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Abstract

Antibodies have always been a hot research field since their discovery. After the discovery of the
autoimmune checkpoint mechanism, the research on the key molecule antibodies has shown ex-
plosive growth. With the development of research, single domain antibodies have been widely
used in clinical practice due to their large molecular weight and poor penetration. Therefore, de-
veloping a class of antibodies with smaller molecular weight and stronger penetration for targeted
therapy has become an important focus in the field of antibody research and development. The
IgNAR produced by cartilaginous fish such as shark is a heavy chain only antibody, and its variable
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region VNAR is the smallest complete antigen-binding unit known so far. It is a new type of anti-
body-drug with great potential to replace traditional single domain antibodies. In this paper, the
characteristics, advantages and screening methods of shark-derived single domain antibodies are
reviewed, and the future prospects of shark-derived single domain antibodies are prospected.
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1. 5|

P (Antibody, Ab)& B TG IR 28 AR HE AR 2P [1], AT R — K ek E A, EE50H8 196,
IgA. IgE. IgD. IgM F.2. X Fu 285 Mt A LS i 5 5% (Heavy chain, H)5 %2 5% (Light chain, L)f ik, it
KJLRPUARZ LR, ZRIR . B TURIR TR AR, BATT# L 0 OR A7 5 B 1 B B 5 FLBE A e R I
BRIER[2]. BEER R, T HPUE B EIS TR KIS, BHEAR S ZHHE A ZH M
HT 2 Ak, BT REEkEA 19G 70 TR K (%18 150 kDa), & — MKEEA g8 Iy R 4k,
WA BRI BEIC O A R T B N PR A A i, A3 S Bk B 1 45 607 1R R /M HMERE IR 21 30 kDa
AR, XRRPURMENE A T — S RN T4 e NI Ty o 188 5 BRI 8 A AT AR B sk )
WL TRICE IR N

1993 A B RIS 1 I8 SeAR P AEAE — A& H EHERIPUIA[3], i 4 4 HcABs (Heavy-chain Antibo-
dies), Ja LR TR X ISP H ILLE BT A S Se RHE Y 2 H 4] &SR N HeABs IR IR K HEGE T A4
FHEB TR . EEZE, MIER RN ORI 7TACEREPUA[S], @i X Fhbug 1wk st
RIIX R —Fh A i e Bk B AR, 2 AR T DL AR I 2R 2 6], FR¥z am & N s
BREE (38 BUE 32 7R (Immunoglobulin New Antigen Receptor, IgNAR).

2. RPN R
2.1. R}

FEAR R I & AR A ) IgNAR Hiik 2 i, A/ Re S P54 F PS5 & 547 1 2 5% 58 HeABs it
IR X VHH, K/NZ0k 15 kDa. 5/ VNAR #0212 kDa £ 4i[7], VNAR X F VHH /b 7 H
Mk E#% 2 [8] (Complementary Determining Region 2, CDR2), ‘&) HAMkE#% 3 (Complementary Deter-
mining Region 3, CDR3) E4A LU H ML/ ) CDR3 XA KAHZ 7 B B IS SR AFAEA I B, A IR A LA
BRI, HRHEIE 2 ANEIEREIL[9]. VNAR KA KNI AR & E RN 5iEM, ke
LU KA B0 25 5 V225 i3SI A e g 8 3 3] i i o o

22 REMRE

& 0 S HCE AR ORI T AL Pkl & B B S5 R, Chris M Wood %5 Atk I & Ak i &
BHRERESMIRE[10]. & IgNAR BETEE R AR N e A B R IEE RIGHEE&RET,
AR S LU FLEN Y 19G HLAR AT helgG HA S am Az e M. 1 B in_E VNAR $i4& %) CDR1 5 CDR3 X f77E
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(1 2= JoR 202 BT T B AR 3R 1) B B [11] [12] [13], VNAR HUiRRESE I Lo HLHu ok o 1 # g e 1
Dumoulin M gt % F S5-I B — L8 IR v] LATR 52 2.3~3.3 mol/L f R ERAT LA K 60°C~80°C ) il [14]
BRUCZ AL, SEA TR I VNAR AT H TR 28 1AM AT A 1 B K% o 83 SR A0 41X
Be S R BN BUA I AR X 2 J5, 7T 4 m HAR e 1 [15].

2.3. FMANE

LT HAPUA L IUE B M E R G A A E S S PURIEM, VNAR FUART DL S bt it
Irét, ERN BEAAZBIRZ RS, Bl b VNAR $TASK 1) CDR3 8 TE i — A FasE 1 M R g5 1)
[16], XAFEMAERH D) VNAR FUAFEIMRAGURIRIEZ h SHRS &, SE R, K 7
VNAR X T 5L B9 A 77

3. & RAEMENHE
3.1. BRI EAY

VNAR HUAAR TR R & i szt . @ | THcR f, MARIFEETEAZE R, H B
JeR Y, NIEURAE RS A B T s i e R, VNAR R Vet s o, PRIRACR B4 . R
H1F VNAR K/ 19G 19 V XA helgG 1) VHH #REEREfR ), (AR LASE IR A 5 % 3 1L e s, 38 3]
WU T BIEAS T — LE R (5 B IR N A &, I8 B SE A IR T RCR

3.2. BIRHIAA

VNAR HUAAH T3 B4 BT A 1 — RS2 b S A s . 2900 & B AT AWk,
AP B R AR A AR, IR LR DA R A R HE AR AN e B e B R R AN, 1 FLAK
e 2T () 55 S 2% (AL S AB U AR R 0 T 1Y), AR 58 X BB M U B 22 3o A P R el A A BE SE R 1T
VNAR H A AFTE - b 20 8 2 [ T B ) — B SR 4E R A BU[17],  BERSTE LG R R IA RGE N I 2 Fhk
KRG EMEEIE[18]. A AR, &1 R VNAR FUARAE K AT i b 2234 B Al ik 5~10 mg/L [19].
FAES 4212, VNAR TEEZRIE RGH R R E AT 100 mg/L FL& 5, 17 HRE 7= i 4l
JEAH AR ). Ablynx 2 5]l i FI % B R 88 0] —Fl VNAR SRR IZBHTHE] T 0.5 g/l iXAH
Xt F Z PRI H] R UL TR AR Z, SUFRAHERD T REZ. VNAR B4~ A b2 (%,
T RHBEA: P ] T IR R IT U251, . SR Ml 3 B AR 2T 97 25 450,

33. EHUE

VNAR Puik KA 100 3] 120 NMEIERFEIE, iz /b T ek Hi4 (single chain antibody fragment,
SCFV) MR L IR TR 2. IXAE1FHEINZE 5% VNAR #HTH0E[20], o @&Xt CDR X BEAT i o5 28748 Ko fifi ik
RN 7 B B R SR AR AR [21]34 A N JRAL B0 [22] 158 4 N BT I e A #1 2 Lh eSuid  I P TR B A, 1y HL 2
SN R PE
4. EFRBIENENTEESE

IGNAR LR FIFEE 1R A RIS BE R HCAD IR I VA AR AL, 385 R R F Fm (1) S e R 7 (52 4 AN
ANTEA I IRIE S 5 5 G JRIR & 70 3~4 IRGBEsh ) Ge i B0 WU R 19, SRAS T L U0 1) Ry S 1 B B
HEPUIR[23]. A —RAE, AHET IR HCAD IR BUCK H £ L & DB LR R e Rt A 9[24], H 1 H
F VNAR JF R % bR %) 10 F,  HAR WBEE VNAR OFRIE, 110 BLAFAR 680 44 11 255 T b (e
i H 4] 450 Fh[25], @EEH 2 560 F1[26]), AETS N VNAR FIWFRILALWAEE KMk, H R T ihiks:
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SRR AR A A VNAR S&7E 5002 56 il 5 18 1 32 UM B2 7 PBMC 4 i 5535 PRI 20 235K 75 RNA s AR 41
H VNAR AT, Tk R N Oh g7 42k,
41. HESHTE

FI Bl A2 fA7 B AR 97708 VNAR (7 12 42 00 [27]. IgNAR Bt 2 5% R 403, @il bR %
32 JE M R e G 2 ARl L A SR L AR S B HE U R mRNA BEAT RS 4 7, e S Ve Ak P
X RLE] mMRNA AR TR A i & rh mRNA RS i, AR IR R 2 S50t nT BB IgNAR,  [F]
N 1) 25 LIRS R AT AT, X AN 572 R BT e 8 X S 6 20 3 e i i B IgNAR IR A7 itk % o AR IR %
ST 2 5 R T T B 10U B X g 2% BB A TG B RE A8 AN BT SRR R R 5 A 1 IgNAR . X R R R ATE T
32 o3 17 5 HRAIAR, oI R 2 o b DU SR AR DA B AL B AN SR &, AREAE R E
WA RSB & i Hax S AT LA Bh i3 VNAR HEETE B 701 VNAR 45849 5 T
(R IX PP T FAFAER 2 I EE, B i S SO R S v B D i, P oA — e ERf, T HL
M3 FP AR LKA, SR A EATAE R AR R B R TLZR RN, 38— il gl & JE i TN BT 21 VNAR
P AR 45 A it i o TESEI0 ST IF AR 7 IgNAR HUA IR A 3 A R R A RMBNL T, K
PRI FR 7 VEREAT B 70 0T AR /N B R IR T [ 4R

4.2. BWEERREAR

HATFERE VNAR HUMAR G J7 10 AW B 1A B 7R i [28] o 1E 5 i i 2 Ja» $RA5 L i i
PBMC 4 sl Tk A2 HL RNA,  FRI AT 0 51708 VNAR B[R 751 oo B 45 0 B i ki, VNAR
P 2 R A G T A B 1 — FEROATE R R AR 1 3R 1T, AR ELISA 456 S i i th R 08 AN S5 4 5 1%
GEA TR TR, X6 IR T AR BE A0 2 B AT 45 31 56 B (1K) VNAR 1o X R 7 25 I3 Ab 78 T g s W22 81 VNAR
FPHRGRE SPURS A, Hilk g 7 RARMEIR /0T TAE, Be8 0 R iiiE 2 % 20 VNAR buik7
Fllo BTG B R SR R B R e VNAR RAA SR, Je 80k A Nt it &R R CDR X 15l
Yidk4T Overlap PCR 2 JE[29], iXFh 72075 VNAR HiiAI P4~ COR X BEWS AT H AL A, A4 2 H
FA B VNAR SCPE, fKHFEE T VNAR BRI, ik 2 S=E M 771 VNAR $24E 77 (8.

Wi TR A R 7S R B 17 AT DAL FH T B B 33 10 2 e 2 A R A FH 1 3 57 R 98 P AN~ i S E[30]
Feng % [311% 4 H 6 44"+ MR KB RIRRE, S RBEAUERIES T 10° X MY,
MHEZHMETSEE, (EEMZEREED] 7720 NS P& RSPk, o B4 e s
GPC3. HER2. PD1. PE38 %§. {HfF—4&/&, fEMMIERINIZ % PE38 1) VNAR Hifh A — 1ok
F1EE] T 10.1 nmol/L. FIEE-A i E SR ZTET VNAR ik CDR3 X (s R R, HEA VNAR
PUARAENAESE, SRJE % CDR3 X #HATRENLALTFEE, T CDR3 XK ¥ 2K, HaeMREl— M NEREM
Wk R A4S SC I, [ B 3K — D7 ¥t R AT SR — ol 53 AR RSl 1) SR W4 2 FH T Bl B R A 98 16 515 A0 77 B ¥ VNAR $7t
. 7E 2001 Ft A RHE SRR —JNEE L T B G BUEIRIE R T —2~ 5 AMAL EESEAT &k 200
nm/L £ VNAR #i4K[32]

4.3. BERRER

M BF s B (0 R B [33] [34] 5 Wk T 1k F o= A0, 3 e e AR PR 5 N B F 2 v i M) P I B 4 L A
AL (GPI B 5E ) (8 #E R A RIE IR € 7 T B BEAR B i, S8 o R e SR A5 A 2 ) H I Ak . AL
TRER AR R EOR, BFOVEERHE T A, JURRMEIE B R RIE LR IRIRE, XREMST
PRRBUAS HINAEFE o 110 L8 1L 37 32 I 5 2 S Ao 77 V2 R 07 0 P o 2 Lk R A P 7 A 975 08 77 95 P 42 8 B g
[35]. {H ARG TR EE B R PR (R 7 — A 2 K, BOR O BHA S SRR B B B A B 1) P
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AT E) 10% CRU /KT[36], {HAE H i Wt B (A BT 14 i 11 2 L2 W] LLIA B 10" CFU, W3 2 [) EL B A
72710 fif. A REE N — AR BB R IR _ERIE KA I —MUA37], AR LA B R
MNERE LS & 2 A PURRIBLR, XFE T eIl 2 S B 2 A TR B SR AN T A an Tl .

4.4, 10x B LRBAMI R AR

10x AR 152 R [38] [39], ‘BRI EMZ —GIFHLE, ATCEAI— A1 Jr, 2RJa Ak
R RMSLE R . XA R ERERSIR BEA A A T S N IR B PBMIC BesA, mithE
Iy ERAG T RENE P AE PUR R AR L & B AR At PR AR SRl RE AR PR 4K 1 RE NS 5 e et
JER LSS A 1 VNAR BUARF 1. 10x AR P BORIUAEIE 2 — D RIRIEYS R R, *ﬁﬁi‘z/\ﬁzﬂi
FES T G (10 5 e 20 e e 6 315 B B ATTSE R I B8 JRA T 5 1 7 97, (ER 55— T L i &) (R E 9 E
ik BRI .

4.5. HAthAR

W 1 LR T7IE 2 A, AT LA S T S LR IR 0k () 7 iR R A B 1A F R [40] [41]'5 mRNA 7R [42]
[43], 1997 4, Pluckthun SZ46 % 57 1 RSNk e B D E R F AOBN BOR —— MR R ok, 3200
RN, HAMEE R R B DNA B, SRJE IR G PRAMRIIE RIS AL . $63™ ) mRNA
AGAEFTLIE T, EARSNREL AR T A 215 B AE mRNA [ 35K 3, A H A% Al B 7 1 f on 1E
REIRSR I, IR mRNA-EE 15T - iR 7 =0 R & 1A, SR P Ue it G2 oh v B A B A4 B, BT mRNA,
}:%Aééﬁié@ﬂ:}ﬁﬁﬁfﬁ RT-PCR AR, HE 3T 51 NAZBEAR R 1) 2 Al 55 T ih . BEAT T~ — 730 (1 S A
e, RS EPRANI E AR T . mRNA JR7R 1 IR FA 5 A0 R R A28 A0, BREAS L 2 B0A

5. REERE

BT B BUARIKIF 2 B AN LR R T s 258, X 2R RO RE M R v 4 & HAR s B DAL T
BRI R A RER A AERE 1o R0, 3XAS “BEVAZG” AT HRIRTE . FPTHI RN S R i) =
2 BRI EATE LR ST A A AL P S, 5 b [ I BT A e ) A A A A R A RN
I IR PRI GUANEN — R B B AT 5, 5 PTHAM R R IR0, BRI RAE
AR BEMER AL R BRI A BRAM A EHE 2 6] o FEAARIRE R —E 2 BARS — K.

MBI PAP R E S CRFR BT, XL HLYRDE IR I A i B 78 A2 10 25 A0 BR 2 U
IRZ TSI 7 B HI[44], AUt T RSSEORKI SR, RN o5 (e T A2 Wi gt 18 Al sedE .
RN T IR I 7T, [ MG E ARIF IR 2R, VNAR SR BrR I — R I = #RIE
B FLAE S UL IR T AT A B AR P RO N T AT S . TR BT H BT S MR T B TP G BLK
A A —E SR, I VNAR FURVE 2 (AR SSHL 1 AS BT A 15 R 2 0 7N SURMETT FE s (H
HAEBEEE I 8] A HERS LA R SR IIREE , 3% 5E VHH 51 1 S s TR 2w 2 B i 17 VNAR $ifk, VNAR
FRE SR ENFEE, METFREEMNSA, FNARE P EEI N B I .
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