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Estimation of scrapie nucleic 
acid MW from standard 
curves for virus sensitivity 
to ionizing radiation 

IN an unusually rancorous communica­
tion to this forum\ Alper protests Fig. 4 
of my Jette~ in which I constructed stan­
dard curves for the inactivation of single­
stranded (ss) or double-stranded (ds) 
viruses by ionizing radiation versus their 
nucleic acid molecular weights (MWs). 
Extrapolation of either line to the inactiva­
tion rate constant (D37 ) of the scrapie virus 
gave virus-like values for the scrapie 
genome. This is in sharp contrast to values 
of 150,000 daltons or less calculated from 
the 'target theory' by Alper and others2

• 

In defending her target calculation\ 
Alper denounces my use of previous 
reviews (as a source of data for construct­
ing these curves, incorrectly), asserting 
that "some of the references are wrong" 
and that few of the references were 
checked. She gives the following four 
examples: 
Yellow fever virus (YFV). Alper: 
"Molecular weight too low, about one­
tenth of what we took from our indepen­
dent source. Rohwer's source makes no 
mention of the MW of this virus." The 
YFV RNA has been sequenced and has a 
MW of 3.7 x 106 daltons4

, in good agree­
ment with the value plotted in Fig. 4, 3.5 x 
106 daltons (as given by) my source5 (on 
page 18). The "independent source6

" pre­
ferred by Alper is an ultrastructural study 
of intact YFV virions. Her value was 
apparently estimated from the virion core 
diameter. 
Vaccinia. Alper: "D37 incorrectly quoted 
by Rohwer from K & M [Kaplan and 
Moses] who cited McCrea incorrectly." 
Kaplan and Moses 7 give a range of values 
for vaccinia obtained from multiple deter­
minations by McCrea8 and Wilson9

, both 
of whom they cite. I plotted the mean of 
the range. Alper ignores Wilson9

, selects 
the single value from McCrea8 most 
favourable to her argument, which is also 
the only determination that appears to 
have been made under vacuum, and then 
objects to the use of vacuum. 
Shope papilloma. Alper: "D37 plotted as 
too high to fit the Lea theory. K & M's 
source is Syverton et al., who gave the dose 
for 'total inactivation'-an unknown 
multiple of the inactivation dose ... ". 
Indeed Syverton et al. 10 summarize their 
data in terms of total inactivation rather 
than inactivation rate constant. However, 
the rate constant is easily calculated from 
the data in experiments II-IV and this is 
the value cited by K & M and plotted in 
Fig. 4. The identical value was obtained 
by Lea et al.0 in their analysis of the 

completely independent measurements of 
Friedewald and Anderson12

• 

Newcastle12 disease virus (NDV). Alper: 
"Inactivation dose too low ... Rubin and 
Temin ... irradiated the virus in sus­
pension." NOV has also been irradiated 
dry13

, giving a rate constant even smaller 
than that plotted in Fig. 4. Most inves­
tigators, aware that viruses tolerate drying 
poorly, suspend viruses in broth, serum or 
tissue homogenates, either wet or frozen, 
to protect against indirect effects, and for 
this reason most of the available data have 
been obtained in suspension. While Alper 
insists that viruses be irradiated dry, she 
invokes this argument to discard only the 
particularly inconvenient NDV point from 
Fig. 4. If we apply her criteria consistently 
and consider only the five viruses irradi­
ated dry in Fig. 4 (three from her own 
laboratory), both the line for the ss viruses 
and that for the ds viruses closely parallel 
the original regression lines in Fig. 4 pre­
dicting ds scrapie genome of MW 2.0 x 106 

daltons or a ss genome of 0.86 x 106 dal­
tons. These results are consistent with a 
larger study to be published separately 
(manuscript in preparation), in which 
each state, liquid, frozen and dry, was 
considered separately. 

Using these four highly contrived 
'examples', Alper alleges that the integrity 
of Fig. 4 is compromised by the use of 
previous reviews in documenting the data. 
Nature's succinct format necessitated the 
use of reviews where possible and did not 
permit elaboration on individual data 
points in the two paragraphs of text 
devoted to Fig. 4. 

Alper intimates that low-temperature 
inactivations may be in error. While it is 
true that some viruses14

, but not others15
, 

show enhanced protection at liquid 
nitrogen temperatures ( -196 °C), the only 
frozen specimens in Fig. 4 were at dry ice 
temperatures ( -78 °C), where the avail­
able evidence15

'
16

, including that for 
scrapie17

•
18

, suggests virus inactivation 
kinetics similar to those obtained dry. 
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Alper's most surpnsmg suggestion is 
that ss and ds viruses (and even proteins) 
be regressed as a single group. This is in 
spite of overwhelming evidence that ss 
viruses show a 20-40-fold greater sensitiv­
ity to inactivation than do ds viruses of 
similar genome size7

•
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. This difference 
derives in part from the ease with which 
many otherwise lethal single-strand 
lesions can be repaired in ds DNA. 

As noted by Alper, crude tissue sus­
pensions of the scrapie agent show greater 
sensitivities to inactivation at ultraviolet 
wavelengths below the 254 nm maximum 
typical of some viruses25

• However, a 
similar inactivation spectrum is observed 
for tobacco mosaic virus (TMV)26 and, to 
a lesser extent, potato X virus27

• The 
absence of other examples may only reflect 
the limited number of viruses for which 
an inactivation spectrum has been deter­
mined rather than the actual prevalence 
of this presumed anomaly in nature. It 
may be noteworthy that TMV and potato 
X share a filamentous morphology with 
the scrapie-associated fibril 28

, a candidate 
structure for the scrapie virus29

• 

Standard curves, such as those in Fig. 
4, are the preferred method of measure­
ment in biophysical procedures such as 
sedimentation and electrophoresis where 
adequate standards exist. Now that D37 
values can be calibrated against exact, 
sequence-based MWs for dozens of 
viruses30

, it no longer makes sense to 
attempt the estimation of nucleic acid 
MWs from first principles using the target 
theory. Moreover, past attempts to do so 
have seriously misled scrapie investi­
gation. 

ROBERT G. ROHWER 

Department of Microbiology 
and Immunology, 

311 Lineberger Cancer Research 
Center 237H, 

University of North Carolina, 
Chapel Hill, 
North Carolina 27514, USA 

18. Gibbs, C. J. Jr, Gajdusek, D. C. & Latarjet, R. Proc. natn. 
Acad. ScL U.S.A. 75, 6268-6270 (1978). 

19. Terzi, M. Nature 191, 461-463 (1961). 
20. Ginoza, W. Meth. ViroL 4, 139-209 (1968). 
21. Schambra, F. E. & Hutchinson, F. RadiaL Res. 23, 514-526 

(1964). 
22. Tessman, 1., Tessman, E. S. & Stent, G. S. Virology 4, 

209-215 (1957). 
23. Ginoza, W. & Miller, R. C. Proc. natn. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 

54, 551-558 (1965). 
24. Hotz, G. & Muller, A. Z Natuiforsch. 16b, 282-283 

(1961). 
25. Latarjet, R., Muel, B., Haig, D. A., Clarke, M. C. & Alper, 

T. Nature 227, 1341-1343 (1970). 
26. McLaren, A. D. Photochem. Photobiol. 8, 521-525 (1968). 
27. Kleczkowski, A. & Govier, D. A. Photochem. PhotobioL 10, 

53-59 (1969). 
28. Merz, P. A., Somerville, R. A., Wisniewski, H. M. & Iqbal, 

K. Acta neuropath. 54,63-74 (1981). 
29. Merz, P. A. et aL Science 225, 437-440 (1984). 
30. GenBank (Computer Systems Division, Bolt Beranek & 

Newman Inc., Cambridge, Massachusetts). 


	Estimation of scrapie nucleic acid MW from standard curves for virus sensitivity to ionizing radiation



