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4G 1= 4G 5+ (31— DAIS (1-2)
AG (total)= D ; n.;4G ()+ AG (init.w/term G- C) @)
+ AG (init.w/term A - T)
sequence 4G })7 el /mol  AF° kal/mol A4S cal/k - modl  AG 012 keal / mol
AA/TT -1.00 -7.9 -22.2 -1.555
AT/TA -0.88 -7.2 -20.4 -1.390
TA/AT -0.58 7.2 -21.3 -1.113
CA/GT -1.45 -8.5 -22.7 -2.018
GT/CA -1.44 -8.4 -22.4 -2.000
CT/GA -1.28 -7.8 -21.0 -1.805
GA/CT -1.30 -8.2 -22.2 -1.855
CG/GC -2.17 -10.6 -27.2 -2.850
GC/CG -2.24 -9.8 244 -2.845
GG/CC -1.84 -8.0 -19.9 -2.338
Init.w/term.G - C 0.98 0.1 -2.8 0.91
Initw/term.A - T 1.03 2.3 4.1 1.133

Table 1. AH , A4S and AG OT NN parameter in 1M NaCl

Prefect matched® A &9 &3F Al7]e] Wt dlo]El= Z. Strezoska(1991)[4]=F-E &4
AT Table 2. © =29 ©lolg #F} AA AL s At RAY dFolth G+C
contentE 2% FE=Z 3t Sk 7fY probed 2~370¢] G+C @717F EFE octamere}
nonamers 12ColA] 3h&<Qt hybridizations A%t Table 2.014 Hfm< 7} 243
signalS 1022 F3& W9 full-match DNA dot] ol & <l Ftelth.

No. sequence Hfm Tm AG 3 kal/mol 4s ;jl/ k- AG |y led/md
1 GTCTGAAA 7 279 -6.76 -153.6 -10.6
2 TGTCTGAA 4 29.7 -7.16 -147.2 -10.84
3 TTGTCTGA 1.5 29.7 -7.16 -147.2 -10.84
4 CTTGTCTG 3 30.7 -7.24 -159.8 -11.235
5 TCTTGTCT 1 28.7 -6.99 -145.5 -10.6275
6 ATCTTGTC 4 27 -6.64 -151.8 -10.435
7 AATCTTGTC 10 33.1 -7.64 -174 -11.99
8 GAATCTTG 10 25.3 -6.25 -158.5 -10.2125

Table 2. probe used, their target composition, obtained hybridization, and
caculated free energy
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Figure 1. NN model dimerql GT/CA, TT/AA 9 4G 9 %<l -1.44%} -1.00<
s ‘s1’olgt 3t 1 oS dimer$! TC/GAS TT/AAY 4G &S s2'E ot ‘s3&
CT/GA + TC/AG, 'S#E= TG/ACo|t}. Table 3& $ Table 29 A Qo] x| gt
AG Fe dFolth

No. sequence Hfm Tm INIT. S S2 S3 $4
1 GTCITGAAA 7 279 2.0425 -3.555 -3.41 -3.66 2.0175
2 TGTCTGAA 4 297 2.265 -3.5725 -3.855 -3.8725 -1.805
3 TIGICIGA 15 297 2.265 -3.41 -4.035 -3.805 -1.855
4 CITGICTG 3 307 1.82 -3.8225 -3.36 -3.8725 -2
5 TCTTGICT 1 287 2.265 -3.66 -3.66 -3.555 -2.0175
6 ATCTTGTC 4 27 2.0425 -3.245 -3.855 -3.8225 -1.555
7 AATCTTGTC 10 331 2.0425 -3.41 -3.99 -3.8725 -3.36
8 GAATCITG 10 253 1.82 -3.8725 -3.11 -3.195 -1.855

Table 3. 4G of dimer position
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No. sequence Hfm  Hp

GAATCTTG 10 7

experimental signal predicted signal
GATGAATC 3 49

1 GTCTGAAA 7 6.1

2 TGTCTGAA 4 5.2

3 TTGTCTGA 1.5 4.45

4 CTTGTCTG 3 49

5 TCTTGTCT 1 4.3

6 ATCTTGTC 4 5.2 Figure 3. Figure 4.
7

8

Table 4. experimental signal¥}
predicted signal®] A4+ 3k

Hfm : A3 & signal o ZhH <
Hp : 4G =X 3% signal®] iz &

AolM ARG FHE 2AZ M arrays REEolA AE HolE S
terminal+penultimate®] 4G 2ZX =" %S 27 FASE QAN FFA 7] A
2l %3} terminal + penultimate®] 4G ¢ gkol &3] nvld @A UA+= etk [Figure.
34] meEtA o] F ghe] #ACdE AVINEY 4G WRE oma} =0 B33 A7 IS

RO E A}EE]‘:} = BHNA = ch1p°ﬂ’\1t dulpex -"4 UAHLE @ed] g5 HeEE #
o3k 5 gle A ]Iﬂr. B4 octamerd] Ao G7IALEe]l Zol7t #O 2 F terminal

dimer®] g3k ¢Jo] & dimers < oéf‘oko] :LE] E’-X] FAT A7INEY dolrt oA
TE 4 “}% aH7F ot AAZ 977 s ) 9 B2 nonamer/] Afole g
S BV oy Ayt A7 B4 B dHolHe &ddi A Aol A
AZ chipiole &AET ZR duplex®] Aol S By ofy[5] dubyo=z
probe®] ZAo|7} A7) wjFo A3 HolHE ZAHZ FH Zgs F4o] a7
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