s
g
lo,
tos
o
iy
o,

o
5
ox,
Shi
1z
ok
o

g
TEsty A5 A5 AE

33 21 A28t 54 B 8K Bioinformatics) ] WEE Q8] e HHxr L B dolEHolArt TEH Y,
¥39 Au o] ok 718} FFH o7 Fytehs FA Jrk AEREE 75E dolEHllxe S Fa B 4
BE 92 F 9o 53] A NS B AYY B4 B 215 952 B A M Se% AT
F129] s QgD Qirk sRRIg dolejslolas) A 2R IREL gt el ieiAEe] el A
o] 74 TR IS S0 AN 0] BB ofsfEl I A Tt 2 review oME FEAREO] 7
7% ol ARgahe ik fAK AN T2 RSl gt Aol a4 MY $4E st AN 223959 AN
ol gl 273,

2. A S AL 98 T A
2.1 GRS} 207} e Wl

Autal o g AFAolA AjZo] Bsle AU DNA sequencing & F3ll Hi3lW @71 MBolAek fAMY 2442 Sl
A= 887 5273 LS translation A1A B MG ulwshs Ro] B4 of Akt 11 off o 2k

(1) Az AP 4 FFHACGTDE 5 AT @ P 20 719 oprlcAt PR 4850 Ak w2t
A $A3] F residue 7} QX FES GAL 1/20 oA T FAIRL] A= 1/4 otk WA T AES H]
e o gld Medo] Axjsie Zo] AR ¢ & Yu|E 7AAl Etk

(2) £74A= codon degeneracy S} 2 7RAPEE codon preference & 7IA 2 $lth o128t §344 coding B4l
s T2 fAApL 2L ol|eAS coding 4 Sl ol WA level oM 2 MEE TRl B7et
I AR Aelds B zlolrh @ = USS ufst MR o R e "ol AAe] faA D vlue £
et g2 ¢ o

(3) A /R iR AN zg REL dhld 7Ag BXog spdEch R AEE scoring matrix &
A6 298 kS n)3]= factor S TA HMo] HAshA TAdH itk

(4) 992 A9 dolele] 27)7F a3l vls) 84 2tk A4 GenBank & 3 of #8A dlolejulollel] 5E &
ARS) 5= 200 9 Aol JHleky ANk Swiss—Prot o 528 Tde) A 10 % el vlAR] Feta
olc} whehA] gl o] fixk AR He S,
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oy
o
it

2.2 359 1M g4

Scoring matirx 2 gap penalty & 71 fAP] £4] 22 7850 FEZ 02 AlgH T A4 Axjo] wko- 3ke n)Hck
2.2.1. Scoring matrix

o}a]]g] 79 oprlnAt wiE S s BAL FANY wjeld FEEE residue o) 7 A4S wizicka
A2 9 7H Foll 5 77t YXISIER 72 =) Aot

e

ol 5

a) TIYGAPPHCS b) TIYGAPPHCS
TGYAPPPHS TGYAPPPWS
* kkk % ® ok dokk

T2l a)E A0 BHAAQ residues (A, P, S, T) 7 BE3IT At vl h)ol= Wb T & & B
A residue 0] BEH] §itk 5 A vjdS Asiie 7 opu| bS] Ak, Blatd, Za)d A4S 17
djojol 2 & 5 Slrk

Scoring matrix = F A2& B o 217k ofn|izAlo} 97)180] UX] EL (3E FEL vl Akkele] v
oo}, P AMEER= scoring matrix 9] /e v 2ok

7} 97] 54 (nucleot ide scoring)ol] 220 scoring matrix £ (scoring matrix)
DNA Hi9e]) th$t scoring matrix & Johd o2 7Hdsit). 9719 7% AP A2 matrix 7F F2 AR T Qi

(1) Identity matrix (similarity)
ATCG
A1000O0
T0O100O
Coo010
GOO0O1

(2) BLAST matrix (similarity)
ATCG
A5 -4-4-4
T4 544
C4-45-4
G-4-4-45

(3) Transition/Transversion Matrix
ATCG
AO05L5S51



AR B8 FAK B4 8l 7

T5015
5105
G1550

u, el =3 (protein scoring)dll 220]E scoring matrix &

SR 20 59 oAt s FAH] QouR ofaliAbe] scoring matrix  20X20 FHT @ 5 lrk
oAt scoring matrix & WA v 2RI 7)F0] HEZ, FANE ofn|iAle] Asky, 2214, 38k A
A& 123 o8] FFe] PHSo| s Uk I F genetic code matrix, physical /chemical characteristics
]88t matrix 9} #A) YWtz o2 Ho] ol E= PAM 3} BLUSUM 9 £4& o3 ¢,

— Genetic code Matrix: 3+ 7§2) o}m)iAto] Tl opn|Alo & vip=d) o3 HAste] d7) M9 7 ALt

— Physical/chemical characteristics: A2 T F ofu|iAte] Ej4, 3l8ld A9 fAME olg3le] A4S &
gH o)) hydrophobicity matrix

—Dayhoff Mutation Data Matrix:

Dayhoff 5ol 918} 7]% mutation data matrix (o]5t MDM)2 @A LYutH 02 713} o] Aol11 Q1= scoring
matrix %€ 3kjeltt (Dayhoff etal, 1978). 1978 ol X5 LEHS uhs FAl] Qi dald NHER 11 A
FEold 58 ancestral HEEZHE] B2 400 702 accepted point mutation & ©}-&3lod MDM o] #1291} o]
T ofg} /IAIEE] MEEe] Wil wet MDM & A4 8 =] 1980 delle 71 719] A3 group (M%o] 85%
ol FU3t group) EZHE D& 1600 78S accepted point mutation S-& A MDM o] AZE9)ck

WA O] mutation o 8 Dayhoff model & W4 X)) 3+ Markovian 22 (model)S ZAZE itk
Markovian B2 ¢ thitd Ujelae] ofd &3 X]9] mutation & TFE 948l mutation 3 FB3HR= A& AR
= gtk

Markovian E2ujel] MDM & & ©¢]¢] %131 3K one unit of evolutionary change) E<F oFn)icAl A 7} o}
At BE X84 858 AKX transition probability matrix ZHE 45 Frk 35 tigdMel e Zhzhe) ol
o] WskR) 48 B8-S el & giZhdel A8 159 ¥ Fo)7 A3}t 717K represented evolutionary
interval) &%}t amino acid 7} W] & BES YUERNA "ok Dayhoff derivation oAE tidie] =9 o)
99%7} =|A| probability matrix & 278193tk 22|22 probability matrix o142 218} @) (unit of evolution)=
100 71¢] site 3 1 719] site oA accepted amino acid substitution ©] Qold &l Sgsic). (1 PAM unit). A3} ot
Holle Al 7ido] A8 sy QA S Felsiof Stk

MDM 9] F88F &4l 9] 7} site o4 mutation 0] Pold &2 YA Yrk= Holck. Al £} Bt
of o} A Yellk 74 site o) wh2} mutation 0] Yol BEL thErh= AR 2 U o} J2i=E 7}
site ©ll419] mutation &} E&-& FY3IAl 22}8 Dayhoff & R&L FHAIE 7K1 itk

— BLOSUM (BLOks SUbstitution Matrix):
1991 ¥ell Altschul 5l <J3] g BLOSUM 2 A4 BLAST 59 749 Al3Es] PAM 3 3 713 wol »
©Ji= scoring matrix ¢] 3 FFolt}. BLOSUM & Block database 23-E] 7|8 222 Block Hlo|EJHlo}AE ofn)



78 4

A A F O FHRo) ule) 3335) RER (conserved) FEERS Fo} vHE glojejujo] Aot} 0)% QR oy
71%5& 71 motif  22iA itk

PAM o] dgg MAET 758 MES 228] wjdd § X3 252 731 b BLOSUM 2 block UlellA] o}u)
TARES MGE T 47 opr|icAbEe] Bpair) & o] F = BES B A3 52 T8 Aok,

ALARA X8 FFE BV s MEES 47 block ol clustering & A1711 clustering percentage = 242+]
group =l ZFA7V7] 48 NEEY #H289] IR (identity) 08 Hsict & 59 clustering percentage 7}
35%eHd 4ol ME A 9 BE HiEARE o HA% 35% o1 identity € 7HZ Y2 W) 2 group off FFA
7)1 BLOSUM35 & gt 8t 499 MY C71 A9 B & % R 35 % o] identity & 714 A9o) &
& 22 group ol EF AITTh 247k widE o)At UEQ) pair 9] 7G-S A & MY ABC 7 4t ARjEi=
50 Hets AEl] scoring matrix S-S 7o

2.2.2. Gap penalties

Gap penalty & A9 &2 2l 23 A7) gap ol Grlel 244 (penalty)E 2 210712 Ask= Zolth Gap
penalty £ A&t ANt & = QA of] 71X F8A ARIE T3 -10, -2 ol —14, -4 A7} Agsitta o
ot R AR FE gap o] A AZ 9 T 7oln, F A gk 1 vl A= G431 gap off gk 7o)tk
AdE S8 F A AL Aol 4789 gapol 1w, ~10, -2 9 3t B3 DA gap penalty & —10+3% (-
2)=-160°] "k olgA TE g F4ste ol H3MelM A& gapol AW7I7[e TEAT 7 o] d&Ho7
A7) gap 2 Aol visl 4A B4 F 7] WEolth 2 gap penalty (1 59 —14, —4)%= partial sequence
(EST 229 uliol) Hgslct AMARE gap penalty & 2330 24 sensitivity & 23 & 4 9k J2 59
FASTA 714X expectation value 7} 0.2 Btk & Aol A9 gle HEE0| F#g 2¥59S 1 gap penalty
o & THoEA o] NEES AA & U = 3ok

2.3. AN 220

2719 FAM AN BT vlng MEEQ] HAl Lol tidt "EZHQ (global)" $AK H5E ARk d1R)
72700l 7iEE ol2id RIS RIgE 0 At W NGRS nndle AYsA gorg dale K Aarc
€ ATE el ARgEh 2 e A T2RASL oE 2FS Bl "AHAQ) (local)" $AMY A
drelEs Fskt 7Y FHYHA AMEE P4 22 752 S Smith—Waterman ¥ o] 88F 24 (Smith
and Waterman, 1981), FASTA (Pearson and Lipman, 1988), BLAST (Altschul et. al,1990) o] itk

2.3.1.Smith—Waterman 42 o83 A

Smith—Waterman & Fakstell] Ho] 201 dynamic programming 7['H<& A 73Me] o] &3t Hpo[ct,
Dynamic programming > A4¥8e] garelF 59 & f302, gt 71 7t sige 9 Qa7 g o)es)
A3 o AR S AA WHEA el gigks 9 34 o)4s)= daugZoltt Z b ket s 9b 1) A M
A KD Aot el ofet S Al & 5 0T, T %S AR S0 g WF 83 A AA Mo ARs
HiE S P8k Zolnt.
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e Y MEE AF oAl
s= AGCACAGA, t=ACACACTA

o711 s 9t & A7} BHY 07 341 unit cost model(YR=0, X3 A, AA=1)S He3jo] zizke] o)
B AYWWhE s} 22 S wE 5 ok

t

A|IC|A|C|A|C|T |4 ACACACTA

0{1(2]3]4]5]6]7|8
sl A|L[0[L[2|3|4]5(6]7 A
Gl2[1[1]2[3[4[5(6]|7 G
Cl3[2[1]2]2(3 4 [5(6 %:
Al4|3[2]T]2[2[3 (4[5 A
Cl5[4]3]2(1([212([3([4 C
A[6(5]4(3|2[1[2(3][3 A
Cli|6(5 (432123 ¢
Alg|T[6|5|4(3][2[2]2 A

(2% 1) Dynamic programming & ©[43+ A9} g

A9 8% T A7l Y (distance matrix) oA HAES Uehls 228 BA] 8 Aot} A s o sl o
28 GA) FE XEe, AL RIS, FAME AHAE VeRIT

tiebdell e BAE Wzel o8 s ot 5 mdahd ohgat gk

s=AGCACACA
t=A-CACACTA

oz 2det s A% HAe] P2 o 3 AP} ol o AL F 4 Ytk

Dynamic Programming & ©]83l 912]9] Mgt dlolH #o|xo] Ad MASS vlushs ¥4E Smith—
Waterman €xe|Eol2t itk @A o] YEE 018310 fAM] A8 uIAS AFsk= 3 EBLY BLITZ %
Bic—sw Database Searches 7} 303 Weizmann Institute of Science &) BIOCCELERATOR & iz} 9HS &3 2
HE AFshe ApIAE i),

Bic—sw & AH]A #o)A] (http://www2.ebiac.uk/Bic—sw/)ol 714 ME& ¢85l WEB 3L e—mail & £3)
A A7E HUFch Bic—sw = interactive access 3 QTHE o] vjd AEAHO2 Az} LHOT BUIZS] of
=l access mode ol BAIYO] HIEA] MR} S8 FAZ 71080k Fi}

24 siEhelele O 2,
~ YOUR EMAIL : 74 A 7] 98t 2z} 98 F48 k= &

—SEARCH TITLE : 3% A|2& &= 2
—RESULT: 2#Z vl & 27} 2z} 988 T8 g 2/1E Asi= 2
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— DATABASE : Bic—sw = The9] Hlo[eflo] A& Alggict

.Swall non—redundant protein database

Swissprot SWISS—=PROT protein database

Swnew updated to SWISS—PROT

Trembl TREMBL ( Translated EMBL)

“Tremblnew TREMBLNEW (Translated EMBL updates)

Swall SWISS-PROT + TREMBL + SWISSNEW + TREMBLENEW

(X 1) Bic—sw oA Al&3R= dlo]eiso]A

— GAPWEIGHT : Wig< & ) 3 WA A7) gap of] st 7 Aoke ROE 7]EgkE 150tk

— LENWEIGHT : ¥igS & o] 95208 A7 gap of theh 273& Aake Rolrh 71Eghe 1oltk

— QUERYGAP : §J2i3t Mol 3 s A7) gap ol thet 7Hs AT+ Sl

~ QUERYLEN : §J&gt A/gollA] A& 07 A7l gap o st 284S AT & Qitk

— MATRIX : scoring matrix & A& 4 gic}h.  7]Egk BLOSUM62 ojtt,

~ SHOW NUMBER OF ALIGNMENTS : 27 283l gy Boire= AEEd 5 48 + Atk

— SHOW NUMBER OF SCORES : 23} £¥ mjlolA 4¢] B /W7kA)9] score & BolF= 718 A8 4 Itk

— LOWEST Z—SCORE MIN LIST TOREPORT : z—score 7} A3t 3k oVdo] H= list 7 HoFA A 4= Qlok.

— SHOW MINIVUM QUALITY SCORE : ¥ 5ol 2¢3x|%= A2 minimum quality & A 4= lck.

— NORMALISATION TYPE : Z score € 7o) W} normalization 3R= & A& 4= ok LOG + logarithmic
normalization & ¢Ju|8} z—score 9 E-value & ¥ 409 stat & Aeidic)  71EgEE normalization
£ 3 o= Rolnk

— DO AVERAGING OF SCORES : Sequence composition o} BR2 quality score & 238 4 = 3o]ck

— ORDER OUTPUT BY OVERLAPS QUALITY : overlap option & 5% Z=ollq alignment & @ overlap ©] 471
£ ol e A Aok

2.3.2.FASTA

FASTAv 99 Ad#d f#AKE 7K MEE AME  deleelaziy e  Zzaoln
(http://www2.ebi.ac.uk/fasta3/). FASTA & ©a &7k vlus el ARHNAE 97] HEHe vas 7ks
3lth. 53] TFASTA o] 5 d8d 9uid 23 971 Mg deleuolx 21 vlas 7hsaitt & €7] A4 dl
olefjo]~F 6 frame OF translation 3} $JEjst TdlA Ng3} vlwshk=v)] o] 715 9198 Tl X¥# EST
do|efulo]AE AAs=d £ o2 deiA ok

7k dagE

FASTA & 94 5 M7 dot blot & I3 08 H|@E AIFEKE Dot blot o] dlals 7 H5-2 tizkies
A 127 g2se] S ARKS) Smith—Waterman B3 FASTA ] 71 2 #j0]3& FASTA & diele]



AAe B3 AV 24 Y 81

o) 2o Q= BE MAEER dot matrix T I8 %2 U FASTA & “wordE 7I9to 2. 3 U o] &3tk Holck

FASTA 7} 248t MES Sohlls e o 2ok (38 2)

(1) FASTA + &t AE=5H ) (ktup=1) 52 ) (ktup=2)2] d¥d ME (32 371 32 6719 971
AR o|Fo7l “dof (ktup)” £ ZFS vREth 12|3 diofgHle] 2] 129 ¢ Mol 7} detEat Uxjs)
£ HolEs Zohlo] 7179 dolEd dAshe tidils WEL EE oY S5 QolE At

(2) A5t &2 uigd 38 10748 A=) PAM250 3 2& X8 &E(replacement matrix)& 0183101 3t
(score) 55 ThA] AXKEITE. odf 71 & gk 711 B2 “nitl”, gap & 8183810 229 high—scoring thZhd
=5 XA 7P %2 A5E initn o2} F 3t

(3) nitn®] F& MYEL Al Smith—Waterman LElES o839 F AES 23 vlE (optimal

alignment) 3} Zl(score)E ARKIEL o] 2kE optimized score (opt.) & A2Jst)

9] el dol9] 27)(ktup)E 1(3F 719 DS 1 7)) doE FoDR sk Zo) i 5 =2 84
o AgRiA Wk olths 2e &+ ok (FASTA oA 712 dof gk 2 2 Hof qlrh).

EASTA Algorthm

{s) (b

—— Sequenco B —& — Seguence B —#
Nty O IR
< S \ N < ~ \ N
e (N AN - N AN
g AN \ N ] N ~
El o v N El o~ N
é LN %\ ~ \\
N s ‘ N\ N
N \
Find runs of identitical words Re-score using PAM matrix

K.eep top scoring segments

fe) (d)

Sequence B —¥ — Sequence 8 —¥~

<= Baquencs A ——
-#— Baquenca A

Join segments using gaps, Use dynamic programming to
¢liminate other segments ¢create an optimal alignment

(1% 2) FASTA 34 dugls
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L}, PASTA 9] 9% 3]

FASTA £ AAA R st Ado] €7] Q4] duidelx g wdsith, 9a 78S gga MY F ACGT7HA
A XA 85% ool HY @7IE wdsin W22 B3} FASTA = standard text format
sequence fle & o]g3t}. 3 & > TE F ot 2o S7E AEE dgEi "ok
FASTA & E5821} 917k tab 5-& FABLT single letter amino acid codes & 1413k}

oy
otr o
8

i

ot

ftjo

of)) > Brassica napus BTH1
AREGTKMQSLGGIRSWPATWRTTTASMTTTTTESVRKVAQVLTVAGSDSGAGAGIQADI
KVCAARGVYCASVKTAVKAKNTRAVQSVHLLPPDSVSEQLKSVLSDFEVDVVKTGMLPS
PEIVEVLLQNLSEYPVRALVVDPVMVSTSGHVLAGSSILSIFRERLLPLADIITPNVKE
ASALLGGVRIQTVAEMRSAAKSLHQMGPRFVLVKGGDLPDSSDSVDVYFDGNEFHELHS
PRIATRNTHGTGCTLASCIAAELAKGSNMLSAVKVAKRFVDSALNYSKDIVIGSGMQGP
FDHFLSLKDPQSYRQSTFKPDDLELYAVTDSRMNKKWNRSIVDAVKAAIEGGATIIQLR
EKEAETREFLEEAKSCVDICRSNGVCLLINDRFDIAIALDADGVHVGQSDMPVDLVRSL
LGPDKIIGVSCKTQEQAHQAWKDGADYIGSGGVFPTNTKANNRTIGLDGLREVCKASKL
PVVAIGGIGISNAESVMRIGEPNLKGVAVVSALFDQECVLTQAKKLHKTLTESKREH

T}, FASTA program & 5%

FASTA | 971 A 5e o A 0 A4
TFASTA | deie 9a A9 dofeiol2e] 937] A9 translation A1 % 4K A

5 ehala 3o ody] o] BE SAMY A& (compare local similarity)S 47383 3 B2
419 "}A(local sequence alignment) ] AE Hojz
PFASTA T ALY B A 2N & 5 MY g 29 J30E BoE
(¥ 2) FASTA program & $%

LFASTA

2}, FASTA3.0

713 2ol k& FASTA version 08 AH|IA #o)A] (http://www2.ebiac.uk/ fastad/)oll 7 8-S s 4
Mg 43 g 4= Qi FASTA £ MY sk 2508 97] Adeix] dald MEIXE Bt & 1A MY 5
ACGT 9] AM%o] 85 % old& 2pAj3hd 971 MR, 1137 ok 7ol wid Age et sot B 74 gle}
njE)2 AFek=d] 11 F 7P 208 2k ktup otk FASTA o 97191 7249 6, 9ol A9 271 71Egro g Hoj 9]
ok A& FASTA 7} /MEsI9kE 79 PAM AIBS] scoring matrix el AFEA] AT HZ version 9] 3ol
BLOSUM AIEE Al3ta o] BLAST o vl o &2 sensitivity & 7F 202 Bs|7 Qlck

24 sleknles ohgal 2,

YOUR EMAIL, SEARCH TITLE, RESULT, DATABASE 59 $4& Bic—sw ¢ 5Ysk}. © DATABASE
o] A% §Ax XY dloleulolAS AlFEHA] = Bic—sw o B8] o B 52 AlFain o33 2k
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Swall SWALL Non—Redundant Protein sequence database
Swissprot+Trembl+TrembNew
Swissprot SWISS—-PROT Protein Database
Swnew Updates to SWISS—PROT
Trembl TREMBL (Translated EMBL)
Tremblnew TREMBLNEW
EMBL The EMBL Database Non Interactive
EFUN EMBL Fungi )
EINV EMBL Invertebrates B
EHUM EMBL Human
EMAM EMBL Mammalian
EORG EMBL Organelles
EPHG EMBL Phages
EPLN EMBL Plants
EPRO EMBL Prokaryote
EROD EMBL Rodents
ESTS EMBL STSs
ESYN { EMBL Synthetic
EUNA EMBL Unclassified
EVRL EMBL Viral
EVRT EMBL Vertebrates
EEST EMBLESTs
EGSS EMBL Genome Survey Sequences
EHTG EMBL High Throughput Genome Sequences
EMNEW EMBL New (Updates)
EMALL EMBL + EMBL New (Updates) Non Interactive

(3 3) FASTA o AFsk= dioJejo] A

MATRIX: 7Ao)) AMEE]E scoring matrix & FE <+ Atk 712 matrix & BLOSUM62 ©Jth.
GAP PENALTIES: Bic—sw 2 73%-¢} =<3lt} GAPOPEN < Bic—sw 9 GAPWEIGHT, GAPEXT =

LINWEIHT ol ag3tct. Froia 71Egke: ol 2,
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o
o
1%

DNA PROTEIN
GAPOPEN -16 -12
GAPEXT —4 -2

(3 4) FASTA 9 gap penalty

— SCORES & ALIGNMENTS : Be—sw &} "show number of alignment"2} "show number of scores" 2} 548} 5410t}

— KTUP/WORDSIZE : $jellx] A8 KTUP & 2748 = Jlct.

— HISTOGRAM : yes & ﬁé,"o}vli Aol histogram & Z&3H},

~ DNA STRAND : DNA ¢ 7% oJH strand & 7 7715 24 & = vt 71892 upper strand T 345}
A Hol3lz X Aeel| w2} bottom T 4= ek

v}, FASTA ¢] A4 A3} (output) ¥4

FASTA = E()—value (expectation of significance) & ARSI E()—value & 23R Uh& A Ho] query A&}
93] wjds) B4 score oV 7HE FEE St Anjel U Ado] AEEE R on|7t glohd E()-value
EAAUHoE &2 & Zeth AolN BT SAETRS volHuo] A NEEE] z—score 2 ¥EE B
ot} Z—score 3= optimal score ol 4G9 ZolE AKXl normalization 3 222 AMAQ) Zolol| FakS wkx] 9
= golth ou] 9= AHQ) AY- Z-score & 758 3 2 k& TR Z—-score & expect value & T1EEE 4l
ot X g7 dojewlo] A9 AEEe] R FAMIS Yehlie 2 358 Tt fAMIES 7R MEES] T 7IEE
A3 Et

2.3.3.BLAST

BLAST(Basic Local Alignment Search Tool)e NCBI/GenBank ol 7ldbel fAld #Hal Zg-jzholt)
(http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/BLAST).

7t guele

BLAST = FASTA ¢} #B7}% "Word Based Method"E ©}&%Ith kA%t FASTA 9= 22] M=) pre-
formatted 74 HolEPHo) A Q7 g A FAMY 74 32 o 2k

(1) +4 BaE query AEZHE 3719 d¥ld 22 11719 G712 o]Folxl doiest T ol A& 7He =
%% Theth BhEol 2RES 74 MG dloleHlol o) MEET vl
ek z}7}e] o} 23HEa} 7 Aol MY database ol o] W BLAST &= ¢ W52 #4Md 2A4g
3‘75‘ AA Uzhe. o|wf gap & 318314 gh=th.
(3) e nR 3 diojelo}A A Z U4 7t o)) HSP(High—scoring Segment Pairs)E 7 AEEL 54
dar ojuf] SHER| B Z47he] HSP &2 FA1A test & A Ak
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BLAST Algorithra

€1) For the query, find the list of high scoring words of length w
Query Sequence of length L

———————————— Maxdmurn of L-we 1 wards {typically w = 3 for proteins)

For each word from the query sequence
find the list of words that will score at least

T when scored using a pair-score matrix
(e.g. PAM 250),

{2) Compare the word list to the database and identify exact matches

____,___,.——d—'—“_’;ﬂ_ Database

o Sequences
Word = p————— g

—_— =
Exact maiches of words
from word list

{8) For each word match, extend the alignment in both directions to find
alignments that score greater than a threshold of value S

== =3

l

e —a———

dmal Segment Pairs (MSPs)

Hgure fiom Bartory, &S/ Froleir Seg g Y 2720 Dl
LW versty of Ondarg, Laboralon of A oo ASiES]

(% 3) BLAST algorithm
U, A5 AR

BLAST oli 712402 AlFgsk= M4 dloJejwo]A(non—redundant, nr)eli= EST wlo|gj#lo)A7} E3kdlo] 9l
%t BLAST & query A18%} gap $lol 974 3t olde] HSP & 71284 Hah= MAES vl AARE 184
FASTA of v]3} 84 vl £57} w2ck siAt F Ado] 54 FHo] 22 XS 7X|1 YA= Al s
o] QoA FAPIE 71 Sl 739l BLAST 7 Z4E & i <= gloh

Y TRE BLAST &) Wi 2 REHoglont & upt ghe MEES] Hiel| wizlsicl= Zoltt & short repeat
sequence Y 57 residue 50| Bol EAllske A4 (GC & ATrich)E0] 1 o7} 4= gl o] NEES query A
G2 ol4312S 7% W F03A] % MIE0) AT UeA gk o 2SS )5k 98 BLAST = filtering 31
7168 7102 7H 9tk = repeat sequence 3 A2 Y| o) Ao] APIEItR ARLE 71l 3k

FASTA s} vRP7IAZ BLAST & 9913 AEE 98 /B8 Z2asdoldh 7)) MY9 Zale) rissiAut
sensitivity 7} oAER 47] NEE 7] dofEMolAE A AgHoR Hodgle MES 2} i
FASTA & AHg3he Al ek



86 7 oA
o} BAST o} 257
Blastp il AMdzkel vlm
Blastn H7] M9z vl
Blastx e 7] HEE 670 frame OF WS & oA A djo|ejdo] A8 B
Thiastn %7114 database £ 6 frame © % #3 & e child Mgy v|w
Thlastx =k 97] e 9719 database & BF 6 frame OF W3 T |y

(¥ 5) BLAST program &) &%

2. 74 seneE

H, HISTOGRAM: 24 ¥ Z7o] histogram & X855 ZHsh= ST 7[R Xt

V, DESCRIPTIONS: Z#olX HojF= fAM3E 71 A9 A58 Adht 71882 100709 fAMde 7
Agsel tigh 7St YRS Axjelx] BT,

B, ALIGNMENT: 24 23 & sjdg BoiF= Y59 AT 713k 50 7ol

E, EXPECT: 5 A %9 statistical significance threshold @elth & o] A% o|4be] k& 710k F Ago] fA}
st A9 = 7ol didt ghe Hohs $HoR 7183k 100l ©) g Karlin 3} Altschul
9] stochastic model o 2Jstd 10 7§e] MEQ] GA= £413] dofd 4 Slrka Fejgit,

S, CUTOFF: high—scoring segment pair S0} cutoff & Ask= S4 0% 7)E74& EXPECT value 2HE ARE @
& ol skt

MATRIX: fAMd A& 018-5]= scoring matrix &) $/#Z 718gk& BLOSUM62 olth. BLASTP, BLASTX,
TBLASTN, TBLASTX & 7% 2428 PAM40, PAM120, PAM250, IDENTITY $9] matrix &
o] g3ttt 3tk BLASTN ¢] 79-oll= tE MATRIX & A=skd 4= gict.

STRAND: TBLASTN &} 79l top 22 bottom strand £ M€aled A8E & 4 9tk 78] BLASTN,
BLASTX, TBLASTX & #9% quary sequence % top <2~ bottom strand &} open reading
frame & AEis}d A 4= Qly,

FILTER: $AHCEE 593 ¢k 7AW BEFHOZE ult Sl MESS AAsKe 4ot Low
compositional complexity 2 7} X85L Wootton # Federhen ol 2J3)] /4% SEG program ©]
0|25 1 internal repeat 2 Claverie & States o} 28] 7¥ XNU program & ©o]g3ith
BLASTN ¢ 7-9-ol= Tatusov 9} Lipman ¢ ¢J3}) /i DUST 7} ojggth. A3t AE F 9%
7} low complexity sequence & $12lo] EH blast = 9719 A9 "N"0& thlzo] AL "X A
gt e AA dES AES] PeolT ETeln el s EEEHE Y Addl:=
"NNNNNNN"Z-2 "XXXXXXX'7} T3] e 2L 7V 2 & gtk 71ERR filtering & 3k
program &= ©|-83H Ho9)3 AMEAY} Yok 735 filter & AESkA] 9k& & 3t Filter 9 715
& 9 Qe Mol ghalirgt ALt

NCBI—gi: accession number £} locus name ©]9J9} & gi 1T E 7}o] HoJE 4= 9)

rlr

ot
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v}, BAST 9] 23} 34

71A oz Anel e FASTA o 25 29 Feigh Akt 23k P-value €08 HojErh duiew
7F} & v 7R $& P-value 9} high score otk 2ul7t Qlcka Azkse @A AEe] S P-value & 7t
8 & Zolof 311 high score & ok ¥tk DNA 9 ¢ 9vigle 29 P-value 7} 0.0001 Bt Atiels +
A|go] el gl 7Fsde] Atk

High score Btz P-value 7} A|€9] Zolel| thall ¥k ¥4 $%0T 2 homologous 3 AE& st ] $93t
7]&0] Hrt. P-value 7} eV R} & A= Ut oR 2 F0 e AT yE€rh P-value 7} e P —e WA}
old m= ol AL MPZ TE & Qltk P-value 7} e PPl W= dE YR 18 4 Qltk P-
value 7} 0.1—e*Al0]Y o= AHdE 718 7FsAe QLo A3) | AIE 7R 1E 7ksAdol Sl dukde
Z P-value 7} 0.1 Bth & Aol 2 S 7Rty & 4 gk

v}, BLAST 2.0

BLAST 2.0 2 71&9] blast °ll gap & E4shk= 71%5°] F7H=3{th YO R blast A4S st At ozl
2 19 2452 £8o| F=4] blast 2.0 ok gap & E91510] FASTA 9 72¢] insertion # deletion & 443
5ol Sl 245E dAFsle] A9E BoiEt) (Alschul etal, 1997). 1 0]99) 4L 71249 blast o S5}
FTYsky O FEL ey 2

— Graphical Overview : A¥ollA] Qs XE3 fAlRE FE8 THOE A T SAolrh

— Query Genetic Codes (blastx only) : blastx ®}4] translation = & ® @ genetic code & AMEh= 718 Meigh
T Q= FAolt) BLAST2.0 724 As2E hit' score 9 Expect value S BoEth  AM3 scoring
matrix o T} Fo] BelA]= high score 2= E¥ bit score & scoring matrix & Gk Hx] 9R=rk
Expect value £ $A14Q 8717t 1o £4 dlojeldlolAelM $438] (by chance) 81 H4E 74
A HEE & = AEEY AEE duidhtt £ F MY Ale]e) expect value & $13] g B5E 7}
A wjdske S5E gujgith webd gol & 5 XE2 o At Jlom M An NEEE B~
value 7} 22 SAHE UGttt Expect value & BlofEo]28] F7]of wle} vl (slo|Efuo] A7}
AR 055 $83] 3T 3] HiES & AP 78 Yol) 7S skt 71802 7] 2 %
olH 2 query E HRE deleHlelx 4 AAEE v|wd W ARSE 4 9 Flolck

A}, PSI-BLAST

T3 NCBI o= PSI(Position—Specific erated)-BLAST & # 7pislo] An)A atn 9tk PSI-BLAST = o
8F BLAST 9] 7} motif o} profile & W& 715§ F7kt T2 33olt}. & PSI-BLAST & 71239 BLAST 4
A g3t & 7 AE 0]4310] multiple alignment £ 4-3%C) Multiple alignment & %3l position—specific score
matrix & ARSI ©] matrix § ©}83}0] thA] BLAST A F3ehct & dut A3} motif, profile 744E FAll| 4=

oAl He Zloloh. Ak W HolA Sl homolog 182 3=t RefshA| AFSE + Qi
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3. AP vl 2298 4% Hla

M vz 220950 A AM-S 3] 2 719 bioinformatics group oA of2] 270 7t T2 :EQ] A
& HZE T8It A vlae T2 I%E0] 499 AES dEEie ol 13H oz fARE AEES drk} 2
Fohferl 288 Fa gtk T2 difEe] AT vlnt BAE doleo]AE BE & ANE 38 true
positive, false negative, true negative, false positive 52} H[&-& ZAleR= wHlS o] o]f3k},

8-l FAMS 7)&(threshold) #3}2] W]
True positive A 71E #E =5
False negative s 71& FH B
True negative = 715 Hk S
False positive = 71% e =5

(X 6) true positive, false negative, true negative, false positive 2] %2]

T3 7 T2 ;s AHAQ HwE 93 equivalence number, minimum errors, the receiver operating
characteristic 5] Al 74| 71F3ks ARSI

(1) Equivalence Number: (EN)

False positive 9} false negative 9 7157} #o}RlE threshold score E equivalence score & 7393,
equivalence score ©lIX1¢] false positive & 7S5 ENCZ Ho3itl F ENS T2 139 sensitivity (false
negatives) 9} selectivity (false positives)Z EAlofl 128 gte] ok

(2) The Minimum Number of Errors (MER)

MER & EN o} 2 vjigt gk& ARk gto = $it} = 2 X EN > MER 2 Yeh)i1 threshold score & true positive
true negative Al0)9) e Z ALt «E 9 100 712 homolog £ 1000 782 non—homolog 7} Ytz 71dsk &
A Has A2 o) A9} 80 719 homolog, 1 7§ non—homolog, 20 78¢] homalog, 999 78] non~homolog &) &
A2 EERIck 7V 0)73$- el 28 EN 3} MER & 25 19 gk& 7Kct sl EN 9 threshold & 1 7}
<] non—homolog 9} 20 719] homolog Alolel] YXIkA = ¥kA, MER ¢ threshold & 20 712 homolog 9} 999 71
non—homolg A1019] gk& 71A1A €k webk MER ¢ threshold 7F 8o} A28 02 gl gk 7HA Bk

(3) The receiver operating characteristic (ROC)
ROC & 99 F 8w gt ¥} positive hit ¥} negative hit &) @40l £4& & 7o)tk ROC curve & th&a} go)
Aolg F )& selectivity(P—)oll thgt sensitivity (P+)2] 355 Uehiio] 2= J#=olc}

Sensitivity: P*=1t*/ (t" + )
Selectivity: P=t7/(t” + f*)

ROC (performance measure): ROC curve & Y
NS

o BRAA] numerical integration & 8l 78 & vkt
ROC 32 fAMd A4 zggae] A Harg 24

Zqeke Z28 glo] Tk Z Gue 24 T2 e
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negative 9} false positive 7} $15-% QJuistez 1 9 & 743, 7FE 4
o} Gk o2 ROC =0 3} 1 Al)9) 3k 7FAA ek
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ZggAe gz 09 3 7K

3.1eMA g

Mo

q
5

H 7P $AMY A4 mR R %4] EHf?l A5 Agarwal Soll ¥ 5=} (Agarwal and States,
1998). o}5o] Mo Ahgst T2 TWEL SSEARCH (Release 3.0t74), FASTA (Release 3.0t74), Probabilistic
Smith—Waterman (PSW), BLASTP( elease 1.4.9MP), WU-BLAST?2 (Release 2.0a1MP) o] 67 7]¢] ¢&7
protein family & o]83j0] AME S831rk PSW = 32 Bucher 9 Hoffman o &3] 7Ppdz|glom, 719
dynamic programming ¥} Hidden Morkov model(HMM)& A%et 74 Tz 73io|ch ZA4L thast o] 7+ 14
T WL 7)R Ze i)

Scoring matrix Gap penalty Ranking order
SSEARCH BLOSUM 50 -12,-2 Z—score
FASTA BLOSUM 50 -12,-2 zZ—score
PSW BLOSUM 45 -8, -4
BLASTP BLOSUM 62 Not permited Sum statistics
WU-BLAST2 BLOSUM 62 -9,-2 Sum statistics of gap penalties

(R7) MQ ¥4 Z2 3359 45 v)a 1

§£ 82 734 Ao MER #& WEhd Holck BolM Length & 948 A%E9] Zol5, Size & protein family °ff &

F HAES 7)5E PS = PSW Z, SSEARCH = Smith—Waterman 2, FA & FASTA &, BP & BLASTP &, B2
WU-BLAST2 & 2lvjgtc}. w}2jg} column & 7 #:& MER %kp— THE AW 228 = A £ 53 A4

BE 2Ysl= T2 IHE oSS Ak luoll AN FE T2 73E0] s 28-S SIS de vikeR

A =9} vpR(n I 2ele 2E family 9] AMollA £24 false positive £} false negative 2] 158 715313k

r\r r°l

J

Description/superfamily I Length§ Size | PS{ SW| FA{ BP | B2 { Best method
L—Lactate dehydrogenase | 333 |26 [0 {0 |2 |3 [0 | PSSWB2
E2 protein papillomavirus 322 %I 26 0 0 0 0 0

Core antigen—hepatitis B 183 l 25 040 10 10 70
Antithrombin—TII | 464 | .25% ] 0 10 {1 |0 {0 | PS/SW/BP/B2
Thymidine kinase | 376 25 y1 /141 f0 J1 JBP
Phycocyanin | 162 | 25 070 O 10 0

| Protaminey2 3¢ [24 [2 1 |1 {3 |1 |SWFAB
Transforming prot. (myc) J439 [24 joJoJo oo




90 7oA
Matrix protein 348 24 0 10 {6 |0 40 | PS/SW/BP/B2
H+—transporting A TPsynthase P6{ 226 23 1 1 {8 14 {1 {|PS/SW/B2
Alcohol dehydrogenase A 375 23 010101040
Glycoprotein B 857 |23 JO 0 ]Oo 0o
lonotropic acetylcholine receptor | 457 23 010110110 1{0
Non=structural protein NS2 121 22 0 1 1 2 2 | PS
Annexin 346 22 4 {4 {4 14 14
Histone H1b 218 22 312 {3 {2 12 {SWBPB2
Metallothionein 61 21 6 {6 {6 {6 |3 {B2
[beta] ~Crystallin chain Bp 204 21 070101010
Proteinase inhibitor T 2 |23 (313 [3]1Pps
Hepatic lectin H1 291 20 2 41 1117 {1 {SWFAB2
EZ2 glycoprotein precursor 1447 | 20 0 {0 {0 0 10
[alpha] —2u—Globulin precursor | 181 | 20 |6 19 ] 10] 1019 | PS
Pepsin 388 20 0 {0 {0 10 10
DNA—directed DNA polymerase { 1462 | 20 5 11 1 |2 {SWFA/BP
Prolactin 227 20 0 0 0 0 0
Vitamin B12 trans. btuD 249 20 3 7 101 PS
Total 35449 35136149751 5 39

5 {7 {0 (0. 4
False positives 10912{ 111151 10

9 6 0 9 2
False negatives 241241384135 29

6 1 0 1 2

(£ 8) il 4 =2 859 4

olr

Hla
3% 8 oA protein family off W2} M ThE At Vggh tiiRe) 73S PSW g SW 7t 20 58 272 U}
[e]

ANE o Al Anke g M Holof) 9FEsh= A 0R A 90T g Agarwal S-& A Zolo)) WhE AM -3y
ATNE ARSI 3 9 olX e0 2 el 2 full sequence &, e0-b62 oM 11 7K1 set & 7+ A 2710k ZolE A
A B & partial sequence & VERATE (+)& ZF Z2450) 2 H3 protein family 9 WS HOIFT, (+=)8
pairwise comparision & 3} 2 TEsAU IS PE protein family o} S HojEtt 7t 2 IAER /1)
2 A8E st 22 0REE o] A2 FABIIE ROC £ 50 784 negative 7F dAs= 313 7102 &j9ich




A9 ZaA A 24 91
Method PSW SW FASTA | BLASTP | BLASTP2
Query set Stat + 0 +=] + ] +=] + | +=] +§ += + | +=
e0 MER | 0] 41| 4| 47{ 1] 34] 2| 32] 3] 42
e0 ROC | 0] 84) 41 35| 7| 25 4| 261 7] 32
€0 EN | 27} 390 11 460 2| 34) 2} 291 3] 43
el MER | & 41 3] #3] 1] 3] 6§ 3| 2| 42
el rRoC | 13| s1] 4| 31 6| 21] 6| 260 51 3
el EN 61 44| 2 487 20 38] 4] 36| 2| 45
e0-b62 | MER | 72| 330 2| 43] 2| 32| 2| 32| 3| 42
e0-b621 ROC | 0] 290 7| 330 5] 2] 4 26] 5] 33
e0-b62 | EN | 770 33| 1] 4] 3| 2] 2] 0] 3] #
-0 MER | 3| 23| 2] 7] 3] 3| 7] 34| 3| 3
0 Roc | 8 | 8] 227 6 18] 124 17| 12] 18
10 EN | 3] %] 61 23] 3] 34| & 32] 3] %
11 MER | 5 24| 4| 32] 5| 31 23] 32] 4| %
11 RO ] 5] 8] 21 7] 21| 23] 21| 6| 23
il EN | &4 23} 2 37| 5| 34) 8| 33| 21

(9) gole] 2 B 4 84 sz

2] 45 Wl

# 8 o|Me} v}7IAIZ full length protein sequence & ZAMeli= PSW & SW 7L 71 & ARE AESS &
F Lot oy} Folzlel wigh olst EAL GOl Ag E = Qlth 23] 2 AEY A9olE BLASTP 7f

b4 B AT MRS AL ¢ 5 A0

SEREREEE

2 FelA 7led il N B4 fEidtels et vt 22 olfelld Ak A

2 7Rt

o 34 Y F03 9P

(1 29 B 732 Kgo] dojefulo) el 1#E F annotation I8 AA thi] 2 wlojefse] o) 2}
7t QEE R A} dolefalol 27t 7 HAY NEHRE EFska ik
(2) 989 F2 M99 234 translation o 2 T woJefslolrel Ed MY ARt 9l D S 4 &
Aol Sl 97] Mol Hlofello| 2o Aol gl E7al Dids o83 FAKY A4A) ZEd

translation °) &Ja] FAMIE 27| Fdhs 735712 2 < Slrk
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(3) sJ#E o] non—coding region ©1A A8 open—reading frame & 27] 3 EST o 74 @id A4
9 Wi g Fas 24 PEok

Anderson ¥ Brass £ EQ) 742 XY 4% 3l fAMY HA 220859 A% ZA1I%E (Anderson
and Brass, 1998). Andersion # Brass+ 4 A€Q o7} g€ 10 719 AEE Adsla o35S PAM
distance £ WHAI7]HA] Q192 07 Kt Al71 1000 719 AEE THE $ A4S F338i9itt. 2 PAM distance o u}
£ BLASTN 3% Smith-Waterman & Hla 2= ok Tzizel 2ty geielA XL ciliary neurotrophic
factor &, — — — — & tyrosine phosphatase £, ...... 2 retinol binding protein < bt}

tle of

2

5
]

Number of correct top hits/10
o - n w » (8] (o] ~ o ©

100 150 200 250
PAM Distance

g

(3 4) PAM distance °l & Blastn ¥ Smith—Waterman ] B]i

I9 4 94 £ Avte 9wz MY Fiel BAGe] FARE pattern 02 W2 & 4 3T, full length F-312F A
I YIS AF Smith—Waterman©] F o] £2 4945 28¢& ¢ 4 Stk & BLASTN 9 %% PAM
distance 7} 50 ool HH fAM A ARE A4 & & Qle o] F43] Wojzl=t] ]3] Smith—Waterman
9] 749-= PAM distance 7} 100 oPdo] & w7kr] A&k homologous protein = 744 8R= 212 & 4= 9lvk

%3 Anderson 3} Brass += Smith—Waterman & dojof} W& 74 235 24} s8] ( 50 %2 homologous
family & ANk 245 718 1 AdRs o) 2k

e ——

175 ¢

@
S

N
o

PAM Distance

0 e ) ;
0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200
Query Sequence Length

(2% 5) A dojof] W Smith—Waterman 2| selectivity & #3}
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7% 59 A% wid MY AaeMsl niRIRIZ A qge] Zol7t Fold ¢ Smith—Waterman 2 full -
length AE A9} o] F2 M ATE A X3S & 4= 9lch E8F Anderson 7 Brass & ROC #9] A
58 971 MY 2oz}t 200 bp oY A% 7 71 Y 24 T2 thgt 2 cut—off value & A 3}
Ak & A2l NES vwsishe o FARke] thaold AR 3 B9 ol & AS- ANE Mg s Ad
3} homologous & 7FsAJo] k= 28 9n|gi),

BLASTN (default) pvalue:e 0.01
BLASTN (w=6)  pvaluei» 001
BLAST? (default)  pvalue:» 0.005

FASTA E value:e 0.005
SW Z—scoreie 5
4, @S

ALY fAMS AL AjZo] ghapdl P B4 31T TE Ci5E 8l 7 WA AR sk £4 Wolt) #R)
T SA A 22 REY) AR 28E AIE £ gut Y A% 18R 28 2 PEske AL 4R otk B
review A= AEAE0] 24 TR ORES Bt a8F 07 AP i3] @A) 71 o) o851 Sl AIXIY
¥4 2273 (Smith—Waterman, FASTA, BLAST) ] ¥4 dgl§ 71=6] d%sty, 24 =298 vl 4 4
#4E AABIC

AR AP AN FAL g vl Brke wid MEe) vlwrt Bt Ao A AAS e & 4
olek. s 7 HZoll WE MY AAol translation ©] AEE chAl Nddd) olg] A71E error S 7] 8
A A MBS B3 A RAR o) Adgshs o] uidlslct

Full length MBS 73 4zt Mde} g A hell 24 9l0] Smith—Waterman o) 7F8 £ A vins
F33La EST Z+& partial sequence A= BLAST 7} 2318 of & fAH] vlnE 33kt ST 71438 AL
A BN TEREL o] AGY AN 2 winE $ AEEC] /RT Qle BAE (RsFoR BEY BE 2

T S
3 A 725) of deid TEsAe deth IR AR Mo daldl A¢- /1B #AK NS Bl

homologous & 7FsAjo]l B& AMAE0] ol H$ ME EAEL olgsled BNel= 2 A Y &7E
(PROSITE, MOTIF, PRINTS %) £ o|#3]0] 2Rlsh= o] nlg&slc].
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