.uk
http://dx.doi.org/Anna M.Davies12Nanna.davies@kcl.ac.ukTheoRispens34PleuniOoijevaar-de Heer34Hannah J.Gould12RoyJefferis5Rob C.Aalberse34Brian J.Sutton12Nbrian.sutton@kcl.ac.uk1Randall Division of Cell and Molecular Biophysics, King's College London, London SE1 1UL, United KingdomRandall Division of Cell and Molecular Biophysics, King's College LondonLondonSE1 1ULUnited Kingdom2Medical Research Council and Asthma UK Centre in Allergic Mechanisms of Asthma, London SE1 9RT, United KingdomMedical Research Council and Asthma UK Centre in Allergic Mechanisms of AsthmaLondonSE1 9RTUnited Kingdom3Sanquin Research, Amsterdam 1066 CX, The NetherlandsSanquin ResearchAmsterdam1066 CXThe Netherlands4Academic Medical Centre Landsteiner Laboratory, University of Amsterdam, Amsterdam 1066 CX, The NetherlandsAcademic Medical Centre Landsteiner Laboratory, University of AmsterdamAmsterdam1066 CXThe Netherlands5College of Medical and Dental Sciences, School of Immunity and Infection, University of Birmingham, Edgbaston, Birmingham B15 2TT, United KingdomCollege of Medical and Dental Sciences, School of Immunity and Infection, University of BirminghamEdgbastonBirminghamB15 2TTUnited KingdomNCorresponding authors. Randall Division of Cell and Molecular Biophysics, King's College London, New Hunt's House, Guy's Campus, London SE1 1UL, United Kingdom.
http://dx.doi.org/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jmb.2013.10.039


631Crystal structure of Human IgG4-Fc
While IgG4 is normally the least represented IgG
subclass in serum, levels are elevated in rheumatoid
arthritis [6], IgG4-related disease (IgG4-RD) and
auto-immune pancreatitis [7,8], as well as under
conditions of chronic exposure to an antigen, or after
allergen-specific immunotherapy [9,10]. It does
however exhibit a unique property, namely the ability
for the two heavy (H) chains to disengage, forming a
“half-molecule”, and then re-assemble with H chains
of another IgG4 antibody, perhaps with different
specificity, to form a bispecific antibody that is
monovalent with respect to each specificity
[9,11,12]. This phenomenon, known as Fab-arm
exchange (FAE), occurs in vivo and is proposed to
further contribute to the anti-inflammatory properties
of IgG4 [3,13]. The core sequence of the IgG4 hinge
(residues 226–230), which promotes formation of
intra- rather than inter-H chain disulfide bonds, and
residue Arg409 at the CH3–CH3 interface, which
weakens the non-covalent association between
these domains, are requirements for FAE to occur,
and dissociation of the CH3 domains is a rate-limiting
step in the exchange mechanism [3,14–17].
Of the four IgG subclasses, IgG1 has been studied

most extensively in structural terms. There are crystal
structures for human IgG1-Fc alone (e.g., Refs. [18–
21]) and in complex with FcγRII [22], FcγRIII [23–26],
staphylococcal protein A [27], streptococcal protein G
[28], TRIM21 (tripartitemotif 21) [29], HSV-1 (herpes
simplex virus 1) Fc receptor [30] and rheumatoid
factor [31], as well as a structure of the whole anti-
body [32]. More recently, crystal structures for
human IgG2-Fc have also been reported [33,34].
However, despite its use as a therapeutic monoclo-
nal antibody and intriguing biological properties,
high-resolution structural information for IgG4 is
limited. The structure of IgG4 has been studied in
solution [35,36], and only one low-resolution crystal
structure (3.15 Å) of IgG4-Fc in complex with a
rheumatoid factor, and one high-resolution crystal
structure (1.8 Å) of the isolated CH3 domain dimer,
have been solved [17,37].
We report here the crystal structures of IgG4-Fc

obtained from papain digestion of IgG4 from patient
sera (sdFc), and recombinant IgG4-Fc (rFc), both at
substantially higher resolution (2.35 Å and 1.9 Å,
respectively) than the previous Fc study. Conse-
quently, we reveal the effects of variation in Arg409
conformations on the CH3 interface, providing a
better understanding of this controlling factor for
FAE. A novel Fc–Fc interaction is also observed that
may provide a model for the aggregation of IgG4 in
disease, and a general model for IgG aggregation in
therapeutic monoclonal antibody preparations. Fi-
nally, and unexpectedly, the FG loop in the CH2
domain of IgG4-Fc, which in other IgG subclasses is
involved in both Fcγ receptor [23,24] and C1q
binding [19], is found to adopt a conformation that
would disrupt these activities. Interaction between
this loop and the lower hinge region, as in IgG1,
would also be impossible, with further implications
for FAE. The structural determinants for many of the
unusual functional properties of IgG4 are thus
revealed in this study.
Results

Overall structure and glycosylation

The overall IgG4-Fc domain topology resembles
that of other IgG-Fc fragments [1] and residues 236–
445 (chain A) and 236–444 (chain B), and 237–444
(chain A) and 238–443 (chain B) were built for the
recombinant IgG4-Fc (rFc) and serum-derived
IgG4-Fc (sdFc) structures, respectively. The B-fac-
tors for the CH2 domain of chain B in both structures
were higher than those for the other CH2 and CH3
domains, as were those for the N-linked oligosac-
charides attached to these two domains. A complex
biantennary core was modelled in both structures,
and with the exception of chain B of the sdFc
structure, a fucose residue, attached to the first
N-acetylglucosamine residue covalently bound to
Asn297, was also built. In both rFc and sdFc
structures, the α(1–3) oligosaccharide branch man-
nose residues form a hydrogen bond with one
another.
The sdFc structure was solved using the previ-

ously characterised Rea IgG4 myeloma protein [38].
The Rea IgG4 oligosaccharide is a 70% G(0)
glycoform that was later enzymatically galactosy-
lated to yield a 100% G(2) glycoform [39]. In both
chains, a galactose residue attached to the α(1–6)
branch forms hydrogen bonds with surrounding
protein residues, but the α(1–3) branch galactose
residue was disordered.
The terminal α(1–6) galactose residue is absent

in the rFc structure, and instead, additional water
molecules fill the space. Terminal galactose is
observed in recombinant IgG structures where protein
has been produced in CHO cells (e.g., Refs. [26] and
[30]), and we attribute the absence of galactose in the
rFc structure to the use of HEK cells [40]. Apart from
this difference in glycosylation, the overall structures
of rFc and sdFc are essentially identical.

Arg409 and the CH3–CH3 interface

Arg409 was recently identified as the key IgG4
CH3 domain residue controlling FAE [14]. In IgG1,
IgG2 and IgG3, which do not undergo FAE, this
residue is lysine. The high-resolution crystal struc-
ture of the IgG4 CH3 domain dimer showed how
Arg409 weakened the CH3–CH3 interface by dis-
rupting a network of conserved water molecules that
mediate inter-domain hydrogen bonds, reducing
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contact at the edge of the interface through DE loop
movement, and lowering its buried surface area [17].
The conformation of Arg409 seen in this high-
resolution CH3 dimer structure differed from that
observed in the earlier IgG4-Fc structure [37], but the
low resolution of the latter prevented any conclu-
sions from being drawn concerning conformational
variation of Arg409. However, we can now see
clearly in the two structures reported here that unlike
Lys409 in IgG1, which is conformationally conserved
in all known structures, Arg409 can indeed adopt
two alternative conformations at the interface, upon
which they have different effects (Fig. 1).
In conformation 1, found in the A chains of both rFc

and sdFc, as well as the low-resolution Fc structure,
the Arg409 guanidinium group is oriented towards
Asp399′ (of the other H chain), forming an electro-
static interaction (Fig. 1). In the rFc structure, three
conserved water molecules (W1–W3) are present at
the CH3–CH3 interface, while in the sdFc structure,
two conserved water molecules (W3–W4) are
present, and the hydrogen bond network is compa-
rable to that found in IgG1. The network is also
observed in IgG2, which does not undergo FAE,
where residue 409 is lysine [33,34]. Crucially, the rFc
Fig. 1. The environment of Arg409 at the CH3–CH3 interfac
domain dimer structure in pink (PDB ID 4B53 [17]), chain A (gre
structure. IgG1-Fc (PDB ID 3AVE [21]) is coloured grey. C
conformation 2 in the CH3 domain and chain B of the rFc structu
the rFc structure does not. (b) Alternative view of the two conf
Lys370′, W1, W3 and W4 are not shown.
structure demonstrates the ability of W2 to bind at the
CH3–CH3 interface in the presence of Arg409. In
conformation 2, however, seen in the B chain of rFc
and the high-resolution CH3 dimer structure, the
Arg409 guanidinium group forms hydrogen bonds
with both Asp399′ (of the other H chain) and Ser400′.
In occupying the location of W2, and affecting the
conformation of Lys370′ and the position of W1,
conformation 2 disrupts the network of water mole-
cules that mediate inter-domain hydrogen bonds.
On the other hand, in chain B of the sdFc structure,

B-factors for residues at the CH3 domain surface,
close to the CH3–CH3 interface, are considerably
higher than those for the rest of the domain. The
Ser400′ side chain points away from Asn390, its
hydrogen bonding partner, and other interface
residues, including Arg409, are partially disordered.
Arg409 conformation 1 is thus more akin to an

IgG1-like CH3–CH3 interface, while conformation 2
clearly weakens the interface through disrupting the
water molecule network. The buried surface area for
the interface with conformation 2 (calculated for
residues in the vicinity of Arg409) is ~55 Å2 less
than that for an interface with Arg409 in conformation
1, which is in turn comparable to that of IgG1.
e. (a) Arg409 and nearby residues are shown for the CH3
en) and chain B (yellow) of the recombinant IgG4-Fc (rFc)
onserved water molecules are labelled W1–W4. Arg409
re prevents W2 binding, while conformation 1 in chain A of
ormations adopted by Arg409 in IgG4. For clarity, Glu357,
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Fc–Fc interactions revealed through
crystal packing

Interactions mediated through antibody Fc re-
gions, particularly those of the IgG4 subclass, are
of interest because they have been implicated in
disease-related immune complex formation [6,7].
Antibody aggregation is also critically important to
the therapeutic antibody market, which includes a
number of IgG4 monoclonal antibodies [41–44].
Crystal contacts in the IgG4-Fc structures were

analysed, and two extensive interfaces were identi-
fied (Fig. 2a and b). Interface I (Fig. 2a) comprises
two Fc molecules related by a twofold rotation,
buries a surface area of ~1480 Å2 and involves
Fig. 2. Fc–Fc interfaces identified through crystal packing. (a
Fc molecules are related to one another by a twofold rotation.
and another Fc molecule (chain A, cyan), are depicted as sphe
The top of the CH2 domain from one Fc molecule (chain A, pin
molecule (chain A, yellow), close to the CH2–CH3 interface. In
view of the interface, showing residues Glu293, Glu294, Phe2
Ile253, Leu309, His310 and Gln311 from the second (yellow). F
through interface I can be assembled in a linear fashion. In eac
where the Fc region is connected in turn to hinge and Fab
alternately above and below the plane of assembly. (d) An asse
is formed from interactions between chain A of successive Fc m
approximate position of Fab regions from two adjacent molecu
contact between CH2 and CH3 domains of different
chains. Van der Waals interactions predominate,
and there is a salt bridge (Arg255–Glu382), all of
which are duplicated due to the twofold nature of the
interaction. A PISA [45] search of the Protein Data
Bank (PDB) revealed a similar twofold related
interface in other IgG1-Fc structures, with buried
surface areas ranging from 1020 Å2 to 1990 Å2 but
virtually identical orientations of the Fc pairs.
Interface II (Fig. 2b) involves the “top” of the CH2

domain of one Fc molecule, close to Asn297 to which
oligosaccharide is attached, interacting with the “side”
of the CH2 domain of a second Fc molecule, close
to the CH2–CH3 interface; the overall orientation of the
two IgG4-Fc molecules resembles the interaction
) Orientation of the two Fc molecules in interface I. The two
Interfacing residues from one Fc molecule (chain B, grey),
res. (b) Orientation of the two Fc molecules in interface II.
k) interacts with the side of the CH2 domain from another

terfacing residues are depicted as spheres. Inset: Detailed
96 and Tyr300 from the first molecule (pink), and residues
or clarity, Gln268 is not shown. (c) Fc molecules interacting
h chain, residue 327 at the N-terminus of the CH2 domain,
regions, is coloured red. Fab regions would be oriented
mbly of Fc molecules created by interface II. The assembly
olecules. Once again, residue 327 is coloured red, and the
les is indicated.
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between IgG-Fc and FcRn [46]. The buried surface
area is ~860 Å2 and hydrophobic interactions pre-
dominate [e.g., Phe296 and Tyr300 of one chain (the
“top”) and Leu309 and Ile253 (the “side”) of the other;
Fig. 2b, inset], although there are also hydrogen
bonds (e.g., Glu293–Gln311 and Glu294–His310;
Fig. 2b, inset). To our knowledge, interface II has not
been observed in any human IgG-Fc structure
reported to date, although Fc–Fc interfaces involving
residues 253 and 296 have been observed in rabbit
and mouse IgG-Fc (Fig. S1) [47,48].

The IgG4 CH2 domain FG loop adopts a different
conformation

When compared with high-resolution IgG1-Fc
structures (e.g., Refs. [19–21]), the FG loop in both
CH2 domains of IgG4-Fc is seen to adopt a quite
different conformation between residues Ser324 and
Ser331 (Fig. 3). This difference folds the FG loop
away from the CH2 domain to the extent that the Cα

atoms for residues 327 and 329 differ by 9.9 Å and
6.7 Å, respectively, compared with IgG1-Fc. The
conformation is essentially identical to that observed
in one domain of an IgG2-Fc mutant structure (the
top portion of the other CH2 domain was disordered),
where the IgG4-Fc CH2 FG loop was recreated
through two point mutations [34].
However, comparison of main chain φ and ψ

torsion angles reveals that values are only substan-
tially different for two residue pairs, 326 and 327
(Lys–Ala in IgG1, Lys–Gly in IgG4) and 330 and 331
Fig. 3. Conformational differences in the CH2 FG loop.
Superposition of the recombinant IgG4-Fc (rFc) structure
(purple) on that of IgG1-Fc (grey) (PDB ID 3AVE [21])
reveals the unique FG loop conformation found in IgG4.
The distance between Pro329 (Cα atoms) in the two
structures is indicated, as well as that for Ala327 (IgG1)
and Gly327 (IgG4), highlighting the extent of the differ-
ences. The effect on the positions of BC loop residues
Asp270 and Pro271 is also clear.
(Ala–Pro in IgG1, Ser–Ser in IgG4), while values for
Ser324, Asn325, Leu328 and Pro329 (all of which
are conserved in IgG) are comparable. That some
local structural aspects of the loop are retained
implies that these key amino acid differences
between IgG1 and IgG4, Pro331Ser and Ala327Gly,
both of which introduce conformational flexibility into
the loop, are responsible. The adjacent BC loop is,
unsurprisingly, affected by the FG loop changes, and
residues 270–272 also adopt a different conforma-
tion in IgG4 (Fig. 3).
The FG loop conformation in IgG4 is not an

artefact of crystal packing. Despite their different
packing environments, the conformation is the
same in both chains. While an IgG1-like confor-
mation in chain B would clash due to crystal
contacts, in chain A, the FG loop is free to adopt
either conformation.

CH2 domain FG loop conformation modulates
the Fcγ receptor interaction

The FG loop in the CH2 domain is a major
determinant of FcγR binding in IgG1 and, together
with residues of the lower hinge region, constitutes
one of two sub-sites. Pro329 forms a hydrophobic
“proline sandwich” with two tryptophan residues in
the receptor, a feature seen in both IgG1-FcγRII
[22] and IgG1-FcγRIII [23–26] crystal structures,
and the same interaction is conserved (with
Pro426) in the IgE-FcεRI complex [49]. The FG
loop conformation in IgG4-Fc shifts the position of
Pro329 considerably (Fig. 4a). In IgG1, the two
sites of receptor engagement, along with the lower
hinge region, bury a surface area of ~1620 Å2

(~1170 Å2 without the lower hinge region). In
moving away from the CH2 domain, the different
FG loop conformation in IgG4 is unable to contact
the receptor, with the loss of ~150 Å2 buried
surface area from the interface.

CH2 domain FG loop conformation alters the
C1q binding site

In human IgG1, residues Asp270 (BC loop),
Lys322 (strand F), and Pro329 and Pro331 (FG
loop) have been implicated in C1q binding
[19,50,51]. In IgG4, the position of the conserved
Lys322 is the same as in IgG1, but Ser331 replaces
Pro331 (Fig. 4a), and although conserved, both
Asp270 and Pro329 occupy very different positions
due to the unique conformation of the FG loop, and
the effect that this has upon the adjacent BC loop
(Figs. 3 and 4b).
Comparison of the FG loop sequences of human

IgG1–IgG4 (Fig. 4c) indicates that a striking, and
distinguishing feature of IgG4 in this region, is the
Pro to Ser replacement at position 331. Indeed, its
role in complement binding has been reciprocally
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demonstrated experimentally: the mutation Ser331-
Pro in IgG1 and IgG3 reduces C1q binding [19,50],
while the Pro331Ser mutation partially restores C1q
binding to IgG4 [50,52]. However, an IgG4-like FG
loop conformation was not observed in an IgG1-Fc
crystal structure containing the Pro331Ser mutation,
as crystal packing precluded the formation of such a
loop structure [53].

No contact predicted between the CH2 FG loop
and the lower hinge/CH2 domain junction

The lower hinge is not always fully ordered in
IgG1-Fc crystal structures, but Pro238, at the
junction with the CH2 domain, forms van der Waals
interactions with Leu328 from the CH2 FG loop. In
the few crystal structures of whole IgG reported to
date, residues of the FG loop are found to interact
with residues close to, or within, the lower hinge
(residues 231–237), although the extent of interac-
tion varies due to conformational asymmetry in the
crystals. In human IgG1 [32], Leu328 and Pro329
from the FG loop form van der Waals contacts with
Gly236 and Pro238 on one chain, and Leu235 and
Pro238 on the other. In mouse IgG2 [54], one chain
has limited contact between the FG loop and the
lower hinge region, but in the other, the two are
intimately associated, with Leu328, Pro329 and
Ala330 contacting Pro232, Asn233, Leu235 and
Pro238. In whole IgG4, the altered FG loop
conformation would preclude any contact with either
the lower hinge region or Pro238, with potential
structural and functional implications.
Discussion

Overall structure

The structures reported here of recombinant (rFc)
and serum-derived (sdFc) IgG4-Fc represent the
first high-resolution crystal structures for this anti-
body subclass. The overall structure of the Fc
fragment is similar to that already reported for the
highly homologous IgG1 and IgG2 subclasses, but
unique structural features of IgG4-Fc have now
been revealed.

Implications for FAE

The rFc and sdFc IgG4 structures have revealed
how Arg409 can adopt two different conformations,
each of which affects the CH3 interface differently.
While conformation 1 is similar to that seen in IgG1
structures, conformation 2 weakens the interface by
disrupting the water structure. With the exception of
chain B of the sdFc structure where Arg409 is
disordered, Arg409 adopts conformation 1 in three
chains (PDB ID 1ADQ [37]; rFc chain A and sdFc
chain A) and conformation 2 in three chains (PDB ID
4B53; chains A and B [17] and rFc chain B). Only
conformation 2 was observed in the CH3 domain
crystal structure, but overall, the two Arg409
conformers are equally populated.
Intriguingly, the high B-factors for residues at

the CH3 domain surface, and partial disorder at
the CH3 interface in chain B of the sdFc
structure, may represent the transition of
Arg409 between the two conformations, or may
even provide an early snapshot of the dissocia-
tion process itself.
The altered CH2 domain FG loop conformation

may also play a role in FAE. Isomerisation from inter-
to intra-chain disulfide bonds in the hinge region are
believed to be a prerequisite for this process, and
may be facilitated by flexibility in the core hinge,
arising from a Pro (IgG1)/Ser (IgG4) substitution at
position 228. The IgG4 CH2 FG loop precludes any
contact with the lower hinge, and a more mobile
lower hinge could in turn enhance flexibility in the
core hinge.
Low-angle X-ray solution scattering data for whole

IgG4 revealed a change in overall structure from a
symmetric shape to an asymmetric shape when
Ser331 from the CH2 FG loop was mutated to proline
[35]. Given the potential for contact between the
lower hinge and the FG loop, it is thus possible that
overall antibody structure, and function, might be
linked to the FG loop conformation.

Fc–Fc interfaces I and II utilise conserved
“consensus binding site” residues

Analysis of interfaces between IgG-Fc and vari-
ous protein binding partners, FcRn [46], rheumatoid
factor [37], protein A [27] and protein G [28], led to
the identification of a common “consensus binding
site” comprising residues Met252, Ile253, Ser254,
Asn434, His435 and Tyr436, from both CH2 and
CH3 domains, located on the side of IgG-Fc [18].
Both interfaces I and II utilise these consensus
residues: interface I incorporates residues 254, 434
and 436, while interface II incorporates residue 253.
In the IgG4-Fc crystals, both interfaces I and II exist
simultaneously; that is, one Fc chain utilises the
consensus site to engage two others.
Interfaces I and II share similarities with consensus

site residue interactions. In interface II, a hydrogen
bond is formedwith the backboneof Ile253, as in FcRn,
rheumatoid factor, protein A and protein G interactions.
Additionally, in interface II, Ile253 is surrounded by
Gln268,Glu294andTyr300, similar to the interfacewith
FcRn (Glu135, Trp133) and protein A (Gln128,Gln129,
Phe132). In interface I, Ser254 forms van der Waals
interactions with Tyr436, similar to the interface with
protein G (Ser254/Tyr45) and rheumatoid factor
(Ser254/Trp52A). Thus, interfaces I and II share
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generally conserved features of interfaces between
IgG and a variety of protein binding partners. (While
not forming part of the consensus site, Leu309 is also
a contact residue for protein A [27] and rheumatoid
factors [55] and, in IgG4, is the site of a leucine/valine
isoallotypic variation [56].)
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Residues from Fc–Fc interface II belong to
aggregation-prone “motifs”

A recent computational approach identified hydro-
phobic “motifs” in IgG1 CH1, CH2 and CH3 domains
and hinge region, which are prone to aggregation
[42]. Motifs involving residues Ile253, Tyr296
(Phe296 in IgG4) and Leu309, all involved in IgG4
Fc–Fc interface II, were among those identified in the
study. The same authors found that mutating certain
hydrophobic residues, for example, Ile253 and
Leu309, to a hydrophilic lysine, indeed improved
antibody stability [57].

Interfaces I and II provide clues about
antibody–antibody interactions

With a buried surface area of 1480 Å2, Fc–Fc
interface I, observed in both IgG1 and IgG4, is
comparable with those for Fc binding to the
neonatal IgG receptor, rheumatoid factor, protein
A, protein G, FcγRIII and HSV-1 receptor (which
range from 1350 Å2 to 2000 Å2). IgG4 Fc–Fc
interface II is smaller (860 Å2), but could form
under certain conditions such as high concentra-
tion. IgG Fc–Fc interactions have been document-
ed in vitro [58], and in vivo in diseases such as
rheumatoid arthritis [6] and auto-immune pancrea-
titis [7], where IgG4 antibody levels are elevated
[6], and there is also some evidence that thera-
peutic monoclonal IgG4 antibodies have a higher
tendency to aggregate, compared with IgG1 [44].
However, the equivalent residue to Phe296 from
IgG4 is Tyr296 in IgG1, suggesting that a similar
interface could also form in this subclass. The
concentrations required for therapeutic antibodies,
which include both IgG1 and IgG4 [41], may
promote such an interaction.
Assemblies using a whole antibody structure [54]

as a template can be generated using IgG4-Fc
interfaces I and II, in a manner that can also
accommodate both Fab regions (Fig. 2c and d,
Fig. S2). Novel interfaces, such as those observed
in human IgG4, and previously described for mouse
IgG2 [48], may therefore indeed be relevant to
understanding, and thus preventing, aggregation of
whole IgG antibodies.
Fig. 4. Unique conformation of the CH2 FG loop in IgG4
structure (green) on that of IgG1-Fc bound to FcγRIII (grey) (P
the FG loop in IgG4 cannot interact with receptor through
residues 325 and 328 are not shown. (b) Surface views of
highlighting residues important for C1q binding to IgG. The p
significantly altered, while that of Pro/Ser331 (cyan) is not. Asp2
coloured in accordance with a proposedmodel of the IgG-Fc/C1
IgG4 and IgE for residues comprising the FG loop. The cons
binding is highlighted in blue. With the exception of IgG4, all o
(yellow) near the proline involved in receptor binding. IgG2 and
327 (green).
The CH2 FG loop conformation is unique to IgG4

A DALI structural similarity search [59] of the PDB,
using IgG4-Fc as the search term, returned over 150
hits for immunoglobulin heavy chains, including IgG
(human, rabbit, mouse, rat), IgE (human), IgA
(human), IgY (chicken) and IgM (mouse) isotypes.
In the structures of IgG and IgE, isotypes known to
engage receptor through a “proline sandwich”
interaction, the conformation of the Cγ2 and Cε3
domain FG loop was broadly similar to that found in
IgG1, despite crystal packing in the majority of cases
that would allow an IgG4-like conformation to be
adopted. In only a few heavy chains were slightly
different FG loop conformations found, and with the
exception of an IgG2 mutant, discussed below, none
were similar to that found in IgG4, and the relative
position of receptor binding Pro329 (Pro426 in IgE)
was unaffected. The structural conservation of the
FG loop conformation in IgG1 and IgE thus reflects
its role in receptor binding. However, in an IgG2-Fc
mutant, in which Ala330 and Pro331 were both
mutated to serine [34], the FG loop adopts a
conformation similar to that found in IgG4. Since
IgG2 naturally has a glycine at position 327 (Fig. 4c),
these two additional mutations essentially recreate
the IgG4 CH2 FG loop in IgG2.
We next examined FG loop conformation in the

other immunoglobulin isotypes returned by the DALI
search. IgA engages FcαRI at a site located at the
Cα2–Cα3 interface, and not through the Cα2 domain
FG loop, and the structurally equivalent residue to
the receptor binding proline in IgG1 and IgE is lysine
[60]. Nevertheless, despite this key difference, and
some local perturbation about the lysine residue, the
overall conformation is essentially similar to the CH2
and Cε3 domain FG loops in IgG1 and IgE,
respectively. Structural conservation of the Cα2 FG
loop, discussed below, is attributed to two proline
residues, which flank the loop on either side.
Less is known about the interactions between IgY

and IgM and their receptors. IgY, found in birds and
reptiles, engages one receptor, CHIR-AB1, at the
Fcυ3–Fcυ4 domain interface [61,62]. The Fcυ3
domain FG loop was later identified as a binding
site for a second receptor, ggFcR [63]. The
conformation of the IgY Fcυ3 domain FG loop is
-Fc. (a) Superposition of the recombinant IgG4-Fc (rFc)
DB ID 1E4K [23]) reveals how the different conformation of
the proline sandwich (Trp87-Pro329-Trp110). For clarity,
IgG1-Fc (PDB ID 3AVE [21]) (left) and IgG4-Fc (right)

ositions of residues Asp270 (pink) and Pro329 (blue) are
70 from chain A, and Pro329 and Ser331 from chain B, are
q interaction [51]. (c) Sequence alignment of human IgG1–
erved proline (329 in IgG/426 in IgE) involved in receptor
ther FG loop sequences contain a second proline residue
IgG4 are the only sequences containing glycine at position



Fig. 5. The CH2 FG loop and Fcγ receptor binding via the proline sandwich. (a) IgG1 FG loop (orange) forms a proline
sandwich with FcγRIII (yellow) (PDB ID 1E4K [23]). (b) IgG4-Fc (grey) superposed onto IgG1-Fc from PDB ID 1E4K
demonstrates that the proline sandwich interaction with FcγRIII (yellow) is disrupted, and there would be no interaction
between the IgG4 FG loop and FcγRIII.(c) Comparison with the structure of IgG1 in complex with FcγRII (PDB ID 3RY6
[22]) reveals that there would be no interaction between the IgG4 FG loop (grey) and FcγRII (green). (d) Superposition of
IgG4-Fc (grey) onto IgG1-Fc from PDB ID 1E4K, and FcγRI (pink) (PDB ID 3RJD [70]) superposed onto FcγRIII from PDB
ID 1E4K, reveals that, with a change in conformation, Arg102 could form two hydrogen bonds, indicated with black lines,
with Pro329 and Ser330 from the IgG4 FG loop. The hydrogen bond with Pro329 is preserved in IgG1 and IgG4/FcγRI
interactions while that with Ser330 is unique to IgG4. The conformation of Arg102 found in the FcγRI structure is shown in
pink, and the modelled conformation is in grey.
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essentially identical to that found in IgG1 and IgE
[64], and the position of Pro439, equivalent to
Pro329 (IgG) and Pro426 (IgE), suggests engage-
ment in a manner similar to that of IgG/FcγR and IgE/
FcεRI. The recently published NMR structure of the
mouse IgM Fcμ3 domain also revealed an FG loop
with a similar conformation to those found in IgG1,
IgE and IgY [65]. Thus, to the best of our knowledge,
among native antibody isotypes, the IgG4 CH2 FG
loop adopts a unique conformation.
A common feature of these structurally conserved

FG loops is the presence of two proline residues. In
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IgG, IgE, IgY and IgM, the first, receptor binding (or
putative receptor binding), proline residue is found at
position 329, 426, 439 and 312, respectively. IgG,
IgY and IgM have a second, structurally equivalent
proline residue at position 331, 441 and 314,
respectively. In IgE, this residue is alanine, and a
second proline residue is instead found at position
423. IgA does not have a receptor binding proline
residue, and the overall conformation of the Cα2 FG
loop is instead maintained by two flanking proline
residues. On one side of the loop, Pro333 is
structurally equivalent to Pro331 from IgG1, Pro441
from IgY and Pro314 from IgM, while on the other,
Pro328 is structurally equivalent to Pro423 from IgE.
IgG4 does not have a second proline residue located
within the CH2 domain FG loop, and the implications
of this are discussed later.

Does the CH2 FG loop modulate receptor
binding in IgG4?

A strictly conserved feature of the CH2 domain FG
loop in IgG is a proline residue at position 329, which is
important not only for receptor interaction, but also for
C1q binding (Fig. 4c). In IgG1, mutation of Pro329 to
alanine alone significantly reduces binding to all Fcγ
receptors and C1q [19,66]. In IgG3, mutation of
Pro331 to serine reduces affinity for receptor [67].
The disrupted proline sandwich interaction, caused by
the different CH2 FG loop conformation, is certainly
consistent with the lower affinity of IgG4 for FcγRIIa
(KA of 1.7 × 105 M−1 and 2.1 × 105 M−1 for theH131
and R131 variants, respectively) and FcγRIIIa (KA of
2.0 × 105 M−1 and 2.5 × 105 M−1 for the F158 and
V158 variants, respectively), compared with IgG1 [KA
values of 5.2 × 10 6 M − 1 (FcγRIIa, H131),
3.5 × 106 M−1 (FcγRIIa, R131), 1.17 × 106 M−1

(FcγRIIIa, F158) and 2.0 × 106 M−1 (FcγRIIIa,
V158)] [2]. Modelling of the IgG4-Fc structure onto
the crystal structures of the IgG1-Fc complexes with
FcγRII and III illustrates this clearly (Fig. 5a–c).
However, interaction between IgG4 and the lower

affinity FcγRII and FcγRIII receptors is further
complicated by differences between receptor vari-
ants. While IgG4 binds FcγRIIIa, it does not bind
FcγRIIIb [2]; residues for these two receptors are
identical in the immediate vicinity of the proline
sandwich, and the contrasting affinity is attributed to
sequence differences at positions 147 and 158 [2];
critically, position 147 is located at the second
receptor binding sub-site on the other CH2 domain.
Furthermore, IgG4 binds FcγRII receptors with lower
affinity, but FcγRIIb is bound with higher affinity than
FcγRIIa [2]. An arginine residue is found at position
131 in FcγRIIb, whereas in FcγRIIa, the equivalent
residue is histidine. Incidentally, an arginine/histidine
difference at this position is also responsible for the
high- and low-responder forms of FcγRIIa [68]. Of
the FcγRII receptor variants, the low-responder form
of FcγRIIa, with histidine at position 268, is bound
by IgG4 with the lowest affinity. Intriguingly, in the
IgG1-Fc/FcγRIIa crystal structure, Arg131 from the
receptor lies close to residue 268 from the BC loop
[22], which is histidine in IgG1 and glutamine in IgG4.
If Arg131 were to adopt a different conformation, the
higher affinity of IgG4 for FcγRII variants with
arginine at this position could, in part, be explained
by a hydrogen bond with Gln268 from the BC loop.
The affinity of IgG4 for FcγRI is not only higher than

that for FcγRII and FcγRIII, but of the same order of
magnitude as that for IgG1 (KA of 6.5 × 107 M−1 and
3.4 × 107 M−1 for IgG1 and IgG4, respectively) [2]. In
contrast to FcγRII and FcγRIII, where IgG immune
complexes are responsible for receptor interaction,
monomeric IgG4 is responsible for the interaction with
FcγRI [2,69]. Although there is no crystal structure for
the IgG1-Fc complex with FcγRI, a model based upon
the FcγRI crystal structure has been proposed [70],
and if IgG4-Fc is substituted for IgG1-Fc in thismodel, a
hydrogen bond, additional to that between Arg102 and
Pro329 (main chain), may bemade betweenArg102 of
FcγRI (which is unique to this receptor) and Ser330
(side-chain) in the FG loop conformation of IgG4
(Fig. 5d).
Could the additional hydrogen bond between

Arg102 and Ser330 side chains compensate in the
absence of a proline sandwich in the IgG4/FcγRI
receptor interaction, allowing IgG4 to bind with an
affinity comparable to that of IgG1? The FcγRI
crystal structure suggested that the presence of a
tyrosine residue at position 176 in FcγRI, rather than
the structurally equivalent valine in FcγRIII, created
an additional hydrogen bond between FcγRI and the
lower hinge that could account for the difference in
isotype specificity and, therefore, affinity, between
FcγRI and FcγRIII for IgG4 [70].
In summary, the altered CH2 FG loop conformation

in IgG4 cannot solely account for the differences in
affinity between IgG4 and Fcγ receptors, but confor-
mational variation in the loop may act together with
sequence differences between the Fcγ receptors, in
addition toalternative interactionswith the lower hinge,
to modulate IgG4 affinity. It remains to be determined
whether, unaffected by crystal packing restrictions, the
native IgG4 loop could also adopt the conserved
IgG1-like conformation, potentially adding a further
level of complexity in control of receptor affinity.

Which residues are responsible for the different
CH2 FG loop conformation in IgG4?

Point mutations have confirmed the role of FG loop
residues in controlling IgG function, and two de-
cades ago it was speculated that sequence variation
in this region might affect FG loop conformation [71].
IgG4 does not possess a second proline residue in
its FG loop (Fig. 4c) and Pro331 is replaced by
serine. Furthermore, IgG4 is different from IgG1,



Table 1. Data processing and refinement statistics.

Recombinant Fc (rFc) Serum-derived Fc (sdFc)

Data processing
Space group P212121 P212121
Unit cell dimensions
a, b, c (Å) 74.84, 78.97, 97.88 74.29, 80.74, 99.19
Resolution (Å) 74.84–1.90 (1.94–1.90)a 80.74–2.35 (2.45–2.35)a

No. of unique reflectionsb 46,409 (2957)a 25,471 (2828)a

Completeness (%)b 99.9 (99.9)a 99.7 (99.9)a

Multiplicityb 14.4 (14.4)a 10.7 (11.2)a

Mean [(I)/σ(I)]b 16.7 (2.1)a 14.4(1.6)a

Rmerge (%)b 10.6 (154.5)a 10.0 (225.9)a

Rpim (%)b 2.9 (42.1)a 3.2 (69.6)a

Wilson B-factor (Å2) 26.9 56.9

Refinement
Rwork/Rfree (%) 17.01/20.86 18.79/23.81
RMSD
Bond lengths (Å) 0.013 0.009
Bond angles (°) 1.490 1.123
Coordinate error (Å) 0.22 0.35
No. of atomsc

Protein 3351 3195
Carbohydrate 209 209
Solvent 290 72
Otherd 58 23
Average B-factor (Å2)
Protein: CH2 A/B 32.96/46.16 55.2/76.4
Protein: CH3 A/B 33.28/33.04 61.84/67.8
Carbohydrate: A/B 45.83/59.60 53.2/83.1
Solvent 40.2 53.7
Otherd 62.9 83.0
Ramachandran plot (%)e

Favoured 99.53 97.82
Allowed 100 100

a Numbers in parentheses are for the highest resolution shell.
b Data scaled with Aimless [74].
c Includes alternative positions.
d Ethylene glycol and MES buffer.
e Ramachandran plot generated by MolProbity [78].
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IgG3 and IgE in that, like IgG2, it has a glycine
residue located within its FG loop, at position 327. The
crystal structure of IgG2-Fc revealed no effect on FG
loop conformation due to packing constraints [33].
Likewise, the structure of an IgG1-Fc mutant engi-
neered to remove effector functions, containing a
Pro331Ser mutation, revealed no effect on the FG
loop, but once again, steric restrictions due to crystal
packing precluded formation of an IgG4-like FG loop
conformation [53].
A recent structural study of an IgG2-Fc mutant [34]

led to the suggestion that the altered position of Pro329
ultimately resulted from disruption of an electrostatic
interaction between His268 and Glu294 at the CH2
domain surface. However, this particular electrostatic
interaction shows inter-species variation and, even in
human IgG, doesnot always form.When the interaction
is not formed, when the BC loop is disordered, or
indeed in one structure, conformationally different, the
conformation of the FG loop is not affected.
We have revealed the structure of the CH2 FG loop

in native IgG4-Fc, unaffected by crystal packing, and
instead propose that conformational differences
between the IgG4 CH2 domain FG loop and that of
IgG1 are due to the introduction of conformational
flexibility through the presence of Gly327 and
Ser331. Further structural data will be required to
establish the essential residues that determine the
FG loop conformation that we have observed.

Conclusions

The first high-resolution structures for IgG4-Fc
reported here have shed light on the unique
functional features of this human antibody subclass.
Variations in conformation at the CH3–CH3 interface
involving Arg409 indicate how this residue, unique to
IgG4, may destabilise interaction between the heavy
chains and contribute to FAE. The FG loop in the
CH2 domain of IgG4 is also seen to adopt a
conformation distinct from that which is common to
all other IgG subclasses and antibody classes (IgA,
IgM, IgY); since this loop plays a key role in receptor
and complement interactions, the non-inflammatory
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properties of IgG4 may now be understood. This
conformation also precludes potentially stabilising
interactions with the hinge region, which may further
promote FAE. Finally, extensive intermolecular (crystal
packing) contacts, including one interaction not previ-
ously observed in other IgG-Fc structures, may explain
the tendencyof IgG toaggregate. These results all have
implications not only for the engineering of therapeutic
monoclonal antibodies, but also for understanding the
role of IgG4 antibodies in disease pathology.
Materials and Methods

Protein production

Serum-derived (sdFc) and recombinant (rFc) IgG4-Fc
were prepared as described previously [39,58]. Both
proteins were dialysed into 20 mM Tris–HCl pH 8.

Crystallisation

Crystals of both rFc and sdFc were grown at 291 K
using a reservoir comprising 100 μL of 100 mM 4-mor-
pholineethanesulfonic acid (MES) pH 6.5, 18–20% (w/v)
polyethylene glycol 10,000, and protein concentrations of
3 mg/mL and 2.5 mg/mL, respectively. Drop sizes were
100 nL protein and 100 nL reservoir, and 300 nL protein
and 300 nL reservoir, for the rFc and sdFc crystals,
respectively. Crystals typically appeared after 2 days and
were briefly cryoprotected in a solution of 100 mM MES
pH 6.5, 20% (w/v) polyethylene glycol 10,000 and 20%
(v/v) ethylene glycol before flash-cooling in liquid
nitrogen.
This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of
the Creative Commons Attribution License, which permits

unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any
Data processing, structure determination and
refinement

Data were collected at beamline I03 at the Diamond
Light Source (Harwell, UK). Integration was performed with
XDS as implemented in the xia2 package [72,73], and
further processing was carried out using the CCP4 suite
[74]. Both structures belong to space group P212121, with
one molecule in the asymmetric unit, and were solved by
molecular replacement using MOLREP [75]. The rFc
structure (1.9 Å resolution) was solved using IgG4-Fc
protein atoms from PDB ID 1ADQ [37] as a search model,
and the sdFc structure (2.35 Å resolution) was solved
used a partially refined recombinant IgG4-Fc structure.
Refinement was performed with PHENIX [76], and manual
model building was performed with Coot [77]. Carbohy-
drate residues were refined with 100% occupancy. 5% of
reflections were assigned to the Rfree reflection set using
PHENIX, and TLS groups were assigned with PHENIX.
Overall structure quality was assessed with MolProbity
[78] and POLYGON [79] within PHENIX, and carbohydrate
was assessed using CARP [80]. The final Rwork/Rfree
values were 17.01%/20.86% and 18.80%/23.94% for the
rFc and sdFc structures, respectively. Full data processing
and refinement statistics are provided in Table 1. For
consistency, all buried surface area calculations were
performed with CNS [81] using protein atoms only from
entries available from the PDB. Figures were produced
with PyMOL (The PyMOL Molecular Graphics System,
Version 1.1r1, Schrödinger, LLC).

Accession numbers

Coordinates and structure factors have been deposited
at the PDB with IDs 4C54 and 4C55 for the rFc and sdFc
structures, respectively.
Acknowledgements

We thank Marty Rajaratnam (King's College
London) for the X-ray facility, Mary Holdom (King's
College London) and I03 beamline staff for data
collection assistance at the Diamond Light Source,
UK, and Anthony Keeble (King's College London) for
helpful discussions. A.M.D. is funded by the Medical
Research Council, UK (grant number G1100090).
This work was carried out with the support of the
Diamond Light Source.
Appendix A. Supplementary data

Supplementary data to this article can be found
online at http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jmb.2013.10.039

Received 10 September 2013;
Received in revised form 19 October 2013;

Accepted 29 October 2013
Available online 6 November 2013

Keywords:
antibody;

immunoglobulin;
Fab-arm exchange;

Fc receptor;
C1q
Abbreviations used:
FAE, Fab-arm exchange; IgG4-RD, IgG4-related disease;
sdFc, serum-derived IgG4-Fc; MES, 4-morpholineetha-

nesulfonic acid.

medium, provided the original author and source are credited.

Abbreviations used:
FAE, Fab-arm exchange; IgG4-RD, IgG4-related disease;
rFc, recombinant IgG4-Fc; sdFc, serum-derived IgG4-Fc

MES, 4-morpholineethanesulfonic acid.
References
[1] Jefferis R. Isotype and glycoform selection for antibody

therapeutics. Arch Biochem Biophys 2012;526:159–66.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jmb.2013.10.039
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0005


642 Crystal structure of Human IgG4-Fc
[2] Bruhns P, Iannascoli B, England P, Mancardi DA, Fernandez
N, Jorieux S, et al. Specificity and affinity of human Fcγ
receptors and their polymorphic variants for human IgG
subclasses. Blood 2009;113:3716–25.

[3] van der Neut Kolfschoten M, Schuurman J, Losen M, Bleeker
WK,Martínez-MartínezP,VermeulenE, et al.Anti-inflammatory
activity of human IgG4 antibodies by dynamic Fab arm
exchange. Science 2007;317:1554–7.

[4] Guma M, Firestein GS. IgG4-related diseases. Best Pract
Res Clin Rheumatol 2012;26:425–38.

[5] Ball C, Fox B, Hufton S, Sharp G, Poole S, Stebbings R, et al.
Antibody C region influences TGN1412-like functional
activity in vitro. J Immunol 2012;189:5831–40.

[6] Zack DJ, Stempniak M, Wong AL, Weisbart RH. Localization
of an Fc-binding reactivity to the constant region of human
IgG4. J Immunol 1995;155:5057–63.

[7] Kawa S, Kitahara K, Hamano H, Ozaki Y, Arakura N,
Yoshizawa K, et al. A novel immunoglobulin-immunoglobulin
interaction in autoimmunity. PLoS One 2008;3:e1637.

[8] Perez Alamino R, Espinoza LR, Zea AH. The great mimicker:
IgG4-related disease. Clin Rheumatol 2013. http://dx.doi.org/
10.1007/s10067-013-2326-z.

[9] Aalberse RC, Stapel SO, Schuurman J, Rispens T.
Immunoglobulin G4: an odd antibody. Clin Exp Allergy
2009;39:469–77.

[10] Durham SR, GT-08 investigators. Sustained effects of grass
pollen AIT. Allergy 2011;66:50–2.

[11] King DJ, Adair JR, Angal S, Low DC, Proudfoot KA, Lloyd JC,
et al. Expression, purification and characterization of a
mouse-human chimeric antibody and chimeric Fab′ frag-
ment. Biochem J 1992;281:317–23.

[12] Aalberse RC, Schuurman J. IgG4 breaking the rules.
Immunology 2002;105:9–19.

[13] Labrijn AF, Ortiz Buijsse A, van den Bremer ETJ, Verwilligen
AYW, Bleeker WK, Thorpe SJ, et al. Therapeutic IgG4
antibodies engage in Fab-arm exchange with endogenous
human IgG4 in vivo. Nat Biotechnol 2009;27:767–71.

[14] Labrijn AF, Rispens T, Meesters J, Rose RJ, den Bleker TH,
Loverix S, et al. Species-specific determinants in the IgG
CH3 domain enable Fab-arm exchange by affecting the
noncovalent CH3-CH3 interaction strength. J Immunol
2011;187:3238–46.

[15] Rispens T, Ooijevaar-de Heer P, Bende O, Aalberse RC.
Mechanism of immunoglobulin G4 Fab-arm exchange. J Am
Chem Soc 2011;133:10302–11.

[16] RoseRJ, Labrijn AF, van denBremer ETJ, Loverix S, Lasters I,
van Berkel PHC, et al. Quantitative analysis of the interaction
strength and dynamics of human IgG4 half molecules by native
mass spectrometry. Structure 2011;19:1274–82.

[17] Davies AM, Rispens T, den Bleker TH, McDonnell JM, Gould
HJ, Aalberse RC, et al. Crystal structure of the human IgG4
CH3 dimer reveals the role of Arg409 in the mechanism of
Fab-arm exchange. Mol Immunol 2013;54:1–7.

[18] DeLano WL, Ultsch MH, de Vos AM, Wells JA. Convergent
solutions to binding at a protein–protein interface. Science
2000;287:1279–83.

[19] Idusogie EE, Presta LG, Gazzano-Santoro H, Totpal K, Wong
PY, Ultsch M, et al. Mapping of the C1q binding site on rituxan,
a chimeric antibody with a human IgG1 Fc. J Immunol
2000;164:4178–84.

[20] Matsumiya S, Yamaguchi Y, Saito J, Nagano M, Sasakawa
H, Otaki S, et al. Structural comparison of fucosylated and
nonfucosylated Fc fragments of human immunoglobulin G1.
J Mol Biol 2007;368:767–79.
[21] Matsumiya S, Yamaguchi Y, Saito J, Nagano M, Sasakawa
H, Otaki S, et al. Corrigendum to “Structural Comparison of
Fucosylated and Nonfucosylated Fc Fragments of Human
Immunoglobulin G1” [J. Mol. Biol. 386/3 (2007) 767–779]. J
Mol Biol 2011;408:1001.

[22] Ramsland PA, Farrugia W, Bradford TM, Sardjono CT,
Esparon S, Trist HM, et al. Structural basis for FcγRIIa
recognition of human IgG and formation of inflammatory
signaling complexes. J Immunol 2011;187:3208–17.

[23] Sondermann P, Huber R, Oosthuizen V, Jacob U. The 3.2-Å
crystal structure of the human IgG1 Fc fragment-FcγRIII
complex. Nature 2000;406:267–73.

[24] Radaev S, Motyka S, Fridman WH, Sautes-Fridman C, Sun
PD. The structure of a human type III Fcγ receptor in complex
with Fc. J Biol Chem 2001;276:16469–77.

[25] Ferrara C, Grau S, Jäger C, Sondermann P, Brünker P,
Waldhauer I, et al. Unique carbohydrate-carbohydrate
interactions are required for high affinity binding between
FcγRIII and antibodies lacking core fucose. Proc Natl Acad
Sci USA 2011;108:12669–74.

[26] Mizushima T, Yagi H, Takemoto E, Shibata-Koyama M,
Isoda Y, Iida S, et al. Structural basis for improved efficacy of
therapeutic antibodies on defucosylation of their Fc glycans.
Genes Cells 2011;16:1071–80.

[27] Deisenhofer J. Crystallographic refinement and atomic
models of a human Fc fragment and its complex with
fragment B of protein A from Staphylococcus aureus at 2.9-
and 2.8-Å resolution. Biochemistry 1981;20:2361–70.

[28] Sauer-Eriksson AE, Kleywegt GJ, Uhlén M, Jones TA.
Crystal structure of the C2 fragment of streptococcal protein
G in complex with the Fc domain of human IgG. Structure
1995;3:265–78.

[29] James LC, Keeble AH, Khan Z, Rhodes DA, Trowsdale J.
Structural basis for PRYSPRY-mediated tripartite motif (TRIM)
protein function. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 2007;107:6200–5.

[30] SpragueER,WangC, Baker D, Bjorkman PJ. Crystal structure
of the HSV-1 Fc receptor bound to Fc reveals a mechanism for
antibody bipolar bridging. PLoS Biol 2006;4:e148.

[31] Duquerroy S, Stura EA, Bressanelli S, Fabiane SM, Vaney
MC, Beale D, et al. Crystal structure of a human autoimmune
complex between IgM rheumatoid factor RF61 and IgG1 Fc
reveals a novel epitope and evidence for affinity maturation. J
Mol Biol 2007;368:1321–31.

[32] Saphire EO, Parren PW, Pantophlet R, Zwick MB, Morris
GM, Rudd PM, et al. Crystal structure of a neutralizing human
IgG against HIV-1: a template for vaccine design. Science
2001;293:1155–9.

[33] Teplyakov A, Zhao Y, Malia TJ, Obmolova G, Gilliland GL.
IgG2 Fc structure and the dynamic features of the IgG CH2–

CH3 interface. Mol Immunol 2013;56:131–9.
[34] Vafa O, Gilliland GL, Brezski RJ, Strake B, Wilkinson T, Lacy

ER, et al. An engineered Fc variant of an IgG eliminates all
immune effector functions via structural perturbations.
Methods 2013. ht tp: / /dx.doi.org/10.1016/ j .ymeth.
2013.06.035.

[35] Lu Y, Harding SE, Michaelsen TE, Longman E, Davis KG,
Ortega Á, et al. Solution conformation of wild-type and mutant
IgG3 and IgG4 immunoglobulins using crystallohydrodynamics:
possible implications for complement activation. Biophys J
2007;93:3733–44.

[36] Abe Y, Gor J, Bracewell DG, Perkins SJ, Dalby PA. Masking
of the Fc region in human IgG4 by constrained X-ray
scattering modelling: implication for antibody function and
therapy. Biochem J 2010;432:101–11.

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0405
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0405
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0405
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0405
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0405
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0175
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10067-013-2326-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10067-013-2326-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ymeth.2013.006.035
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ymeth.2013.006.035


643Crystal structure of Human IgG4-Fc
[37] Corper AL, Sohi MK, Bonagura VR, Steinitz M, Jefferis R,
Feinstein A, et al. Structure of human IgM rheumatoid factor
Fab bound to its autoantigen IgGFc reveals a novel topology of
antibody-antigen interaction. Nat Struct Biol 1997;4:374–81.

[38] Jefferis R, Lund J, Mizutani H, Nakagawa H, Kawazoe Y,
Arata Y, et al. A comparative study of the N-linked
oligosaccharide structures of human IgG subclass proteins.
Biochem J 1990;268:529–37.

[39] Gilhespy-Muskett AM, Partridge J, Jefferis R, Homans SW. A
novel 13C isotopic labelling strategy for probing the structure
and dynamics of glycan chains in situ on glycoproteins.
Glycobiology 1994;4:485–9.

[40] Beck A, Wagner-Rousset E, Bussat M-C, Lokteff M,
Klinguer-Hamour C, Haeuw J-F, et al. Trends in glycosyla-
tion, glycoanalysis and glycoengineering of therapeutic
antibodies and Fc-fusion proteins. Curr Pharm Biotechnol
2008;9:482–501.

[41] Shire SJ, Shahrokh Z, Liu J. Challenges in the development
of high protein concentration formulations. J Pharm Sci
2004;93:1390–402.

[42] Chennamsetty N, Helk B, Voynov V, Kayser V, Trout BL.
Aggregation-prone motifs in human immunoglobulin G. J Mol
Biol 2009;391:404–13.

[43] Jiang XR, Song A, Bergelson S, Arroll T, Parekh B, May K,
et al. Advances in the assessment and control of the effector
functions of therapeutic antibodies. Nat Rev Drug Discov
2011;10:101–10.

[44] Ishikawa T, Ito T, Endo R, Nakagawa K, Sawa E,Wakamatsu
K. Influence of pH on heat-induced aggregation and
degradation of therapeutic monoclonal antibodies. Biol
Pharm Bull 2010;33:1413–7.

[45] Krissinel E, Henrick K. Inference of macromolecular assem-
blies from crystalline state. J Mol Biol 2007;372:774–97.

[46] Martin WL, West AP, Gan L, Bjorkman PJ. Crystal structure
at 2.8 Å of an FcRn/heterodimeric Fc complex: mechanism of
pH-dependent binding. Mol Cell 2001;7:867–77.

[47] Girardi E, Holdom MD, Davies AM, Sutton BJ, Beavil AJ. The
crystal structure of rabbit IgG-Fc. Biochem J 2009;417:77–83.

[48] Kolenko P, Dohnálek J, Dušková J, Skálová T, Collard R,
Hašek J. New insights into intra- and intermolecular
interactions of immunoglobulins: crystal structure of mouse
IgG2b-Fc at 2.1-Å resolution. Immunology 2009;126:378–85.

[49] Holdom MD, Davies AM, Nettleship JE, Bagby SC, Dhaliwal
B, Girardi E, et al. Conformational changes in IgE contribute
to its uniquely slow dissociation rate from receptor FcεRI. Nat
Struct Mol Biol 2011;18:571–6.

[50] Tao MH, Smith RIF, Morrison SL. Structural features of
human immunoglobulin G that determine isotype-specific
differences in complement activation. J Exp Med
1993;178:661–7.

[51] Schneider S, Zacharias M. Atomic resolution model of the
antibody Fc interaction with the complement C1q component.
Mol Immunol 2012;51:66–72.

[52] Xu Y, Oomen R, Klein MH. Residue at position 331 in the
IgG1 and IgG4 CH2 domains contributes to their differential
ability to bind and activate complement. J Biol Chem
1994;269:3469–74.

[53] Oganesyan V, Gao C, Shirinian L, Wu H, Dall'Acqua WF.
Structural characterization of a human Fc fragment engi-
neered for lack of effector functions. Acta Crystallogr Sect D
Biol Crystallogr 2008;64:700–4.

[54] Harris LJ, Larson SB, Hasel KW, McPherson A. Refined
structure of an intact IgG2a monoclonal antibody. Biochem-
istry 1997;36:1581–97.
[55] Artandi SE, Calame KL, Morrison SL, Bonagura VR.
Monoclonal IgM rheumatoid factors bind IgG at a discontin-
uous epitope comprised of amino acid loops from heavy-
chain constant-region domains 2 and 3. Proc Natl Acad Sci
USA 1992;89:94–8.

[56] Brusco A, Saviozzi S, Cinque F, DeMarchi M, Boccazzi C, de
Lange G, et al. Molecular characterization of immunoglobulin
G4 gene isoallotypes. Eur J Immunogenet 1998;25:349–55.

[57] Chennamsetty N, Voynov V, Kayser V, Helk B, Trout BL.
Design of therapeutic proteins with enhanced stability. Proc
Natl Acad Sci USA 2009;106:11937–42.

[58] Rispens T, Ooievaar-De Heer P, Vermeulen E, Schuurman J,
van der Neut Kolfschoten M, Aalberse RC. Human IgG4
binds to IgG4 and conformationally altered IgG1 via Fc-Fc
interactions. J Immunol 2009;182:4275–81.

[59] Holm L, Rosenström P. Dali server: conservation mapping in
3D. Nucleic Acids Res 2010;38:W545–9.

[60] Herr AB, Ballister ER, Bjorkman PJ. Insights into IgA-
mediated immune responses from the crystal structures of
human FcαRI and its complex with IgA1-Fc. Nature
2003;423:614–20.

[61] Pürzel J, Schmitt R, Viertlboeck BC, Göbel TW. Chicken IgY
binds its receptor at the CH3/CH4 interface similarly as the
human IgA:FcαRI interaction. J Immunol 2009;183:4554–9.

[62] Taylor AI, Sutton BJ, Calvert RA. Mutations in an avian IgY-
Fc fragment reveal the locations of monocyte Fc receptor
binding sites. Dev Comp Immunol 2010;34:97–101.

[63] Schreiner B, Viertlboeck BC, Göbel TW. A striking example
of convergent evolution observed for the ggFcR:IgY interac-
tion closely resembling that of mammalian FcR:IgG. Dev
Comp Immunol 2012;36:566–71.

[64] Taylor AI, Fabiane SM, Sutton BJ, Calvert RA. The crystal
structure of an avian IgY-Fc fragment reveals conservation
with both mammalian IgG and IgE. Biochemistry
2009;48:558–62.

[65] Müller R, Gräwert MA, Kern T, Madl T, Peschek J, Sattler M,
et al. High-resolution structures of the IgM Fc domains reveal
principles of its hexamer formation. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA
2013;110:10183–8.

[66] Shields RL, Namenuk AK, Hong K, Meng YG, Rae J, Briggs
J, et al. High resolution mapping of the binding site on human
IgG1 for FcγRI, FcγRII, FcγRIII, and FcRn and design of IgG1
variants with improved binding to the FcγR. J Biol Chem
2001;276:6591–604.

[67] Canfield SM, Morrison SL. The binding affinity of human IgG
for its high affinity Fc receptor is determined by multiple
amino acids in the CH2 domain and is modulated by the hinge
region. J Exp Med 1991;173:11483–91.

[68] Salmon JE, Edberg JC, Brogle NL, Kimberly RP. Allelic
polymorphisms of human Fc gamma receptor IIA and Fc
gamma receptor IIIB. Independent mechanisms for differ-
ences in human phagocyte function. J Clin Invest
1992;89:1274–81.

[69] Lux A, Yu X, Scanlan CN, Nimmerjahn F. Impact of immune
complex size and glycosylation on IgG binding to human
FcγRs. J Immunol 2013;190:4315–23.

[70] Lu J, Ellsworth JL, Hamacher N, WonOak S, Sun PD. Crystal
structure of FcγRI and its implication in high affinity γ-
immunoglobulin binding. J Biol Chem 2011;286:40608–13.

[71] Greenwood J, Clark M, Waldmann H. Structural motifs
involved in human IgG antibody effector functions. Eur J
Immunol 1993;23:1098–104.

[72] Kabsch W. XDS. Acta Crystallogr Sect D Biol Crystallogr
2010;66:125–32.

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0335
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0335
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0335
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0335
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0335
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0345
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0345
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0345
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0350
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0350
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0350
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0355
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0355


644 Crystal structure of Human IgG4-Fc
[73] Winter G. xia2: an expert system for macromolecular crystal-
lography data reduction. J Appl Crystallogr 2010;43:186–90.

[74] Winn MD, Ballard CC, Cowtan KD, Dodson EJ, Emsley P,
Evans PR, et al. Overview of the CCP4 suite and current
developments. Acta Crystallogr Sect D Biol Crystallogr
2011;67:235–42.

[75] Vagin A, Teplyakov A. MOLREP: an automated program for
molecular replacement. J Appl Crystallogr 1997;30:1022–5.

[76] Adams PD, Afonine PV, Bunkóczi G, Chen VB, Davis IW,
Echols N, et al. PHENIX: a comprehensive Python-based
system for macromolecular structure solution. Acta Crystal-
logr Sect D Biol Crystallogr 2010;66:213–21.

[77] Emsley P, Lohkamp B, Scott WG, Cowtan K. Features and
development of Coot. Acta Crystallogr Sect D Biol Crystallogr
2010;66:486–501.
[78] Chen VB, Arendall WB, Headd JJ, Keedy DA, Immormino
RM, Kapral GJ, et al. MolProbity: all-atom structure validation
for macromolecular crystallography. Acta Crystallogr Sect D
Biol Crystallogr 2010;66:12–21.

[79] Urzhumtseva L, Afonine PV, Adams PD, Urzhumtsev A.
Crystallographic model quality at a glance. Acta Crystallogr
Sect D Biol Crystallogr 2009;65:297–300.

[80] Lütteke T, Frank M, von der Lieth CW. Carbohydrate Structure
Suite (CSS): analysis of carbohydrate 3D structures derived
from the PDB. Nucleic Acids Res 2005;33:D242–6.

[81] Brünger AT, Adams PD, Clore GM, DeLano WL, Gros P,
Grosse-Kunstleve RW, et al. Crystallography & NMR
System: a new software suite for macromolecular structure
determination. Acta Crystallogr Sect D Biol Crystallogr
1998;54:905–21.

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0360
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0360
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0365
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0365
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0365
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0365
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0370
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0370
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0415
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0415
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0415
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0415
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0380
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0380
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0380
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0385
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0385
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0385
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0385
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0390
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0390
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0390
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0395
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0395
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0395
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0400
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0400
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0400
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0400
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0022-2836(13)00696-7/rf0400

	Structural Determinants of Unique Properties of Human IgG4-Fc
	Introduction
	Results
	Overall structure and glycosylation
	Arg409 and the CH3–CH3 interface
	Fc–Fc interactions revealed through crystal packing
	The IgG4 CH2 domain FG loop adopts a different conformation
	CH2 domain FG loop conformation modulates the Fcγ receptor interaction
	CH2 domain FG loop conformation alters the C1q binding site
	No contact predicted between the CH2 FG loop and the lower hinge/CH2 domain junction

	Discussion
	Overall structure
	Implications for FAE
	Fc–Fc interfaces I and II utilise conserved “consensus binding site” residues
	Residues from Fc–Fc interface II belong to aggregation-prone “motifs”
	Interfaces I and II provide clues about antibody–antibody interactions
	The CH2 FG loop conformation is unique to IgG4
	Does the CH2 FG loop modulate receptor binding in IgG4?
	Which residues are responsible for the different CH2 FG loop conformation in IgG4?
	Conclusions

	Materials and Methods
	Protein production
	Crystallisation
	Data processing, structure determination and refinement
	Accession numbers

	Acknowledgements
	Appendix A. Supplementary data
	References


