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Abstract

High-fidelity DNA replication is essential for maintaining genomic stability and

preventing the accumulation of harmful mutations. DNA polymerases achieve this fidel-

ity in part through their 3°—5’ exonuclease activity, which proofreads and removes in-

correctly incorporated nucleotides during DNA synthesis. Although previous studies

have demonstrated that Escherichia coli DNA polymerase I (Pol I) is capable of proof-

reading mismatches located within the last one to four nucleotides at the 3’ end of the

primer strand, the mismatch-type and position-specific proofreading specificity of Pol I

remains poorly understood. Therefore, this study aims to systematically investigate the

proofreading specificity of Pol I against various mismatch types located at positions 1 to

4 from the 3’ terminus of the primer and to establish both in vitro and in vivo platforms

for proofreading analysis.

In vitro assays were conducted using synthetic primer-template duplexes contain-

ing site-specific mismatches, analyzed by MALDI-TOF mass spectrometry under con-

trolled reaction conditions to mimic physiological environments. Results revealed a

strong positional dependency of Pol I proofreading activity. Near-complete correction

was observed for purine-purine mismatches at the terminal position, while mismatches

located at the third or fourth nucleotide from the 3’ end—such as G:T—were not
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efficiently repaired. This spatial limitation suggests that Pol I proofreading is confined

to a narrow range near the primer terminus.

Preliminary in vivo experiments using mismatch-containing plasmids transformed

into mismatch repair-deficient strains further indicate a cooperative relationship be-

tween Pol I proofreading and the mismatch repair (MMR) system. Additionally, struc-

tural analysis highlights the potential role of the conserved J-helix motif in mismatch

recognition and catalysis.

Overall, this study elucidates the position-dependent proofreading mechanism of

Pol I and provides a quantitative platform applicable to the study of proofreading speci-

ficity in other DNA polymerases.

Keywords: DNA repair system, MALDI-TOF mass spectrometry, DNA Polymerase I,

proofreading specificity, In vivo assay
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B HE 4

2XTY : 2x tryptone yeast extract

A : adenine

AS590 : absorbance at 590 nm

Arg : arginine

Asn : asparagine

Asp : aspartic acid

ATP : adenosine triphosphate

BER : base excision repair

bp : base pair

C : cytosine

dATP : deoxyadenosine triphosphate
dCMP : deoxycytidine monophosphate
dCTP : deoxycytidine triphosphate
ddCTP : dideoxycytidine 5'-triphosphate
ddNTP : dideoxynucleotides triphosphates
dGMP : deoxyguanosine monophosphate
dGTP : deoxyguanosine triphosphate
DNA : deoxyribonucleic acid

dNTP : deoxyribonucleotide triphosphate
dTTP : deoxythymidine triphosphate
dsDNA : double strand DNA

E. coli - Escherichia coli

EDTA : ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid
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EtBr : ethidium bromide

exo .- exonuclease

G : guanine

HAP : hydroxyapatite

HCI : hydrochloric acid

HOACc : acetic acid

Indel error : insertion/deletion error
KF : Klenow fragment

KPi buffer : potassium phosphate buffer

MALDI-TOF MS : matrix-assisted laser desorption ionization-time of flight mass

spectrometry

MMR : mismatch repair

Nd:YAG : neodymium-doped yttrium aluminium garnet

NER : nucleotide excision repair
nt : nucleotide

PCR : polymerase chain reaction
PEG : polyethylene glycol

Phe : phenylalanine

Pol I : DNA polymerase I

Pol IIT : DNA polymerase III

rpm : revolution per minute

S : second

SDS : sodium dodecyl sulfate

SSB : single-strand binding protein
SNP : single-nucleotide polymorphism
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ssDNA : single strand DNA

T : thymine

TPE : tris-phosphate-EDTA

Tris : tris(hydroxymethyl)aminomethane

WT : wild type
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¥-F W
1-1. DNA & @z (DNA mismatch) & 3 %2 {2 H# F R &

i @ g @i Y o DNA ehg 2 14 (fidelity) $30 /a4 L 7l e

RABEPHIF AN L] MAEEE S o DNA FRBFAGRE » Vi

R
»ﬁ

REAM A BRI TR A A AT A2 AR - d RE AR
PAPE - AP TR RB&EAEH > Flt o T AR MIE S DR
» T HERwE g L B (Kunkel, 2004 5 Loeb & Kunkel, 1982) -
DNA 4f fliE421 & #if DNA REM et Eo TP yREELF & -
WEEFRT > REFEIAF EH I A DAl )~ AR T-C ¥ G &
Watson-Crick 4% o #Am » @ % F Y 7o 7 5 873 Rk 2L ) g A e
el R %TL DNA & (DNA mismatch) (Modrich, 1987 ; Kool,
2002) - DNA 478~ iy H s et > 7 $4 DNA Rl £

AR E o FAEEEL > Vi BT 2% (Schaaper, 1993) -

¥ DNA #fRchRFAI& o4 - ~DNA HHDFREFHFERDTY
f4z (Goodman, Creighton, Bloom, & Petruska, 1993 ) » iz & & ¥ L crdsfie Kk 2
- o= ~ BREE'R DNA (heteroduplex DNA) #1352 » Glde i R F1€ e R i3
REAET 0 3 okiRa DNA ¥ B 2b % £ 3 4 chfE i g4 (Wildenberg &
Meselson, 1975) o = ~ d #F Flho it 8 32 2 8] ~ % F 8 p58dE 549733 & oh
DNA % % (Li,2008) > »*#f G ¥ AF AR TR ERERFL oz ~ p
it p g 44 =it (spontaneous deamination ) b4 ?e eiger 2 iSO 5 LR

v bR CG — T:A 9% %44 (Petruskaetal., 1988) »
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WEAREEARBR KT N FLLBRY - K RAFIAT Y - &
BT REFIATH N BN ARG L2 KE A4l 097
10% 3 30% chp 3 1% m 2 DNA 45pe¥ £ 5 B (Rossetti etal., 2015) o
*t > DNA 4522 42 #% 4] (mismatch repair, MMR ) %% 4 424f » "2 g @1
B B I o @R g A Bk (HNPCC > ~ fitk# g 3)
(Kolodner, 1995 ; Renkonen et al., 2003 ) # #.4- % & MMR F B > {5 k-~ IR

EE X T AT

DNA #fe? @8 REioAih & Sfrd = L LM o blde o AR wmre
PO BLE T MR 7 42 T2 (microsatellite instability, MSI) > iz it £ DNA 44 fie
B4R # A XA PT R en 4 ez - (Kungz, Saito, & Schér, 2009 ) o § 12 48 45 fie e 3

BFH L A2 E MutS - Mutl 2P FF R gRmep AH A

AR R 2 RSB REEE
Banre? o 50 M3F DNA AF feng Bt > @it N2 £ Xl Ep o
Bkt ¥- P MEekAEHEN (baseselection) > T DNA R EpFrd &

FEfedten ANTP Pl 5 B cillfod iRt @ 5 «c Py Mo > REFFE & 1 fidk
FAoeiE Fi ¥ L EAedk A - 10° ] 10° & (Johnson, 1993 ; Bebenek et al.,
1990) > % = g M 5 3’—>5 *tr et i (proofreading ) » T & & fF A jdais
TR o i B3TE 2 DNA 48F w5 1 R mgh 0 # Akt
£ #7& = (Derbyshire et al., 1988 ) o % = ig #4(P] 5 DNA 45fc i3 4 % st
(MMR) > i &3 DNA & X {88 f Fuf B 2 asfeFn 0 205 K41

PR AR W d P87 E {8124 (Schaaper, 1993 ; Kunkel & Erie, 2005) »
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AA TS DNA B A2 it Ta A E R B es B
A s BSR40 M (Beese, Derbyshire, & Steitz, 1993 ) it £ fie ¥ chig
A (0 AT~CG) &3 A 7 2B REMER > A b fedkfhd 30
B A AR RO I ERREEF T o B R
EEFA, S L fodtenid § > A D FEFRHPFN S 300sT 0 g Fe Al EpRE 5
I 0017 T R Efs i fade g8 4] 0 g Sk A4 % (Johnson, 1993 5

Dahlberg & Benkovic, 1991 ) -

Flit > DNA 78 2 27 @R AR & frabmipic b > { rif4pier §

B hE I I A 0T e s e Ao BT A 4 A P T R R
37 B 0 RO 2 g ey et 4] 0 BB L FE S YR

] (Escherichiacoli) ¥ DNA R & fis eh 2754 it #5112 > # 52 % - 4] DNA
FEF (Poll) fo/adZisfedgkh™ g #ririfend § » FfFHem 1 L@ o

MEEFHRDE A DT EASFT o

-~

1-2. +< % 4% 'ﬁf]" DNA R éfe 1 tniRE# i &, ﬁ_ﬁ-a

DNA % & p*= 1 (DNA polymerase I, Pol1) % Escherichiacoli ¥ 7 £ & % %
1 DNA R EFF > ¥ RALFELT » EBwe? 73 400 B Poll »+
(Kornberg & Baker, 1992 ) - Pol I # ¥ F % - BAAF IR I it ch DNA R &
fr o HH i E DNA &3 2315 3 h g feit® 5 /8642 0 Poll ¢ polA
AT EF A RpsEENE o AR5 S>3 DNA R E&EE 35
R alh o pEE e >3 RNA SIF B o mEl ) L3 S g AR

Pri- Bz AR -
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Pol I ¥ & d 4=35 4 A #-v f% (subtilisin) AJZis A 57 B i 28R R

38 X% 68kDa e C #3 Klenow fragment (KF)» 2% 2 3 £ % 35kDa

N s #8 oKF RE¢ 7 DNA RE B Rag 2 SHs o 1 = lipavm i
=— &+ £ d fingers (£4p) ~palm (&%) & thumb (3%d45) = 384 =

(Green & Sambrook, 2020 ) » Palm % & 52 B & F Renigit? w > & 2 - Bd =~ iF
anti-parallel B-sheet # = h4 v » Ktd J & K & % a-helix #r2 4 - 2)= 4y

R

\4
i

’}# @ ¥ - RAd T 2 H & iF a-helix ‘E_:;\ajﬂ-#ﬁfﬁ (Ollis et al., 1985) -
I ek S #_—Q#':FI—VI'—J DNA g2 Benfe gt aygi g <in 3 JINEREF

it i 7 o

DNA R &4 ¢ > Poll énE % 7 & 0 Fafe¥ensl 3+ ficir & & % (primer-
template junction) ;= f& T s4F £ 8 o 2L PF > £ 4n T ¥ o0 O-helix ¢ #5138
dNTP & » B & F M8 > 8- 35 Watson-Crick 4% - 7 % :}P a1 Arg754 -
Lys758 ~ Phe762 % M4 =ik e ™ &2 dNTP % & > § Pii e = # e B > O-helix
¢i- % palm Y 40 & > R EPFd openform # % % closed form> ¢ %
nascent base pair » & » &t F# £ (Astatke et al., 1998; Joyce et al., 2008 ) o it &
BFiEips Bo B A&BET (LR IEHEF) BREF D F- 2B 30 A
site > $58451F kxh 37 -OH 4 F3 v 5 ¥ - £/B4S =20 Bsiter 238 » 2
dANTP ergipeflpe i 2 F ¥ BT BEE EAIRR AL > B ¥ = S Bk - fgdd

¢4 = (' Vashishtha et al., 2016) -

BALBEHE REMP T Vor R T SR ALHFER £
T @A ATE F ek 33 32 (melting) » i&@ H % H % primer strand i &t75
f£¢ & (Lametal,2002) p*pF DNA ¢ d R &P wilf 3 o0 PP e 3
=5 A AL ERFLE D Asp355 ~ Glu35T7 ~ Asp501 F i A

4
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Raed pogEa INMP 2 £ B33 2k # *# mismatch 1% ( Derbyshire
etal., 1988) o 45 fic # “,% is "DNA F REYR &AM RFBEFTI NG LN >
= 473 i T P57k (proofreading cycle ) (Brutlag & Kornberg, 1972) «

BAY KR TY OGRS GFEET o APHAT - BEG LS DA

el

% Johelix o #4220 palm F 3 > %0 5 {6 DNA R &f (4c Pol 1~ T4 DNA
polymerase ~ T7 DNA polymerase % ) ® 3548 1 (%7 o J-helix &7+ it ** DNA
H & fr e primer-template junction &_F it FEfie i AR WALR 4 TTF > 4]
AR5 F B AR At o AP T 3 g d o Poll 7 i
Sl R e 34 BRHEERPN s 0 XL IFH proofreading E 142
T ¥4 M (Changetal, 2025) - ?)*k:}ﬁ 2o 4 DNA 2R e & pF o ]-
helix ¢ % 2 # % % 1 ( conformational change ) » ;ﬁ L2 DNA *tiE e o o 5
dNTP 5 4 fie > J-helix #-iii¢ DNA + exonuclease site #% 14 {7 4 4% %

- HHLREF B2 B (Clement et al., 2020 ) -

J-helix enife= 22 H g peiin] @i 4] > @ H & 5 32§12 Poll KR¥FH
FlenE & 22 o~ Bh oo ApfRT B L4 A 2 mismatch i FRES LA AT AR 2 0E
SR IR B Jhelix 9% %2 DNA B F 2 e EM s %7 57
Pol I & drie b Frgs fie ¥ fad R s + wa o F %8> &7 F mismatch 33
T o Jhelix £FEZRF PHG - B H LT L3514 proofreading 7 TR,
B Pl RRER WAk L F BEEP o 2877 2 Klenow fragment F #7044
AG-TC~GT E4RFE TR FEFR O FEZHT FHERERNFE

ER I % J-helix ’}# s LT TR o
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BEery BBk g o Poll 5 - 23 R0 F ki DNA Réps» 2= &

B 4
REEESEE S > REF R EE DNA & 2341 0% o Palm % 2
® 2 J-helix B> % & DNA~ R 5 - 2 ks R4 e o L5 B
G o BEH AR R AES A F F BT F FE 12 DNA R & prrssd
felt i SR 2 AT Ry 0 - HIEN P DNA F U FE HaZjz ., oo

BN AARPE L - PPRFAEESEL L2 5B

1-3. A% FL5 DNA REfF2L v &y Poll it

DNA R & fx 5 mve g5 BT b anifegps £ > B e s ad Fipi
WAEY B B % o Escherichiacoli m? p 2 &3 &7 & DNA R &fr > 2 %5 %
~HE2FI3 v PADNAAR - BREIBFGES I PHEIRLES o LT H
BUFE AT R R EEN oI BREFH N AIP A wH P 25 - 3] DNA R

Lps (Poll) FIHEWE Y ~ SHRABHEL Ef Y § @ #u 00F

%- 4] DNA % &7 (Poll) /¢ ¥ BAR# I % 7 DNA K & fs »
1956 #d Arthur Kornberg B Fj# = 4 31 g% (Kornberg, 1957) o ¢ 38 4 3.7
W DNA L3 28F A% 5 A3 4082 A1 BEFE T4
# o Poll d polA # Fl%5 » B> A 7% DNA % &% (A-family polymer-
ase)> A3 £% 103kDa> o+ B Fimred R ¥ G 5 Bme 54 400 B
s %+ (Kornberg & Baker, 1992 ) - H 4 & # iy ¥ 25 % L4 DNA 4 % » 7= §_ %
DNA i 248 ~ 3 AT 2 f 9% (lagging strand) K * 5 EL e RNA 513 T
275 3 g2 (Okazakietal, 1971 ) Poll FPFE & = Aps 85 1 5°—=3" R Efs
AR R PHREE 35S REA Y EEET S "F & fe i H g o

BEM 53 bR AR f RNA 313 & {744 v #F (nick
6
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translation) » #4224 DNA 34 & & Eig 4% (Joyceetal, 1982) - p* § € # it S

Gt @ Poll &8 %% ¢ R % DNA B4 B RE « A0

GRS AR RS (1R e R AL

fdz T > % = 4] DNA B &fF (Polll) 4 polB (* & dinA) A& Fl4# -
B B p2ER & pF (B-family polymerase) » 7 2 Ap$HfF" » # Bl 97 30
I 50 BAF oPolll 23 FEMEER > A& 74 DNA G B4 gaLivH >

FERIEIP LR AR KM F S DNA H G 0 2 R FEREEER

»

(Masker et al., 1973; Berardini et al., 1999; Hastings et al., 2010 ) o § ‘m? 1§ < A 4
fo#» SOS F JEp¥ > Polll e E & ¢ < tg4& 2 T T pFehfic’s (Banach-Orlowska
etal.,2005) c gt ¢ > Pol Il 743t &_ Pol Il «nif ¥ B & fis - fqf © il 38 F13ppF

FIAH AT o

% = 4] DNA R &# (Pol Ill holoenzyme) & * % 1% Ejehi & DNA #f %
Bro lagse o d BT ARS s g TAE 553 REERE ¢ THAE 3
5 gt e st (Takano etal., 1986)  Pol Il &t # 4 IR T & B wmbe
3 10 & 20 @A+ > E & &% 0 processivity £ fidelity » # #/7 & = 5 1000
B H e (Fijalkowskaetal,2012) > # B »cic &7 F M B2 2 & 2 DNA < R4

i Wena 4 pEfd

S22 %773 DNA B &85 (PollV 2 PolV) 32> Y 72% (Y-family
polymerase) > B4 &+ & B R LFF - Pol IV Al ¥wme ¥ X7 250 B A
+ > SOS F keI 10 81+ (Kimetal,2001) > i & # i 5 € kciniF
g @R T A% 2 DNA 4f i > 4o guanine N2-adducts (Ikeda et al., 2014 ) - Pol
V Rl UmuC 2 UmuD & :h8 = A8 - 2 22 & SOS & et 14 &1+ =2

7
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% 200 % UmuC % 2400 % UmuD A3 » § % F& DNA i i 27 Sk
4 %l (Cafarelli etal., 2014 ) - & —“‘Ff RSN RE AN RHE B RE D

MER o

FELeI 8 DNA R & fecns i B245 1 > Poll (i F It 2 5 a0

HRERF R EFT R > B8R - ZHER I BE I I EL
opEE R R A e gt vh o d 3t Poll B AL FE T A
3% Klenow fragment & ] F > R H 4032 5 FFE T 2 ¥ ¢ £ L Q4] &
=35 DNA TR %7 e 1 L7 o 4pft Pol I Ak & ~ g i o
Pol T @R < | ~ P e s i 5l 2] DNA &3 R - s

REMEFEERHI P EEF A VERDERE = o

1-4. MALDI-TOF MS &% & fr e 47+ s
AW RS SR/ PFA R T PF R S 3 R (Matrix-Assisted Laser Desorp-
tion/Ionization-Time of Flight Mass Spectrometry, MALDI-TOF MS) p 1980 +# it
R ks ’@%ﬁ'ﬂ BRATHE S AT > MRS EERT AL FLFERE
Mot RBEEr AR A S BREZ 2 A PRHEFTER
(Fukuyama et al., 2008 ; Seng et al., 2009 ; Kafka et al., 2011 ) - MALDI-TOF MS
F* o dg+ ¢ (soft ionization ) i » PRI BALFH S > 7

LA

/]

F_*

ER

it

B T F R AT PG L PR B RS

(Hosseini & Martinez-Chapa, 2016 ) °

MALDI-TOF MS &% 38 4 30 -3 4 22 JLH 0 3w BIR & (5 52% & F
LR EY o R Bt 3idd 2 & J 1 - 3 R By i IR SELE B
Bo V- o oir s 3 @ s 4 533 243 (Wu & Odom, 1998) -

8
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GHALE D 2 BRaEEPES AT LR Gl S U AR AR A
TEER (F*F 4 75 337nm 47848 F 5 355nm) A 2 PRGBS
APk i t2,$3 243 5 %74 (Time-of-Flight tube) 1% T H-4c i g5 >

REF S REE RS FERREIDS 2R R R RS

e

EHpFET R (m/z) 2 A2 2R HEEFE D GRAERBUEFFFFITE

2% B] (Hosseini & Martinez-Chapa, 2016 ) »

@

4t A5 MALDLITOFMS © 4 < # 5 * 5+48234 DNA %5 - 2 %%
B2 H P 5 Al (SNP) A 4% % o bl4e Haff % %3 1997 # B4 ¢ Pin-
Point assay % & MALDI-TOF MS £ DNA & i & fis » 5 d 4 8 i 2t # (460
B AR > 2% SNP #74] (Gut,2004) © 4p @ 503 % £ A4 % > MALDI-
TOFMS L Pit ~ 3 ® B ETRADER 7 oo FP 22 TE A

( Griffin et al., 1999 ) -

Bs* »t DNA F & f et 4]e%7 7 ¢ > MALDI-TOF 3 % (matrix-
assisted laser desorption/ionization time-of-flight mass spectrometry, MALDI-TOF
MS) 7 - A7 E/BRREEN I F RAFFER DT RRE - AR
WG LR s Y ke R LT A LR DNA £ Bt

(Bebenek et al., 1990 ) » MALDI-TOF MS & 7 #f *t#hie > ¥ {35 & £ £ 34
Rt “,% BN ALY o X HE P A 5347 R (Changetal,
2020 ; Suetal., 2018) c BE/X A FATR + > S ARe v L P A B ATER B 3
2.~ (Bebeneketal., 1990) > e 3 (TPF 5 Je B 45 & 5 "% 07 v o LR ROEF i
FEPLbl > FWs3l3 Ax4 25 mismatch PF > RE TR F T "% > Rospek
HUF P FAF AN 2 BRI FER T 37 57 hopEiEtg
R A p e “ﬁtf P ErRBEBHEFZ TN (Clement et al.,

9
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2024 ) - MALDI-TOF MS it ¥ pF i jp| gt %Z}]LJ;%I% PAIRER A %’T:El_ gt 0 B
B TR DNA B L fFpeusgr Jo4s fie cnds fi 2a S 27 (43 1 o

2885 7 0 A7 ¢ MALDI-TOF MS #-%* 3t 4 47 Pol I Klenow fragment %

Pp T o L FEUE N A P s 4 e g’#ﬁ_lfi’*rﬂffé_#% » JE€m ¥ 4 F mismatch %+ Poll
REFHDP o st s MALDI-TOFMS 7 e pFa 47 5 Btk 0 » W3

FRLE TR F R IEEEEL

% 7 UV-MALDL-TOF MS # - = # & MALDI-TOF MS (IR-MALDI-TOF
MS) T & 74 B R ® P A 15 SRR Y b § s 0 At i
B R i &Ar3+EFE#E kDa 7 DNA 4 47 (Kirpekar et al., 1999 ) »
Ry REFAILE 42 DNA 07 i1 8 o gt $Avie B 5 DNA R & frisif

FRFE  REB IR AT R E P E B AT

MALDI-TOF MS 3 # & &k ~ g A 452 E & F R Rl Lnigd > = &
% DNA R AP T P 2 7 i ahecndljiF o A R p v B & PFR 247 o v
H >3 2452 % > MALDI-TOF MS & 45 34 & gy ey ~ LI & 6 27 B4k

FRCIAEE S FLZRLRBOEY PR

1-5. =3 18

DNA R épsreid B L4 WE B4y imte ¢ > H A 4
(proofreading activity ) 5 B#F A Flleffz ML LA - % - 3] DNA R &+
(Pol ) FER S RE B BER o5 R G sy
#74 DNA 4k shensi e ik o K@ > Poll &7 el i S HIRE T o

RSHERE > 520 ) B L 2 Bt AT ) b F AT RS
10
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2% o FE AR Poll #72 FaAS R RO S > P EE- HRF Poll

R pflens + A# - X3 ARBFUREER Z AADA T MEL SR EF %%

;}7; o
AR FEI U RKRA NE FEITRS DNA BRER EFs i A 47T
oo BTG s oS Y FRER T R (MALDLI-TOF MS) & *

PR E RS LR e T s Bt o m AT 7 FOE 2 MALDI-TOF
MS ** DNA B34k oz 7 F1 > S % 7 At it L pip i F
Teen T B R > FE 2 BA TS FTHTE B ARR OREN o (FAF
2020) gt BpFT SRR - 9 g * 3t A 45 A $F DNA glycosylase hNSMUG1 2 “ﬁt?
dU dsfez FH 2 22 H7 PRy (410 UG & UA) 2%k A7

2B e o e pE o Jhd T L WRIE £ B4R H hSMUGIL i 4R 22 3 dhgr 2
Js o Rz - BV %Y DNA B4R EP G Frd B 6 2 A7 24 o (3R Bk

2020)

V-G 0 ARHREFTEONFERA IS ERS T APEP
(Endonuclease V) ¥ Poll # 7 % *&+¢4 (hypoxanthine) i24p # eh 3 i¥% o %
Sl H SRR AT 0 Hp# Y EndoV $Er 2 ¥ 2R > & Poll &~
FTEFRAHAFE tunover e M RSB TAB IRV AL RRBY O TR EY
#-4% Pol I proofreading #1282 B yFata 4 2 A7 7 # 48 o (44T > 2021) (+#
# 5 2021)

AFHRFATEY ¢ 2 R EFREBFIO invitro ¥ invivo A 47T 5 e
BAR ORI o AR LR R e T SR/ PR A PR Y 3 R (MALDI-TOF
MS) &7 Pol I Klenow fragment (KF) enix¥tE 13 - F5% ¥ %% £ 50 pmol
5] 3 B R 65°C KigAEE 30 A 4Efs 0 £ OB 37°C qkip 30 & 4m0vinsE

11
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AERTL B RAL RIS HAFFERDEE BT 2 F
dNTP 2 1UKF i£/7 20 2485 5 » & 0 it £ w4 B 5ie 7 MALDI-TOF
MS 247 o FSERMF > FHREIF P REEE 4 BPFREBPN P

KF i § skhnl 3 5k 45 eib 4 0 7 KF 2@ BN 850 3 R R4 -

FEHREMA RS FETIFERLR S AR HKTE- HEZ wEAMPM Poll K
HWiataa 4183 - SBEUA £ iE# v (nick) 7 =% 2 C:C 4f DNA
REF > TEANIABEFRBE TN > SR RSB DNA 7 Fp-kfEa L
$roo NP ELATMPN P LS B4 MALDI-TOFMS A 45% % - &> g &
She il 3 3 k¥ 3 BRI B Poll B R arS AL F 2

PR 4 BRERCLE . REFREFTESAFL o

B m R WIEE £ 2023 EFT Y P 0 - H%E T Poll iR
EEBEM  F5%UIT R AC & GT &pAuE3l3 3 #8ks 1 2%
7 BPHREE A2 & LE mml 2 mm7 k7% F - MALDI-TOF MS 4
Frasyr > §HpREE 1 25 4 Beimo grdg (PR AF) 1 bld
X 82% EBITEL 66% M E R SIS T HEEERE PR A NEA
T4 > g4 (PE A ) F v A2HE T70% o st % iE- H AL Poll # 3

SRS 4 BPEMRI N SRR R4 o (BT, 2023) « T R Lo

B0 2024 E RS W2 7] 44 C:IC BRREF kMBI o LY
P CC BparuEatild 3 HEEks 2 2% 7 Bk > ¥ 12 MALDI-TOF
MS 2 m P A e % A 47 o BEET 0§ CC B33 3 3% 3 B
CEPE G R F RN 0% RESRETSABEERE > REF x> E
%o Poll BT REF o HRBRPFR -7 53 2 WP FRs

12
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MALDI-TOF MS ~+47% % 8 B - &k > 8- H %% Poll 1 & 4% 3’8k 4 B

PR BN S i 17 B 1 ShiEGR o (B 0 2024)

FE YRRk EA T A KR > AR TR pES 223 P ] | (stepwise fit-

Eh

ting and trimming mechanism ) (Chang et al., 2025) > ¥ %% %{4% 3 - 3&ip] Pol I %
wWEARY §AHI T RBFEHREE T B RALELT 3 a0 B B RIT
BREREH BT R B A i U R0 0 R PR
B3 GT~AC & CC #fecn¥ - 53] > » F 0H- =8 Z3HFFH % #3407

FapAlaspe st 3k 2 P ao2e P REFEEPE L FABETH -

T AE P HEF AR TAG S0 0 AR S - 2] DNA K
il 3 k¥ 1 28 4 BRHREPEAP GRS RFD REL4
At & MALDI-TOF MS #4858 A 4520 m R N 8 21403] > 2487 Pol I

$7 P4 AT A 2 1

13
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LR S E R

2-1.DNA B 7

In vitro

Primer:
P21D74-G 5" -CGTAAGTCAGGATCTGTGATC
P22C4 5" -CGTAAGTCACGAGCGCTCTAG
mm4-T 5" -CGTAAGTCAGGATCTATTATC
mm4-G-02 5" -CGTAAGTCAGGATCTATTAT
P21D74 5" -CGTAAGTCAGGATCTGTAATC
P20-3G 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAGGA
P20-3C 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGACGA
P20-3T 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGATGA
P20-3A 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAAGA
P20-3G-new 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAGCA
P20-3C-new 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGACCA
P20-3T-new 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGATCA
P20-3A-new 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAACA
P19-2G-new 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAGC
P19-2C-new 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGACC
P19-2T-new 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGATC
P19-2A-new 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAAC
P18-1G-new 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAG
P18-1C-new 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAC
P18-1T-new 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAT
P18-1A-new 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAA

Template:
T28P21T-G 3" -GCATTCAGTCCTAGACAGTAGATCGATC
T28C1 3" -GCATTCAGTGCTAGCGACATCATAGGTA
T28C1-A 3" -GCATTCAGTGCTAGCGAAATCATAGGTA
T28C1-T 3" -GCATTCAGTGCTAGCGATATCATAGGTA
mm4-T 3" -GCATTCAGTCCTAGATATTAGATCGATC
mm4-C 3" -GCATTCAGTCCTAGATACTAGATCGATC

14
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mm4-C-02 3" -GCATTCAGTCCTAGATACTAAATCGATC
T28-G 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTGCTCCGATCGA
T28-C 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTCCTCCGATCGA
T28-T 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTTCTCCGATCGA
T28-A 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTACTCCGATCGA
T28-G-new 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTGGTGGCATCGA
T28-C-new 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTCGTGGCATCGA
T28-T-new 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTTGTGGCATCGA
T28-A-new 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTAGTGGCATCGA
In vivo
Primer:
P41G 5’ -——-ACTGCACTTAAGTATCCCACGTGGACCATGGGTCTTCAGCT-3’
P41C 5’ -——-ACTGCACTTAAGTATCCCACGTCGACCATGGGTCTTCAGCT-3’
P41A 5’ -——-ACTGCACTTAAGTATCCCACGTAGACCATGGGTCTTCAGCT-3"
P41T 5’ ———-ACTGCACTTAAGTATCCCACGTTGACCATGGGTCTTCAGCT-3"
Template:
T41G 3’ CATGTGACGTCAATTCATAGGGTGCAGCTGGTACCCAGAAG————— 57
T41C 3’ CATGTGACGTCAATTCATAGGGTGCACCTGGTACCCAGAAG————— 57
T41A 3’ CATGTGACGTCAATTCATAGGGTGCAACTGGTACCCAGAAG————— 57
T41T 3’ CATGTGACGTCAATTCATAGGGTGCATCTGGTACCCAGAAG————— 57

2t ooligo ¥ REE p AT K BT o

2-2. s foidAl

2-2-1. B4

7

PR T 2

fi% % —']‘5'& f£% p New England Biolabs °

(1) DNA Polymerase I, Large (Klenow) Fragment > F£% p New England

Biolab (Ipswich, MA, US) -

(2) #l% DNA £ § @ * 2 =% : Kpnl(R3142S ; 20,000U/ml) ~ Sacl

(R3156 ; 20,000U/ml) ~ HincIl (RO103S ; 10,000 units/ml) ~ T4 DNA

Ligase(M0202L ; 400,000U/ml) ~ RecBCD (M0345S ; 10,000U/ml)

(3) 4% #Ti¢ * 2 f% 4% BsaHI (R0556S ; 10,000U/ml) ~ AfIII

15
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(RO520L ; 20,000U/ml) ~ Pstl -HF (R3140L ; 20,000U/ml)

2-2-2. #A|

(1) NEB Buffer 2 (10X) f% p New England Biolab (Ipswich, MA, US) >
Rz 500 mM NaCl, 100 mM MgCl2, 10 mM dithiothreitol, 100 mM Tris-HCI,
(pH 7.9)

(2) ANTP (dATP, dTTP, dCTP, dGTP) P % p Genestar Biotechnology (Taiwan)

(3) B (HCl) LR p APt 1273 U2 @ (Taiwan)

(4) =257 Az A7 = (Tris-Base)lt-% p ¥ A F 575 A2 @ (Taiwan)

(5) Tris-EDTA (10 mM Tris-HCI1, 1mM EDTA) buffer (pH=8.0)

TS e 7 AR FAH DNA FP 2 £ 2 DNA X B ari % B2 @A e

(6) 2XTY # % #: 1L M 7 16 g Trypton > 10 g Yeast extract > 5 g

(7) NaCl > 1 N NaOH

(8) Solution I: » z 10 mM EDTA > 25mM Tris-HCI pH 8.0 » 50 mM

(9) glucose

(10) Solution II: 7 10% SDS > 0.2N NaOH

(11) Solution IIT: pr 3 11% acetic acid > 3M Potassium acetate

(12) TE buffer:p 7z 10 mM Tris-HCI pH7.6 » 1 mM EDTA

(13) NEBuffer4: p z 50 mM Potassium acetate > 20 mM Tris-acetate * 10 mM
magnesium acetate > 1 mM dithiothreitol,pH7.9

(14) 1M Potassium Phosphate buffer(KPi buffer): p z 1M Potassium phosphate
dibasic » 1M Potassium phosphate monobasic

(15) PEG6000 solution: 20% PEG6000 » 2.5 M NaCl

2-2-3. WMHive

EasyPure PCR/Gel Extraction Kit B p £ #. 4 F flH 3 12 & (Taiwan)

16
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2-3. FWPN PR AR
R R P % eh4 % 4% F(Escherichia coli) s th 5 14T B
(1) NM522 (F’, laclgZAM15/A(lac-proAB) gInV thi-1 A(hsdS-mcrB)5)
PR G RS L Y 2T R o AR E T A2 B % DNA i
B AR SR o
(2) RK1517 (mutS201::Tn5 thr-1 leu-6 thi-1 lacY'1 galK2 ara-14 xyl-5 mtl-1
kdgK51 proA2 his-4 str-31 tsx-33 supE44) % p Paul Modrich (Duke University,
Durham, NC) » * Fj## 7 mutS R % > &>t DNA mismatch repair 4% [

A0 B FRRE S (S B AR R A

24 SERP B

AFTETER Y 2 )88 T8 (phagemid) 448 5 pBluescript IT SK(+) » & &
2961 BagAY¥ 0 7 LacZa A7 VAR B-LIBHMEAFL o R ¥
o @E o gt oh o g A 5 5 £ IpEer i (multiple cloning site, MCS ) » 14
ORGP B 0 PRFE#H AmpR fuft A F] 0 a0 AR B-p feiRpE (S5 -lac-
tamase ) /4 -k f% ampicillin > B&= F2 % s o pBluescript I SK(+) k52 7 fl
ori A%4x% > ¥ & MI3KO7 2% 788 Fad % % 38 47 W (rolling circle replica-

tion) > 1 # # H % DNA -

2-5. MALDI-TOF MASS

AF5F i ® ih MALDLTOF Fafatdthd M= £ 44 8 ARME 54§
Pk e AT A YT ® 0 L% % Clean Resin Tool Kit ( Agena Bioscience,
CA) # %#ﬁ%ﬁ P2 Bt o T MBI TR o R IEIRAR S CF A0 resin K

H 384 wihdE o B w T AR Y iy L BRF 0 BFRIRE A~ 384 3EHY 5 F

17
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316 L @ ER AR A R e SRR BB T R

resin e b oo 3BT T fedE o @ resin 323 T~ 23t oo —i"ff“_ﬂfg%ﬁ?é AV |
3ﬂmg$ui%ﬁ@§ﬁ’jﬁq§g%ﬁ;ngﬁﬁlﬂtgﬁﬁﬁﬁlsa
4 > M IEGE resin i SR BT 2 f B oo Efs g L 3200g HEew 5 A dmrn

" resinc = BAHI -

4 {5 ek &5 9 Agena Bioscience MassARRAY® & %uit (7 & 47 » 3% & 5t
d = BaeEfEs g bt b Y8R & SpectroCHIP array ~ MassARRAY
PR R &R (% 5 AgenaBioscience, CA 1 &) M 2 kA 47 548 Typer 4.0
(Agena Bioscience, CA) ° A #7427 » LM 384 st &2 8 5 8 ~ 24T 5 > %
WERFEpHREY 5-10nL iR SF B H PHBEEE o = S8R 0 3
TR RTH PRI FRERIL DR AP EFTR  HF R B2 h
PEOTHRY EARSRES P EREEF AT B8 0 B Typer4.0 HHH

=3 WA P S ﬁ%ﬂ:ﬁﬁéﬂ'&}?}«"l BTG R R G4

2-6. Klenow fragment & it it 4 3#5%

#-k5 k5 oligo 11 % 7)1 17 Tris-EDTA buffer (pH=8.0) fie & % 100 pM % +*
HRERF-20°0C F &Y e 77 S0pmol 315 % fid 0 2 NEBuffer2
ARt 1.5mL j&—@_%’p‘_:u%’ PLEBATE 65°CoRiF 30 248 ~37°CoRir 30 &
GE e Bk ORR RS c BF A~ e ANTPIR £353 (54~ 1U 2
Klenow fragment ** ~ &8 20 L =% 37°C-RigH» 7 & 20 ~ 48,35 F 4v »
2uLO2SMHCI & 07k 6 A487Fd % K RIkE pH 18 LK fy o e » 2
(1 L0.23M Tris-Base ® fv pH i€, f 4k & FIE PFR el MR B @ % o & i 4
» 5 L Tris-EDTA buffer 2 75°C 5zi3 10 ~ 4501 % 2 B3R 2 &0 8 >tk 4

fr e
18
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2-7. KEAF P A V3R

% FRIPERY > AnE L FR AP IRRZT » FRS LR RS
DNA B 7|& B = f /p (K. Y. Suetal., 2018) > F|pt F % #71F 2. ME R R T AL RR
A% £ B iE{T normalize {54 7 A 1758 % o« A & A2 normalize % #cz B (4o
Y4k 4 #71 (K. Y. Su et al., 2018) °

fATR TR FHEE IR ANE B2 KA TP L BT A B
T #7F 4 fie Template - Primer & & > ¥ °® “,% TAE R IR AR H A 2
normalize °

BF o UAMERAEIE LA B 4o 5] 250

I A PG R

R AP 6] = — x 100%
HEAPAR SRR +¢ FAFAERAR + AF BEDNASLG R + 4t £ A 5L R

2-8. kxd WL

F S &L kris o &% * EasyPure PCR/Gel Extraction Kit #2 @& o 5
LAk 1A 5 B (145 pL) ¢ PGBuffer» #4353 » L 4 » R SHH 9
% (261 pL) < isopropanol (£ /5 ) > MR &4F « RERE St g
11,000 g &< 30 #) > ds i e 8 g o R840~ 600 (L Wash Buffer » Fe &
11,000 g &< 30 /> L3 mdig# 2 o 57 & membrane = > * 5z » * 18,000

g B 3 A4

Z {44+ 30 pLElutionBuffer > *c¥# % 1 448 # buffer 42
membrane > & {5 18,000 g £ s 1 A4 F Rk e B4k » 22 -20°C &

w0 e 7 MALDI-TOF a4 47 -

19
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29, FHFERELERPRBRTHEER

#- 20 pg pBluescript I SK+r4 50U Kpnl {= 50U Sacl 4 %] % § i =8k 657
e 759 R+ 384 % 3L F)iE 5 P4 fF 7 - (multiple cloning site, MCS)*» ‘$ F=
FBr AL EXEPHR oA HUWIFEEEEI 8B HMRL
BAEF A A i G PR BL SR - (e B ad 40 mM X-gal
2 40mM IPTG ¢ 2XTY plate ** 37 A & 16 B/ pF > PHEFI FiE >
SR R B0V TR o R YK £ F 515 9% eh PALT 4 5 BsaHI ~ Hine I
2 AfII enpg %27 o d = B0 % T41G R+ 5 BsaHI 2 Pstl fif 4 *7 1 »

FHBRA(ERP AR A L) RRA NI TR TR -

2-10. 2 iz mve B frig 3] it 2

35 % B R G foend B EE 100l fe D SOml  2XTY 35 4% » &
37°C ~ 160 pm 5 % 835 % T % 8 A590=03~04 2 [ » #-Eie s 4 °C 1l
3000 rpm 4. 10 4 45(KUBOTA2800) (% 4 % + i » £ 142 A 2 - 4fi 2 0.IM
CaCly 4 3 12 dropper i* Az Tk m R B R > 2 (6 E 30kt 20 A48 BHF N
3000rpm % 4°C 4 10 A #(KUBOTA2800) 4% & % e » 800 pl 0.1
MCaCly/ 20% glycerol %73 » ~ £ 40ul I M o g > BB T hR§ -

BB e Rl EF 2 DNA 4c» 40l e0% Eimre @ > SRR KL 30 A
it

MU ]

4838 DNA i » o L k3t 42°C ki ®  i& {7 # ik 5 (heat shock) 40
Sk 5 A dB o 4o 400 ul 2XTY 32 % 153 37°C > 160 pm 2 % #8230
ks R R R oo B is ) 14,000 rpm e 1 A4 BIEAIALS TSR RT
e p v

T 100 Hus A B mEs o By R EEE 20l B IRYE iR A

i
Bid 29 2XTY 844020 37 "CRADIEX - F17 7 il 2 &g 28

20
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HEmaEnnidht PEE- GRBEEFEFTR -

2-11. B%3 3 gz A £ 3

Wk b X H A AT (PAIT) ehj i 0 F £848> 3mL § am-
picillin (150 pg/mL) £ 2XTY A8 4% & ¢ » 3% 37°C~ 160tpm 32 % T 15D
2 ke fosz & o IR R Bt AR 0 150 v blEAET S0mL 4 FiER ampicil-
lin &0 2XTY % A7 » FH A 37°C~ 160 rpm #% flask 32 % » & AS590 wx k& @
A2 1 16 £ 140 v bEAT S00mL FiEEg ALY > BMERBRZ IR o

Fi% 5 HA6000 &t~ ¥gt 6242 g~ 4°C s 18 4 4 (Sorvall RC 3C ro-
tor) {43 2 ¢ oA F Y 9.4 mL Solution £ 7 0 # ~ JA-10 #roHg o 4
»> 2.5mL lysozyme (25 mg/mL) > 2§ %% 10 & 480 B3k m e BE o BE1S 4r »
25 mL Solution IT » ¥ 7k #4373 7% L B P A5 > £ 40 > 18.75 mL Solution
II ¢ feipip Ttk v F o 423 S/ #FE 10 248 2F 3 4°C -~ 11300
g (Beckman JA-10 rotor) &t 30 A48 fcf b ik o

PE P FHAG o o2 2 0.6 BREHF R P R (isopropanol ) v dE R £ 35
EHEFE 10 » 4wk DNA > 25°C ~ 11300 g #w 30 4~ 48 itk o
18 ek 4 2 mL 70% ethanol &jis » & IFWE = 2404 ¢ 0 2 3 mL TE buffer /3
2 #4531 JA20 3t £ 2 750 uLTE buffer # % R < S0 & & o 4o r |
mL 12.5 M lithium chloride ;& 3 » -20°C *c ¥ 30 A 4wk s 4~ F+ £ RNA» &
¥ 4°C ~ 12096 g (Beckman JA25.50 rotor) &< 30 A 48 o -t 545 1 ATE o 4o
> 0.1 B#A 3 Msodium acetate f= 2 S84 100% ethanol 2 3 - -20°C # ¥
3 30 Ak E STk DNA > B¥ kB 4ne 30 A4 - g 1 mL70%
ethanol 7&jis » 38 /& F W (64 2mLTE buffer 3% > #®# 1 15mL 3¢ »
£ * 500 uL TE buffer i#* & Rsgs & o

4v » 10 uL RNase (10 mg/mL ) ** 37°C i®* 31 > 2 /| g3 ",% R
21
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RNA » &~ J&ts 1 % %84 phenol :‘E’B’ﬁ‘,/f.—i RNase fed-d & - F & ik & » AT
Lo 4vr 0.1 B8 3 Msodium acetate fr 2 B 484 100% ethanol /& 3 {8 - -
20°C # % 3% 30 A 4mlkiipe > £ 12 4°C~ 12096 g & 30 A 45 0 ik 1
mL 70% ethanol i » 34 Fp# 6 4 1 mL TE buffer i3 4% > £ * 500 pL TE
buffer xR E H » 15mL o g o Sfs Bk &% » F 45 K7 TE buffer %
LR LY Vo

B #% % B~2. DNA & NanoDrop 1000 (Thermo) 1 B A230 ~ A260 £ A280

Bk LR Rk DNA GER > ¥ ST AR E B R R .

2-12. ERHF R < E0F

5% % 59 DNA (ssDNA) > ## 5 * 2 MI13KO7 FE* ek pﬂ%“' e 3
3 flori &8 > 5Pl 18 o 7 semi-solid agar & /2 g 2 =23 & » F|pt erig &
Y5 BB A RSt ssDNA 3 % o

£ P73 P % phagemid ¥ - FiE > &4 3mL 7 100 pg/mL

ampicillin 7 2XTY #48 £ K7 >3 37°C~250rpm £ & 4 ° B A ER ° =<
PB 100 L i & FiRsAEAL A7 3mL2XTY +ampicillin 3 %47 > 37°C
%3 0D600 ¥ 0.3-0.5" f;:‘];'] Folcd R R AL o KE(S 4 » MI3KOT7 Fle4 |
EEA O RSB F (MOD) M5 10° =8 %15 0 3% % % 43 37°C ~ 150 rpm

W] # A KB RIH 4 sDNA A2 -

FZ AR iR s A 14,000 rpm ~ 10 A48~ 4°C B 2 x,% ‘mie s B b
RIS LATH o 2 (% 1 FiR ¢ der 1/5 AfR <0 20% PEG 6000 /2.5 M NaCl

Bk BHIERNE 4%PEG-~05MNaCl > p eéhE_w iz MI13 phage g4 2 3
BB 4°C k4% F 15 phage B BT o = R IUHK (S 0 1Y

14,000rpm ~ 30 4 48 ~4°C o o pos iR o FAEF UK g K 4
22
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phage pellet - phage pellet @& * 30 L TE buffer (10 mM Tris-HCL, | mM EDTA,
pHB8.0) w3 o A &P/ it e ssDNA » #3 f318 ik &2 2 484 phenol 2 & -
r2 14,000 rpm ~ Fres 3 A 4wa Koo ] B AV okAp > & £ 4F phenol /chloro-
form ~ chloroform 143 1z 7% § § 873 &l o Wit {s a0t KokApd 4o r 110 WA 5
3 M sodium acetate £ 2 & 8 4% <57k 100% ethanol » -20°C 2z ¥ 3 > 30 A 45148
(FTHK 0 %A 1502 14,000 rpm ~ 30 A48~ 4°C de vt DNA - B i5 28 T R
iz 10 & 4815 2 TE buffer ;3 ssDNA » i # * NanoDrop 1000 ( Thermo) ] £

A230 ~ A260 ~ A280 =k Efrk & 0 T OB RE T AR o

2-13. § 4 R LS

Bt =t * modified 6 e0iFE o R F EA I H o B 100 pg 051 R
DNA 4t » 100 UHincIl > & 37°C T F Ji& 2 /| P> FEiR% 227 f3 & S g
DNA (linear dsSDNA) » 5 1% % % /A FxEin*> = = {4 » * phenol & x/% % > 1 4
»~ % %84 butanol R & - 2 “,/TT@’?“ % phenol> = 3 F B x4 > T & 7 DNA vk
400 e~ 47 K 0 & TE buffer » #4503 ",%ﬁ/»\ SRR REES ER o

FA71s 0 BAUKR I3 L DNA o 2 2 5 3 #ieenii e % B %X DNA 8
£ > &% 10mM NaCl ~ 50 mM Tris-HC1 (pH 7.6) =g it = i& = Hybridization e
Soor RABAE 0.03 247 IONNaOH 38 (7% 5 A4 #IL$ B% DNA % > %
14 % H 2% (alkaline denature) %7 12 0.1 B 484 9 29NHOAc ® fv3 » | >
Zige~ 0145 & 3MKCl # 0.124 & 1 MKPibuffer (pH7.6)» %42 3
fe » A A 65°C 2 37°C & F & 30 ~48 0 s fs/kifF 10 245> ¢ 313 H
% DNA ZB& PIRGR B o2 1.5% B R ikt mdd 7 GT &
fie ek v DNA (nick DNA) -

ERNE “,/TT A% & e B % DNA » 24" % hydroxyapatite chromatography

(HAP > S5 R g% 7 k47 ) > 1945 E % Ac % DNA Heg A piA 7 iifed £
23
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2o w2 013M 3| 0.16 MKPi #A& ik > i D H % DNA > & 1% %

MR AR =2 A o Bfs* 04MKPi A B DNA (# 354 ¢ DNA
B DNA) > £ % 1.5% 3 %W T A L@ R » L2 TEbuffer 45 »
3 Gi 5 RERpL ™ > ¥ % NanoDrop 1000 ( Thermo) B Z_ A230 ~ A260 ~ A280 =%
X B RERER o

R iE- A ",fﬁ_l 2R MM DNA > A4 » RecBCD ¥ % > 11 1
pg M DNA fie 1 URecBCD ' %] > % 1x NEBuffer4 ~ 2 mM ATP ~ 37°C

TR 2 P R 2o fREGR R TR DNA (4 1.5% BT AR o M
"4 phenol #'*%ff% - £ % ¥ 44 I-butanol 2 % phenol ¥ kiFL 9 2mL > #

DNA =z » 547 812 TE buffer 473 @2 2 ",% l-butanol - F] % 8284 4] {4 »c

% » 1L free nucleotides i Viva spin column % 2 2 “,/]E. s Itz A e Bk

> A

DNA & it & o

24
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=% B%

3-1. 7 kAR ANTPs $H4s e i i &% 4 2 B3

AT ERET % T A5 Klenow fragment (KF) 3R B2 53 8- %
% DNA B e | " HRIEwA ER P PBRFEBEFST - A PRI F
=E W & DNA > SH0d Foasienii b it 2 X8 > =k KF $73 F A7)
Rl A P BREE o

d 3 FA47Y > Mass BBl E R RE S FELF VB F0F
SEAT e d BANFHRIEFBFRMAINZE LEPHROEMHALR A
(molar concentration) B Z_o Jt P T B & TSRS RIp > R EF F AT MS
AE ] - R RBIR TR FF AP ERAPLA - BPHEE AR
R KR 15% - Flet 0 AR ERY > AP ARIPRAY AR H T o L
FRARATELULA B R i L s RS g F TP gL o (BRAR R 0 2024)

R S&RE L NP E A R MR FRIRE o AR * 2 primer &7 tem-

plate *tF o L {754 BJE L #-E F 50 pmol primer ¥ template 2 & {8 > ¥ 30
65°C -kiF 30 A48 Sgfe> 37°C £ /d2 30 A48 REBZES o dfs B3Nk
riE- HARTARE S o F BF P 51U Klenow fragment *t 37°C T & = 87
e ANTPs £ 00 (7% 20 A4 7 RiSTEH » &1 2 e WA i 7
AT e P N R E =/ ANTPs > @ A4 > dGTP & dCTP - P et KF
B L IE* 0 : dCMP & GMP Pz s i o I X L
T3] KF #2538 5B 4c @ 1 o

gtk o ] ANTP fasg~ a3 »cdp 1R & & & > @ PR (proofread 2 4) £
PE (primer extension & =) #“ j primer % & #® 2 3 3 B ﬁﬁﬁ‘z o Kk
AR SN ERAOTHRRFAL 0 FLASARL 0 FHORIIREL LY 2

25
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W ooiga 5 PRPE & primer 2 FF gt B 2 B R o

Fr¥t KF fe$tae 4 22445 A e w2l 3 33k y 1-2-3-4 B
EERTA R AR A ] o F Y A B[S 100uM & 20 uM dNTPs » 1 ok A
kR EREFENT B - FREF R 2977 0 AAR KL At
dNTP ehig iz ™ » KF R & 8% S @i P20 & & > Haftes gy sy
W3 4sAei gt IR proofread aE W A F o LI % AET KF 3 2ix 2h4s fie e

REiABFMELE XV LR R AR PBE

FPAEA APFREFFELL AR ALDFHRTEFHRL > AP H
ANTP R R G371 AFE R c FHRAZXFZRAFLEY 100uM 173
ANTPs ek B » @ A * {HITA L ek BB (TR o« £ 458 NP L FT
WAL FERE o B4siE* 100 M dNTPs GE R - 1 & F 3> DNA R & fvehik
BRE L E R IE L ;Z};ﬁ;qia@ (100250 uM ) A 2. * 3> PCR ¥2 DNA zf i 225
oo NIMLREITL B AR K chk kR 5 (Saikietal., 1988 ; Lietal,
1999) 2 R EARHRE ARG MAREF L DB AERE > | HES Bdpi &
Wl o FRa o AN SRR R RE G ST W E 0 FSR A F AT Eocoli dw
N nF IR IR o 352 f%iﬁéﬁ- E.coli ‘m® p 253 ANTP ek B < 94
3 10-50 M 2 B (Buckstein et al., 2008 ) » FJpt 2N i & 373K 350 F B AR o
AR 20 oM fFE R A A IER S INTP HAER > L5773 FIER DR
B BEARI 247 0 F%&ESE T A7 F ANTP JEAR T > Poll shik¥t %
BAEF - & 1100 uM~50 uM % 20 uM 5T PR (proofread) A& i~ et
Pl G 10% >~ 10% 2 14% 0 £ B 4R-] o gtk mp > AL EE* 100 uM

LR TINE BRILG » B { BITAERDIEE TSR E - KR B 4

ﬁ
P

HE R E M o FPL A T 3274 T2k R 0 20uM dNTPs ©
BEWAIAF  APRAINEF BFELRET Qa2 i BER
26
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W RS R RETAEER c BT HES R AR EATERE

BT R BN FLRFLR

3-2. 313 R 3BiEF - R FZRAFIRE A

BAFETE AP - ERYZBARKRADRIREFFTH: AL LRI
HHRE - KA CBERRBH-RIVDBE ZRA S UE RS A itk
S Z Rk o MULFT T kR4 e BB AR AT A0 JRAREL 0 Tt A 4 1 kR
BB F - BN EAVER B o AR TR TR AR RS > &
5 54 Klenow fragment (KF) # % 45 fie % 4 fic 4 4~ > st— 12 PR (proofread) #
AR 0 F KF Adyweszsspes L4t DNA &6/ & 5o RIA 4 2 PE

(primer extension) &t e

FoRABFERLE L AR - RABAZ (S (S F %Y A 'Faﬂﬁi‘-r Eee
1 F7e DNA B A s o2 9 { & B7 0 £ F) 5 A% - KARA BRI F
R GaRs L8 > VR FHEREFEZ R - T AP ERTRF - R

- B RRBIOR ] FERATT 4 fe 0 template 22 primer &£ B - R o I %

—f

HREEGOREIINFRIPRE O MPETRFCFIEINTF AR RLE TGS
R B A R BBV OV RPEERRER c R ANZH RS DR B A H
A s 3 EH0 4 2o

BT AP ARHBEIEEFEREAFE  H T F 2R AT RE
Pl HmB AR A 3 APEOTE DR A 0 PR AL B et a0 A £ 0
guanine (G) & DNA i st TR LEF 7 i B 5 - Rt
w AT Y dp o guanine & j 3 i dpic € (Santalucia, 1998) > § DNA X £ fs
[ (Poll) # primer3' 4 » dGTP i 3;= G-C fedtpF » 374 = hiE% DNA

TR SR ER VA BB R EFEFE Y S e ¥ F g (Freemont et al.,
27
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1988; Joyce & Benkovic, 2004 ) - FF + - A F % % BRI F primer 0¥k -
i 2E 1 ff-'ﬁhf@.; dGTP p¥ > Poll ehF & 7 5 { et W @ 2E40H o 5 4 M ag
REPAPHFREF RG> APASZEAEI Y AL BETE DRIIK
3o % primer 3' shdE ~ dGTP e € > i2d B FIER R R B R ETTE

St i ARE > RS ROHF e R R

AL FRZRARF ISR 3 By - BRHREE PHEREFR

Hoxd adr o R %K

-

Lupsspe gt 8 1 PR (proofread) # 4t i35
FREFREY A IBRTRIBEAORT o AAROREI D B 1 HANL I GA
100% ~ GG 100% ~ CC 100% ~ CA 100% ~ TT 100% ~ CT 88.6% ~ TC 82.7% ~ GT
78.8%11 2 TG 65.8% o &2 5| - &2 ¥y = =8 chledpiE 7y |V Lo § e
B AXF 1T primer 3' HPF o Poll erfi¥raf 4% g » f HE gt L R

4E Bl B 3 ST o

WORE FHck - ¥ enficdy 0 R AEFe e E b5 1 CC96.3% ~ GA 80.3% ~
TT 67.2% ~ TC 38.1% ~ CT 33.1% ~ CA22.2% ~ GT 16.5% ~ GG 5.5%1 2 TG
%% o m FHF = = S GIP P R A 5 CCT73.76% ~ TT 41.4% ~
TC25% ~CT21.8% > 24 GA~GG-~GT~TG %2 CA R|A B3] PR A4 -
AT POBRET  CEFHR R D G = % §#P - i KF R
Fhripap v RFERT o GA S0 BAREKRF 2 ER2AZATR
¥ hp#cr - 8 e AT 803% 3 ¥y - =8 {FF] 100% 0 Eor
Poll % 3' b A3 3% GA L F w3 TR BEB LN+ -GG &
RO ARE o SRS 2 % b 0% > E#cE - % 0 5.5% 0 Pl - %
1 100% > e $ AT KF Rt 8R4 3' s feenygaia 4 5 7] i df 28 714 o

Hisggfes 58 o CC Sz B B it o)A B 5 73.76% ~

28
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96.3% £ 100% > ¥ LH T gk =8 ¢ FARHRA DB L ] BT 4T 3
HEnvEd 23 ocTT-TC & CT 4ty = =8 57 T8 KK
g vt ) (TT41.4% ~ TC25% ~ CT21.8%) > ffm|fic® = =% Bl A B4 3
67.2% ~ 38.1% ¥ 33.1% - % Fl#c¥ - =Ri&- H 2L F I 100% ~ 82.7% &
88.6% ° GT & CA RIs|#cs = =8 <1 0% ~ F# ¥ - =% 1 16.5% &
22.2%  #4 3 EHE - o 78.8% & 100% o iH Bk - XA Poll f¥t
BB AR SR 3 AR R AT 3 A BB RS

SR S (R SR B S P

BBt B APT LGP KF REFEDBBLLEE - 3
% KF $ 3' a3 Aot 4 ks > Ba b e st e PR
TR B o BB 4 3 sART > DNA R fF{ b 3ot pEs B
oo g ﬁ%“fﬁ%ﬁaﬁﬁ'ﬁﬁ o i%_ﬁiﬁégkiﬁéﬁ-— % > % Poll *rfjafti & 4
5l 3 3 T R AL Er o B o 2 4R e AE ) A in ey = 9 sk -
FEPF O REFABPAE > R ARERY - R BT A YT B i
o BT ARt 3 sBiRiTASF o Pol I cuE H M A FCE K T LIRE D
oo 7t GG~ GA~GT % & ipl#ic¥ = 22 #c ¥ = =8 eni i 10t 6] > 5 o)

Fr-CEAT 2B

l

A REA SR & Poll REHBH]Y hBiaE i o KGR 5
B 2K ARG RS 0 F 4080 primer 4 # A dpl T G-C ¥R Ml
dlAcenst @ e TR ) KF REEE AT il 3 P if 7 g

Hrgr g iv o

3-3. 313 3 EEF - E S RKEARE AN

29
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Y - BRHREEDBRQ FFZRAET]) APR-HEER
ook ot B 4cBl 4 &4 e PR (proofread) A 471t bd § 3 MA 4
% 1 CC96.3% > GA80.3% ~ TT 67.2% ~ TC 38.1% ~ CT 33.1% ~ CA22.2% ~ GT
16.5% » @ GG~ TG ehfctt G| 5 5.5%% 0% o &2 §#c s = = % hiicdy
(CC 73.76% ~ TT 41.4% ~ TC 25% ~ CT 21.8% ~ GA 0% ~ GG 0% ~ GT 0% ~ CA
0% ~TG0%) {7+ ¥ &L > §4sfe =8 (423751398 3" =3 (dy - =
B ATy SRR AlaoB gt bieg PR o 2P 5 CC & GA il
TrrF AL LREE > CC E_T73.76% 23 96.3%  GA Pljgs PR A4+
3 80.3% - Ao Poll % 3' 3 { ZiTendsfe B P HiR¥iv 4 FH % o
TT~TC 2 CT S45pe7F sfi48% > » Wi 41.4% ~ 25% £ 21.8% ® = 1
67.2% ~38.1% ¥ 33.1% - Y T w2 2R BRI RYAF 7 GT & CA> &

S R PRI 165% £ 222% - PR A4 o p¥ta 3 0 GG R S

B R »aFHEpM o Ry - =% w3 o]t (d 0% H 3 5.5%) e

BE A o Poll 31398 3' A dRiTentspe=§ &5 L B enifa 4 o 2
FHOOEBE TR P hRafFd o ‘“IFL?%?L)@?/‘%“ ip &t Poll a4t
LY 3 iAo aar R T % 0 A Fxd i3 1 & & (Freemont et al., 1988 ;
Joyce & Benkovic, 2004 ) - & #cdpiE- HHEF el 58 Poll REF R

R AEF R - o

34, 31 F R 3 BHEF=ZCEFZRKEINRE &7

AT R PAERFIEFRIPIF OTER 0 F 2 KRBT &
Bedp4o® 5 B om0 & #g4s e PR (proofread) A 47+t |d § 1 A w5 1 CC
73.8% ~ TT 41.4% ~ TC 25% ~ CT 21.8% - 4p ¥+ » GA~ GG~ GT ~ TG & CA

S@m B s? A WRIT] PR A4 > A7 Poll $ips g feihiista 4 ¥ 7
30
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E o A B - RALEILRUETHFR ) $ 2w AR 7|58 PR 5 CC i
46% > @ H is g5 e 5 Bt 30% o PV ET 0 B Z AR A At g (5] AL
CC & TT) enfe»al ¥ « LE5%FET RIRC KimY - 24

fet F "% M7 ) primer As4put ¥ pE G-C feitfE e M iE B T R R R o B

1 KF e s

B¢ AG-AC & AA v fissfe» &R LM EHTHRY » or 0
fera @ iR A F jesn o KA R g 2 UL > J T ek LG sl &

DEFRYREN BFAPAN SFFRNSH e B ER RS

- BN PERARE H[T L KF $3° CC 44 I B kg ¥ ehik
it o gv it CC e bz M3 BE FEREP 35 hopmigltig
ozt f B oo g 0h > TT~TC & CT E4fh? R b) > M gt
P s B ARFERT M o F 2 »GA~GG~GT & CA $#pf 42 PR 4%+
i Fligdipe e KF B F 7 AEfEFRFERE 2REPFLSFRT PR
Paud o £ 8 GG~ GA %2 purine-purine 4 feinie & 0 B A RIEEE

>k L B 0 e SRR T

3-5. 3 F L 3BHESF = E S RKAENRE A

BEES R KBS R 0 A PR ET ST R 3 sy = B P
R OB E IR o PR R ARG o p R RN TR R
v RAF RS KF RGBT o 5% k4o frr 0 2 SEs e PR
(proofread) A 471+ 5d % 2 A 5 5 © CC46.0% ~ GA 26.2% ~ AG 20.5% ~ GG

11.8% ~ CT 10.0% > H 445 pe R A L% 3] PR A5 > ¢ 3 GT ~ CA~ AA -
31
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AC~TG~TC 2 TT:>PR F A 355 0.00% o ¢ Hpdgr @ Li@fics = B

BOoKF $#2 F&fRayrid e Bris 3 28 - AP 0855 52Rm 60

oAV L CC 4 fied b 4 KF &R > PR A4 68T - L > &7 GA &
AG BEFR v g — TRV 6] > e P B Y CC o GG~ CT %4 feenig it 225 {
Mo - d2t e BEARLHE > GT-CA~AA~AC-TG-TC & TT %4
fetF sis 224 L PR A4 > a0kl KF gl BRFET e i REFRE

% 0 ARFHED B o RS E LK RH KFORD FEE BN

3-6. 31 F R 3BT =E ¥ - KAEIIRE AT
ERHRESZFEOAPRY FHRITFFRG HFEFIIR 3 fEk e
BrEaoRIBHAFTH 5 RKEFBELB 797 > ATl d

Hgihd 3 g w4 1Y o

TG FHEEHET  AHE - RAEFP 3% 3 Bkt e Bielar
Gpeie s PKF REFRPERFAFALRE - §E 2 s L GA~GG-
TC~CC~CA 2 CT PR AFant iz B 5 91% ~ 81% ~ 55% ~ 24% ~ 15%
2 1% 3587 GA & GG 4 pes b 4 KF fﬁi?'li"—i“,/]% »@m TC~CC %
CA e »aF R &AE SN > 220 CT cnB e 4 { B33 - ¥- 25 > F
i E ougpe s GT~TT-~TG~AA & AG F#® ¥ 54 5 3| PR A4 a7t
B A7 g g liinT CKF R AFEREI A0 > n LR REIT
oA WG UEN R ABL AR o PR ATIPIFEE A0 HEHERP 0 RE

fe A AR FEEEHR M 4B E dRARUE K GE PRI IS I

PREEETE P KF REGFEHEHT Réfelef o /2R 0 » - H R
32
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Mot d bR ORI ZFERPE R SEFHFEAAFZIT 3 H KF R

FR R B 1% BNk g o

37, WP HRLF LA

BAFTY o MR A R E AT > A ARG TR
W MERE R R REPFH PRI SREEAR - 2T Rk
o EFFEG 12 A3 3 sy 4 B Ed G 2 Re g B
DNA £ % » & 2 E.coli MutS # % % %tk RKI517 (75 £ 8 » @ d fwre N & e

3

SRR E ST LS RBAR IR g R 4 AP e

it

188 GT 7= %frgg\; » - im ;ng]go Km0 BEFR AP LR b

iz =< H DNA il i i » F it ANFHPFE > 2 AR AT FTHREH

_::L NM522 Y —;lifbm RK1517 ﬁ%*ﬁ’ bé\ﬂb:"\'Iézgl %ﬂl_}_‘?ﬁ';‘g‘c
X FRUES > FANGHAA T 2WUR - ZRERIIF % DNA - JEd %

Rt 28 5 TR F B Bt B %S RNase A&J2 - phenol 3% % =t¢

itk > 2 HBEF AR~ R B LGN DNA > #02 NanoDrop #ip|%& &
WS RR o il DNA FR P LB HF g &% AP MI3KOT §e
e FME % 7 flori (P FRFTHEAR - I R L2800 RETT E R

DNA (ssDNA)» I % % =t phenol/chloroform it % z gk > ssDNA o

"1 0 A PR modified 1560 E bk X TR AR > 4oB] 9 om0 #-51
F L DNA SR BB R % ssDNA i § S @k R iE 2T
EFARE 0 Tpd s R o B f B R DNA B FE SIS R
FHRIREE  SEBREY BFEF B DEAFRTE » MR ARSI E

@i ar 2P R R R DNA - 34 % 5 A% &1 % ssDNA > i 72
33

doi:10.6342/NTU202503668



W% T A 454 4 £ 17 RecBCD fis & % — {2 f27 § SUM 9% DNA o & 14 15 16

#4732 @ > 72 NanoDrop &7 AFERA R ~ R FHEER o F 42T 8

il R HSC AL LB RIS SR E 2P S DNA -
R REFRP EAREKRE > BRI o BHE T NMS22 REF

Stk o R LE# G RKIS1I7T MutS 4 2 2 8RE7@) > B3 2
Lo P BE LA TR TR AR AR LR F Y IR
A FRFLRRAS# LR|T - FREL™ 5L 0 - KRG

y

RT o

FHMRG > A PABRBTRRFT PR X FAL IR B
DNA - BR80T A2 S AL a P S R BA Y - RSt r w7
REZRUGY AT T R L e PR EREZ ST HEUIA

TefH 2 XS > modified 2 AR KB >

YRR RF (o Re  BAAR A B3 AT LIPS AR

(_.
-~

o4 A gk DNA £ FE ~ e 10 Flak T SRS e )7

PR AR il A MutS £ 2 FF T > Hi DNA B4 SRRV a0 A~

Bts o AT RAEH RKISIT RBHT §ra@f L@ R T & REFH
RS Mn alph SR T M 3% SR p N d S iaw kB Wk A
IO EERAHNAREFRTESEORIZEELS c Ak 2w b o AP
FRCZLFUR S AR Bl4oie ) slow annealing 2 3% 2 £ % DNA hff 2
B FiE o SR BGEaps 2 “f BRI T “fﬁ% o 1LV A ] B o
PR MR A X TR AR o PR TMELeFET >
RAE N RSB AT 6 o I MIT L RN RS TR

34
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ERCATEN R S SR
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PR3

)

1

& DNA 4F @& adF A FIM = Fit iz > &4 e (mismatch) £- ¥ L
USSR o A AR AR G 2 HA BB LR AXERT R
RRA HERFLE L SREBR CATE R . ﬁifié)?%iﬁ%- » BF
Repgpfesfil s GT (&2 T:G) 4 fe » L Rk p ferfeg (C) p 3 %I, L )i
e (U)o BB ER CG ¥y i T:G 4 f (Modrich, 1991 ; Kunkel & Erie,
2005) - p¢b 5 & DNA & =427 » DNA R & s crfd » 53577 ¢ 51 ~ A:C -~
G:G ~ A:G ¥ purine-purine # purine-pyrimidine 4 fie - & d 2 7 B3| &
VAR T RL o P aEsE e 4 SHE 54 X (Schofield & Hsieh, 2003 ; Schaaper &

Dunn, 1991 ; Fijalkowska, Schaaper, & Jonczyk, 2012 ) »

AFEFTP o NPHA AR Poll REBMY chd BT AT o
FHREERET O GT e amiicy = =8 8T A4 Poll 21 (0%PR)> i A
By -5 - RERRERFANET T 16.5% £ T78.8% o ARE K pr )
GrpeReRp RA Y ¥ L > B R FAL Poll 1Pt 4E e &2 Poll
Hs B ende (g $5 B - 2¢ *b > purine-purine 45 fizde G:G EREE: L N
AR¥AY > LAy - CERFrEsENT 2281 (100%PR) > &7
Poll 3 & {7 faidf B4 43 F L kBB REFRDT > n RBEEHBHRT

TR 3 R I IF B D -

TR E P RRRMEF T G B 1345 Schaaper (1993) # E.coli %
RFTmy TG R p FREDERE KRR AT EFEDP > T4 SHF
"4 ¢ purine-purine 45fie e p R¥ RF L > § BB 430351 F M AgpF o Poll &
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Bob A enR B4 e B RBEL KL HNBHA A ) BB GT
g Poll f2itic 4 4 'L FP 4 f

AP TR LR EF MMR ka4~ i3

z

& (Modrich, 1991 ; Fang & Modrich, 1993) -

Pk it as Fe g Al A% DNA L *chmﬁ T B E s ] s o
@;F*Je;}gﬂ » G:T 45 e )= wobble fe¥t » ¥ adF- TR DFRFELN  #F
DNA R E&pstt 427 7 5 ¥ 74 e 5 & (Rossetti etal.,, 2015) » 4pdez.
TOoAG & GG #RFIZEE LIS TE R ERAINEREREY (i

Food B sl 3k B4k Poll 4 i h it B RRRE

( Patterson, Sapam, & Nair, 2024 ; Freemont et al., 1988 ) »

DNA % & 7% I (Poll) ¥ mismatch repair (MMR ) & (% 5 fm% N 2ok &

RAF I FELPFR > A

SR A AP A A F e L B T A

fhoPoll 1 &FiE 35 “orpFiafid il n LR e et 0 & W TpE
fegtehs i 5 @ MMR E 3Ll R B FE A P T 34 & DNA £ 2 = 2 5 H
B

2 1

& e > g 28 T84 =% (Modrich, 1991 ; Kunkel & Erie, 2005) o ~# 3

LT Poll 7 b % 4734 pechiz & 2 7> ©8 MMR % ¥4 e is o

PR Ti- HdhTs b DNA Bk dra1d3idid o

Poll #ig|#kcs = =% + ¢ G:T~GA~ GG~ GT E4sfie BT & 2 kb 11y

(PR ** bl#eiT 0%) > e A ip#ic® — =% PF 7 i &_ purine-purine 4% fiz 7% it i£ 7

BT 100% i3 00 b o 55 2] 4 4% Poll sdta 4 8 B L r3l 3k 3 =8

i B REE o F AT o PR B R B 0 YL B

#& % 1 purine-purine 45 fie © » #2314 Poll eni¥F i o P MMR &
FLEgE R34 Wk A5 X B 4L o 4335 Modrich (1991) 22 Modrich BFf 4 4 %
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% > MMR & fiin MutS 39 i B Z3sd 2 s dlespe > ¢ 3 GT~ A:C~ GG

AL , n

BT A X AEFT Il 3 R AN Rz g B2 (Modrich, 1991) ¢ % H

GT & feiiraind MMR i igieiz it p 2 - > B 1% E (Kunkel

& Erie, 2005 ; Schofield & Hsieh, 2003 ) -

EF T #Ip 2 MMR v‘fgkﬁﬁav Lo g Poll ¥ 3' zhraeh ix % endhfie & 2
FATR A P e § ki MMR i SLendd SCiE? o Glde At [ RE o dicdh

R F = 28 GT 45 A4k Poll B » fe pl g fie hlw?e ¥ 5 A4
el o A4 MMR k5B MutS &2 Mutl 39 4F & Wy T sl 7 250
R B E “,% (Modrich, 1991) o pt ¢t > $23% Lee ¥ (2012) 2 MutS # % %
BT 5 MMR # 4 pF GT R A FHY 23 dmigra i R

% i % MA MMR A ® B454 & & Poll ¥ feiigpe? e & |2 o

¥obEEL R gt £ MMR ¥ purine-purine 4% fie ei3 I vk 5 B2 0 4

G:T 4pe > wiv 2 - it 4 (Kunkel & Erie, 2005) > @ Pol I # #A44fe =3t 3
AP PCRE purine-purine 45 fie o ik pb Poll ¥ MMR kst il 44 7
Fegg et e 1 4HH D Poll 4K 2 PR E 3 A sfdpfe o PP bR SR
% ; MMR p|i® PR FRITBE Poll REELROME > FuE i E
PGB e Poll /B2 2 PR OTRE « SfAL T P4t L& ey
RRRREFEBHERELE I GT 3 i k& af® 2 2 pu-

rine-purine 45 R ¥ d R E R E U E MR R R o

prb s AR R KA Rer BE dp- AR A A BE o SUpE
RKI517 RT3 <4 > & £ 5L MMR 3 S48 % Poll 7 k4
feerfft &30 o R P BHREL X ph R Fly FRG -
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DNA % &85 I (Poll) s $tia 7 SRS H p2 2 /5 M b iy » & B R
FHERFEFOREAZPEE - & A-family DNA R £ 7 > palm %3 o J-helix
B AREP Le RS2 R Y k4t ¢ (Patterson, Sapam, & Nair,
2024) AATT Y 0 APRBRIA P EER L Poll REARY FRBI R
ZIE M 128 J-helix .f‘:é—fﬁ"v?%ﬁ‘o Tt EE A SR g R AR

ER AR RS SRS L X

J-helix % A-family DNA ¥ & f# & & < chipig ~ #* > 230K & % palm %
B4R FaRs] 3 n 3 P RO R ot R E R b o iR E g2 B D
*7 #% § 42 (Joyce & Steitz, 1994 ; Patterson et al., 2024 ) - Patterson % (2024) %
¥t Klenow fragment j#47 chi it 447 7 ¢ 3R > J-helix } ehik = 4R & (4o
Glu~Arg) ¥ E # 58758 3 SR FRATIACDHIVERZD), » T3]
FOR KRBT b R 0 U EREOKFEB T R o AL F ST o A
B MR o s - B 7 %HeRsa (GT GG~ AG - CA
) Poll BTsa E 4T 2> (395%) chf¥»as ; F 2. 4883
EHcE = R W ARG RS LS KD 0 purine-purine 4%
flo s Hig 0wt B Bg T O T 4RI 0% o 28 J-helix ftt o pEpadc P o w >

Fo I 3 B P R PR % % - 1 (Patterson et al., 2024 )

- ¥t Freemont % (1988) £ Joyce fv Steitz (1994) =5 #p B

e tRkdp 2 Johelix ('S RS L AR S AR R B P o Rk

o+

P

DNA *®# T_i>enG iH 84 B4 o Freemont % (1988) f#+7 ¢ Klenow frag-
ment-DNA 4F & #5547 - J-helix {284 3' =445 e DNA & 5 0 7 f 3 prag
LR TRERITIF 0 RAUEBRECLHD R HREE R T KR &
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39:5}7%&91 B B E @fhﬁb [t

N i M)

8% - - =B P Poll REEME

Jhelix ipdf et sl Fenfefl (domlcd = 23 ) T {
Wb S P B RS o RS M e

M oF 4 fedg !

R s o

R L Jhelix 4 # g ey

FERGEH M B 27 4B B o Patterson &
(2024) #w552 > J-helix ¢ ehif- A A G ypas pedd Eoh DNA 34805 #
B R R EFELL LT o bl

G:T 4 fe?) = ¢ wobble et
¢ J-helix 7

Tﬁnéwﬁojl%’“ ’|~*7ﬁ4,r.]"+l

p5lde 2 4888 ¥ 4% ¢0 purine-purine 4% fie > J-helix

o R EE AR A g it o
1 GG~ AG &3

.
’

TR
BT L SRFE o F o AT RBI AR Y RT3 g 7
ek el

» Pol I #=55¢ r—g EEG= RN I/Q 3"? - J-helix L_&J: ﬁc‘ wev

B s [ eh
]:j‘r E‘E — :f;( ltt o

$ABRE ) B g g pe (EHE 2 R ) T

B E A o Poll 17412

794 1

@25+ purine-pu-
rine 4% fie 315 K

\o

e =3 SN WA CE A R Y
J-helix # it £ W3z B Rlendrft o Flpt - g =R 42 0 J-helix it f£ 2
SIYE G IR > 513 % 3 =Ry o e fR R B o 2 0 g0 F R (Patterson et

al., 2024 ; Rossetti et al., 2015) -

Jhelix 15 Poll jefti 81 g e chib Aol 7 8

R e pe b P AL
SR R R AR R 0 # AT Poll ¥ e % 48 fie chr s 5 o
d Ay % > Airdes DNA R &ps 1 (Poll) fik¥ 745 DNA 313 5%
PEo AR PRI H IR 3 R R R e AR TR B D o 1Y
[Ef (N

IRz eEEBREFL0 A

Bom o g e 20500 3 ShiE
ik (EE - B E - B ) BF o Poll T B rd ek REE b & A
53 100%) 0 @ § 45Fe =B 193 wHH = =

Z@Brb(

,F_g,frp,g'? p—f#_i
40
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b 518 B IR A, 0 purine-purine 45 fie 0 H & g 4 A bpT RS S &
/é':‘ fé /ElJ ° SE,%'F'-—/%‘ Poll ’&_*iéﬂ-@ﬁ:"r_t‘ ) ’I'EI% 5[—; )FL ﬁ‘hﬁo l7':3 v kp ﬁq /J: r’} |‘!» /a'_;}‘é‘? [E]

=Xt Y 4 LM ¢ £ 20 B

FgE AR 4R > F Poll MRITI513 9% 30 sBAFeps > § gh =B (R 4f
T 51O T 35 AR kR R R PR R

MRE PR TR FARY AR 2B P ERREPERT > F X

‘(},\

310 ER O BEEH ¢ 3 RIRT 0 BTN BT RS E

e
St

T Do e S R o Y 2 R R b AT BdpR
PUE 4 R BEAL R BRSO R BP0 T SR AMF 0 Poll g
o

Bt A REMEA4TT E coli %- 3 DNA REFH F ik H- 4
fo Fenfetit o B 587 0 T 2t DNA & Sife? &2 4f > 7 &4
ezt P50 pEE T 2 g IR 0 Poll v BB iR @k if chip)id s iE

B g AL TS B R o - 413 Wie- H3 T DNA & & erfbai > 4

532/ DNA R éprimre h H s 340 k40 (4o feiZ 4 » MMR) 2 fF enp 1%
BEAE %0 Ao st AR g AT R 2 H 8 Poll SEE L

fr i 7 0 Gl4e T4 polymerase ~ T7 polymerase » 7 I ** A #f¢57 pol d ~ pole % >
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GA

5" —-CGTAAGTCAGGATCTGTGATC
3" —-GCATTCAGTCCTAGACAATAGATCGATC

KF, dATP, dCTP, dTTP

37°C,20 mins 1

PR 5" - CGTAAGTCAGGATCTGTTATCTA
3" —-GCATTCAGTCCTAGACAATAGATCGATC

or

PE 5" - CGTAAGTCAGGATCTGTGATCTA
3" —GCATTCAGTCCTAGACAATAGATCGATC

W1 &r a3+ #FHRK
50 pmol primer ¥ template ** 65°C & B 30 448> £ 37°C BiEAEE
kA FrARE {4184 » = 48 ANTP 21U Klenow fragment ¥ & 20 4~ 48 > 4
*3 5" MALDI-TOF 447 o % daf 0 B £ B0 T3 28 » Wkt v

23 B PO G RAL ¢

42

doi:10.6342/NTU202503668



dNTPs concetration

Proofreading
percentages(%)

100 M 50 uM 20 pM
Concentration

Concentration Proofreading Primer Extension
100 pM 10.4£1.9% 89.6+1.9%
50 uM 10.4%1.1% 89.7+1.1%
20 uM 13.741.4% 86.3+1.4%

Fl2 7 kiR ANTPs & et it 4 2 8 % A 47

7 dNTP GER ™ i &% 417 © 100 pM (10.4%) ~ 50 uM (10.4%) ~ 20 uM
(13.7%) » Z#F RiFi2E 4N & > L% 20 uM dNTPs & 7§ 5% o
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The 15t nucleotide from the 3' end

Proofreading
percentages(%)
a
o

GA GG CC CA TT CT TC GT TG
Mismatches

«
" GA CC
PR % PR
s
Ed
00—
5
a0 :
g £
£
=1
15—
= s
10 s
a a—
I u + + + + \ | + ! . t f
6500 GRI0 €920 653D 699D 6950 6960  6S70D 600 6950 TOOD  T0L0 6900 6910 6926 6930 60 BOSD 6960 6970 G9B0 €390 D00 0L 6300 6310 6620 6930 64D GOSD  6AGD  6STD  GRA0 8BS0 TROD  0I0
Mass M "

3 120 £

GG PR = CA . TC PR
' = PR | -

L
5
o “ " PE
£
.

' . ' ' ' . N , . . ' '
- -
sala s9l0  GERD KGN GG40 GRS GOS0 370 GGED 680 DD 700 so00 691D G0 G0 A 691 G960 B0 SAED  G9h0 700 oDin G900 6310 A% 6930 69D 6950 6960 6D B°an 490 70D 70M0
Mass Hase a5
n

TG PR
ff

Lrensty

L

.

;

.

=7 .
. I PE
o

.

.

.

-

+ - - ’
S0 I B BUN G0 0 60 S0 G eSO J00 010 SO0 SPL0 650 G930 634D 90 EAED 90 EGED  ABRO TOD  70WO
- s

F3 $=RAF3IIH3BmEy- ~EREAN
S | AR 2% 1 GA~GG - CC-~CA~TT (3 100%) - CT
(88.6%) ~ TC (82.7%) ~ GT (78.8%) ~ TG(65.8%) ° 4 fieAx 37 3' = » fo¥f»z 4%

BoOANAUTERLLEG] -
FTGT-TCP wHHEXFTHRES GA-GG~CC~CA~TTRIE = £4 ¥ 5 100%PR 7]
' SD 5 0-
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Proofreading
percentages(%)

The 2" nucleotide from the 3' end

III:[

GA TT TC CT CA
Mismatches

GT GG

" GA

PR

. : PE
5 H ]
3 Eav B
PE
.
i
- : :
- t t t t t y + | }

GG

n—

0 Gom S 634D
Hazs

PE

Mass

PE

= S e =y e

0

> CT PE

H
i

n
&
50
wl
2%
0

- CA «
25—
12— -
3 z
= i
& Eus
=
i ©
—
5
-
o .

TC PE

PR

w0 or o

" | + |
GO0 6010 G20 GO0 MO GOS0 GOE0  GOTD  69A0  God
ez

W4 %

Ty 2 AEfERE R

| + y f
000 Feln 70; 680 GHD  GAZD  BA30 B3N GBED  O9E0 GO0 GRAD
bass

S SRR ETF

a0 B0 6
s
i
I
. TG PE
I
15 I
: |
£, | i
N
i
Pl
s !
A
PUAVNFAN o TN -
Y — — -
680 T00r W0 6850 w0y ‘ 7080 50 o

S R REAH

L . L
r - i’
S0 senm  ese0  6eTD  B9BD S0 7Ol
Heze

L5 CC (96.3%) ~ GA (80.3%) ~ TT (67.2%) ~ TC

(38.1%) ~ CT (33.1%) ~ CA (22.2%) ~ GT (16.5%) ~ GG (5.5%) - £ |#c % 3 =4p
Voo R ARAe iRt DB F RS o

T BP# CC~TT~TG 5% €4 » TC P & _H =
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The 3™ nucleotide from the 3' end

100 ]:= T

50

0

PE

Proofreading
percentages(%)

T T T T T
CC TT TC CT GA GG GT CA TG

Mismatches

N PR
2
L.
&
‘
.
,
.
o e

* GG PE ks CA e TC PE

=
5 &0 PE 120
n w 1
w
= z
e a
HES H

- T PR
@ PR -
» PR

e — - | TOuSE— | } 4 ]
00 S0 G GON) 610 GOSN 600 GO OGN GOS0 D D0 20 900 G0 G0 G0 G960 605 B9GP G070 GOS0 GO R0 R0 G0N B0 GO 50N D GOS0 GGD 6O ) G0 7o
e - s

«| GT PE CT P TG PE!

. '
. t
ESI 6920 B9 6D GBS0 G0  EPD 6380 EeSD 700 I

} - + |
0 eE0 e eSS0 SN G SO0 BB w90 0 AX G 68D G0 B7SD B0 5D GO0 B95a 7LD
bisss Moss -

W5 %2 KEHIFRIAHE = ERELS T
ZoRmEky 3 Rl %% 0 CC(73.76%) ~ TT (41.4%) ~ TC (25%) -
CT(21.8%); GA~GG~GT~CA ~TG & PR A% -

T P GAFAEH GG-TC TG R A EZF%SS% GT-CARI=EHY
100%PE F]#* SD % 0 -

E'BS
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The 3™ nucleotide from the 3' end (Ver.2)

100
PE

50

Proofreading
percentages(%)

T T T T T T T
CC GA AG GG CT GT CA AA AC TG TC TT

Mismatches

6 $-mKABINFRIBFEY = BHREEAH

FE 3 mAEFfD 2% CC (46%) ~ GA (26.19%) ~ AG (20.5%) ~ GG
(11.76%) ~ CT (10%) » #4048 fc PR A4 4 9 > &7 KF KD i 4 74 peip)
AR

TR AGZY FFRGERA T GT-CA-TC~AG~-~AC P w5 £4F > HARPE H=X
B o
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The 4" nucleotide from the 3' end

1

PE

50

Proofreading
percentages(%)

T T T T T
GA GG TC CC CA CT GT TT TG AG AA

Mismatches

W7 $- "2 FRIFEESe ~E BHEF LS

- RBE|EEY 4 e RE % D GA (91,540, 5%) ~ GG (80. T+0. 5%)
g g 0 TC (54.5%) ~ CC (24.540.9%) ~ CA (14. 7+0. 2%) ~ CT (7+5. 3%)
iR A EM O B GA~GG & %Ak KF g3 % e

T TIC~TT~AG~AA P 53 £4F > GT~TC R &= £4F % 5 100%PE #12¢ SD % 0 -

48

doi:10.6342/NTU202503668



Substrate NGT1

P41T | P41T £ 5'-——-—RCTGCA TATCCCACGTTGAC GTCTTCAGCT 37
F41T r 3'CATGTGACGTGAATTCATAGGGTGCAACTGGTACCCAGRAG———— 57 ..-"H:i.nc"
T41G | T41lG £ 5" ————ACTGCAGTTRAAGTATCCCACGTCEACCATGGETCTTCAGCT Pst |
T41lG r 3'CATGTGACGTCARTTCATAGGGTGCAGCTCGTACCCAGRAAG———-— 57
1x
P41T £ 5'-————-ACTGCA TATCCCACGTI'GAC GTCTTCAGCT 3 /Hinc”
T41G r 3'CATGTGACCTCAATTCATAGGGTGCAG CTGGTACCCAGAAG———— 57
Proofread | 5' ————-ACTGCA TATCCCACGTCGAC GTCTTCAGCT3'
3" CATGTCACCTCAATTCATAGGGTGCAG CTCGTACCCAGARG———-5"
#—RFFEGAEK-CC- -GC-
-G-G- -C-G-
[[]sarl
]
Non-— 59 ———-ACTGCH TATCCCACGTTVGAC GTCTTCAGCT3'
procfread | 3F CATGTCEACT CAATTCATAGGGTGCAG uGTACCCAGP-_AG————E'
#—hEREMEEHE-C-T- -G-C-
-G-A- -C-G-
[ Jsai] [
[
Primer 5' ————ACTGCAC TATCCCACGICTGAC GTCTTCAGCT3! [ sa11[{
loss 3’ CATGTCGACCTCAATTCATAGGGTGCAG CTGGTACCCAGAAG———-5" Pst IE|
Template 5 ———-ACTGCA TATCCCACGTTITGAC GTCTTCAGCT3' |:| SalIEI
loss 3'CATGTEACE CAATTCATAGGGTGCAR uGTACCCEGP_AG————E’ Est IE|
Hincll: Buffer 4 (Linearization) Cut Site: GTY/RAC

5f - .GTY"RAC..—-3'
37— .CARJYTG..— 57

Af1Il

5f - C"TTAA G..—3'

3

e

57

—..G AATT.LC..

Pst [ -HF

—..C TGCAG..

—Rr

2

3" - G.RCGT C..-57

B

sall

5f - .G"TCGAC..—-3"

B Nick % endsfic - BT LA ¥

3 - CAGCT.G..—37

Enzyme check:Buffer 4

W8 ERP 325% NGT1 £ F&3*

Bl ¥ 31+ PAIT 12 % fi %% T41G 2 fix & o ghik st » & A Bkt -

=

A Ile fAR % hE i % 23 Proofread (AfIII+/- ;

Sall+ ; Pstl+/-) ~ Non-proofread (AflIl +/-; Sal I - ; Pst I +/-) ~ Primer loss (Afl - ;
Sal I -; PstI +) ~ Template loss (AflII+;SalI-; PstI+)
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(A) dsDNA Linearization (B) Hybridization

-0O=0

ssDNA Nick DNA

Linear dsDNA

Mick DMNA

1 M Before After

Linear dsDNA

(C) HAP column SDNA PAIT After
dsDNA Hybridization
chromatography
0.13M ~ 0.16M 0.4 M Kpi
Kpi
—
55[;;;.JA Colle& dsDNA

(D) RecBCD Digestion

5§ a
[s . . .
3 5 Mick DMA “ees S B mickDna 4mm Mismatch Substrate
DNA dsDNA Laded S
I RecBCD ssDMA a
e R
< \”.'-l p (,.-' . < After Bafore After
' i —— A T 2
| 3] Hybridi RecBLD RecBLD
Y P o — S @ ¥ .zation

W9 =MP 5% NGT1 £ FHl 4 &
(A)i#¢ * HincIl #- primer strand DNA -k % = &1
(B) #-&k primer strand DNA £2 7%}k 8 %% template strand DNA & {7
Hybridization » ¥ & A% %d 232+ 5 F &+ ~ 4~ 10N NaOH ~ 29N
HOAc ~ 3MKCI ~ IMKpi £ F Jgté » T Bl 5 £ =88 2 2337 Nick DNA -
(C) %322 F A # 71 & § B 7 4 K 4572 %-¥ % DNA # f£7% DNA 4
Brogd TAREEHKRG BILDNA 23R TET &S P EFEULE o
(D) * RecBCD #-HE 4k DNA K% o fmd F k5 % Frzn ik 4
DNA # 83 DNA %% - % § 5 & sinick DNA £ 7 -
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G

2 135130 3 BH&Fer >~ ¥ -%KA72HE %

G/A -dGTP
T28P21T-A 3" -GCATTCAGTCCTAGACAATAGATCGATC 8556.6
P21D74-G 5’ ~-CGTAAGTCAGGATCTGTGATC 6461.2
Proofread 5" -CGTAAGTCAGGATCTGTTATCTA 7053.6
Primer extension 5" -CGTAAGTCAGGATCTGTGATCTA 7078.6
G/G -dGTP
T28P21T-G 3" -GCATTCAGTCCTAGACAGTAGATCGATC 8572.6
P21D74-G 5/ -CGTAAGTCAGGATCTGTGATC 6461.2
Proofread 5’ -CGTAAGTCAGGATCTGTCATCTA 7038.6
Primer extension 5’ -CGTAAGTCAGGATCTGTGATCTA 7078.6
G/T -dGTP
T28P21T-T 3" -GCATTCAGTCCTAGACATTAGATCGATC 8547.6
P21D74-G 5’ ~-CGTAAGTCAGGATCTGTGATC 6461.2
Proofread 5" -CGTAAGTCAGGATCTGTAATCTA 7062.6
Primer extension 5" -CGTAAGTCAGGATCTGTGATCTA 7078.6
C
C/A -dCTP
T28C1-A 3" -GCATTCAGTGCTAGCGAAATCATAGGTA 8636.7
P22C4 5" -CGTAAGTCACGAGCGCTCTAG 6431.2
Proofread 5’ -CGTAAGTCACGAGCGCTTTAGTAT 7367
Primer extension 5’ -CGTAAGTCACGAGCGCTCTAGTAT 7352.8
C/C-dCTP
T28C1 3" -GCATTCAGTGCTAGCGACATCATAGGTA 8612.6
P22C4 5" -CGTAAGTCACGAGCGCTCTAG 6431.2
Proofread 5’ -CGTAAGTCAGGATCTGTGTAGTAT 7392
Primer extension 5’ -CGTAAGTCAGGATCTGTCTAGTAT 7352.8
C/T -dCTP
T28C1-T 3" -GCATTCAGTGCTAGCGATATCATAGGTA 8627.7
P22C4 5’ ~-CGTAAGTCACGAGCGCTCTAG 6431.2
Proofread 5" -CGTAAGTCACGAGCGCTATAGTAT 7376.8
Primer extension 5’ -CGTAAGTCACGAGCGCTCTAGTAT 7352.8
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T

T/T -dGTP
mm4-T 3" -GCATTCAGTCCTAGATATTAGATCGATC 8562.6
mm4-T 5" -CGTAAGTCAGGATCTATTATC 6420.2
Proofread 5’ -CGTAAGTCAGGATCTATAATCTA 7046.6
Primer extension 5" -CGTAAGTCAGGATCTATTATCTA 7037.6
T/G -dGTP
mm4-T 3" -GCATTCAGTCCTAGATAGTAGATCGATC 8587.6
mm4-T 5" -CGTAAGTCAGGATCTATTATC 6420.2
Proofread 5’ -CGTAAGTCAGGATCTATCATCTA 7022.6
Primer extension 5" -CGTAAGTCAGGATCTATTATCTA 7037.6
T/C-dCTP
mm4-C 3" -GCATTCAGTCCTAGATACTAGATCGATC 8547.6
mm4-T 5" -CGTAAGTCAGGATCTATTATC 6420.2
Proofread 5’ -CGTAAGTCAGGATCTATGAT 6156.1
Primer extension 5" -CGTAAGTCAGGATCTATTATCTAG 7366.8
A
A/A -dGTP
P21D74 5’ ~-CGTAAGTCAGGATCTGTAATC 6445.2
T28P21T-A 3" -GCATTCAGTCCTAGACAATAGATCGATC 8556.6
Proofread 5'-CGTAAGTCAGGATCTGTTATCTA 7053.6
Primer extension 5’ -CGTAAGTCAGGATCTGTAATCTA 7062.6
A/G -dGTP
P21D74 5/ -CGTAAGTCAGGATCTGTAATC 6445.2
T28P21T-G 3" -GCATTCAGTCCTAGACAGTAGATCGATC 8572.6
Proofread 5'-CGTAAGTCAGGATCTGTCATCTA 7038.6
Primer extension 5" -CGTAAGTCAGGATCTGTAATCTA 7362.6
A/C-dGTP
P21D74 5’ ~-CGTAAGTCAGGATCTGTAATC 6445.2
T28P21T 3" -GCATTCAGTCCTAGACACTAGATCGATC 8532.6
Proofread 5" -CGTAAGTCACGAGCGCTGTAGTAT 7392.8
Primer extension 5’ -CGTAAGTCAGGATCTGTAATCTA 7362.6
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G % 233N T HFEKF=2TREFKEFNZHAR

G/A -dTTP
T28-G 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTGCTCCGATCGA 8595.6
P20-3A 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAAGA 6119
Proofread 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGACGAGGC 7042.6
Primer extension 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAAGAGGC 7066.6
G/G -dTTP
T28-G 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTGCTCCGATCGA 8595.6
P20-3G 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAGGA 6135
Proofread 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGACGAGGC 7042.6
Primer extension 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAGGAGGC 7082.6
G/T -dTTP
T28-G 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTGCTCCGATCGA 8595.6
P20-3T 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGATGA 6110
Proofread 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGACGAGGC 7042.6
Primer extension 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGATGAGGC 7057.6
C
C/A -dTTP
T28-C 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTCCTCCGATCGA 8555.6
P20-3A 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAAGA 6119
Proofread 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAGGAGGC 7082.6
Primer extension 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAAGAGGC 7066.6
C/C-dTTP
T28-C 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTCCTCCGATCGA 8555.6
P20-3C 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGACGA 6095
Proofread 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAGGAGGC 7082.6
Primer extension 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGACGAGGC 7042.6
C/T-dTTP
T28-C 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTCCTCCGATCGA 8555.6
P20-3T 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGATGA 6110
Proofread 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAGGAGGC 7082.6
Primer extension 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGATGAGGC 7057.6
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T

T/T -dTTP
T28-T 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTTCTCCGATCGA 8570.6
P20-3T 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGATGA 6110
Proofread 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAAGAGGC 7066.6
Primer extension 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGATGAGGC 7057.6
T/C-dTTP
T28-T 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTTCTCCGATCGA 8570.6
P20-3C 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGACGA 6095
Proofread 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAAGAGGC 7066.6
Primer extension 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGACGAGGC 7042.6
T/G-dTTP
T28-T 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTTCTCCGATCGA 8570.6
P20-3G 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAGGA 6135
Proofread 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAAGAGGC 7066.6
Primer extension 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAGGAGGC 7082.6
A
A/A -dCTP
T28-A 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTACTCCGATCGA 8579.6
P20-3A 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAAGA 6119
Proofread 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGATGAGG 6768.5
Primer extension 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAAGAGG 6777.5
A/C-dCTP
T28-A 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTACTCCGATCGA 8579.6
P20-3C 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGACGA 6095
Proofread 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGATGAGG 6768.5
Primer extension 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGACGAGG 6753.4
A/G -dCTP
T28-A 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTACTCCGATCGA 8579.6
P20-3G 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAGGA 6135
Proofread 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGATGAGG 6768.5
Primer extension 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAGGAGG 6793.5
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G/A -dTTP
T28-G-new 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTGGTGGCATCGA 8675.6
P20-3A-new 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAACA 6079
Proofread 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGACCACCG 6962.6
Primer extension 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAACACCG 6986.6
G/G -dTTP
T28-G-new 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTGGTGGCATCGA 8675.6
P20-3G-new 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAGCA 6095
Proofread 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGACCACCG 6962.6
Primer extension 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAGCACCG 7002.6
G/T -dTTP
T28-G-new 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTGGTGGCATCGA 8675.6
P20-3T-new 5’ ~-ACTGCACTTAAGCACGATCA 6070
Proofread 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGACCACCG 6962.6
Primer extension 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGATCACCG 6977.6
C
C/A -dTTP
T28-C-new 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTCGTGGCATCGA 8635.6
P20-3A-new 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAACA 6079
Proofread 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAGCACCG 7002.6
Primer extension 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAACACCG 6986.6
C/C-dTTP
T28-C-new 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTCGTGGCATCGA 8635.6
P20-3C-new 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGACCA 6055
Proofread 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAGCACCG 7002.6
Primer extension 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGACCACCG 6962.6
C/T-dTTP
T28-C-new 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTCGTGGCATCGA 8635.6
P20-3T-new 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGATCA 6070
Proofread 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAGCACCG 7002.6
Primer extension 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGATCACCG 6977.6
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T

T/T -dTTP
T28-T-new 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTTGTGGCATCGA 8650.6
P20-3T-new 5’ ~-ACTGCACTTAAGCACGATCA 6070
Proofread 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAACACCG 6986.6
Primer extension 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGATCACCG 6977.6
T/C-dTTP
T28-T-new 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTTGTGGCATCGA 8650.6
P20-3C-new 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGACCA 6055
Proofread 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAACACCG 6986.6
Primer extension 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGACCACCG 6962.6
T/G-dTTP
T28-T-new 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTTGTGGCATCGA 8650.6
P20-3G-new 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAGCA 6095
Proofread 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAACACCG 6986.6
Primer extension 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAGCACCG 7002.6
A
A/A -dCTP
T28-A-new 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTAGTGGCATCGA 8659.6
P20-3A-new 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAACA 6079
Proofread 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGATCA 6070
Primer extension 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAACA 6079
A/C-dCTP
T28-A-new 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTAGTGGCATCGA 8659.6
P20-3C-new 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGACCA 6055
Proofread 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGATCA 6070
Primer extension 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGACCA 6055
A/G -dCTP
T28-A-new 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTAGTGGCATCGA 8659.6
P20-3G-new 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAGCA 6095
Proofread 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGATCA 6070
Primer extension 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAGCA 6095
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G/A -dTTP
T28-G-new 3’ -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTGGTGGCATCGA 8675.6
P19-2A-new 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAAC 5765.8
Proofread 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGACCACCG 6962.6
Primer extension 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAACACCG 6986.6
G/G -dTTP
T28-G-new 3’ -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTGGTGGCATCGA 8675.6
P19-2G-new 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAGC 5781.8
Proofread 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGACCACCG 6962.6
Primer extension 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAGCACCG 7002.6
G/T -dTTP
T28-G-new 3’ -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTGGTGGCATCGA 8675.6
P19-2T-new 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGATC 5756.8
Proofread 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGACCACCG 6962.6
Primer extension 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGATCACCG 6977.6
C
C/A -dTTP
T28-C-new 3’ -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTCGTGGCATCGA 8635.6
P19-2A-new 5/ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAAC 5765.8
Proofread 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAGCACCG 7002.6
Primer extension 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAACACCG 6986.6
C/C-dTTP
T28-C-new 3’ -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTCGTGGCATCGA 8635.6
P19-2C-new 5/ ~ACTGCACTTAAGCACGACC 5741.8
Proofread 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAGCACCG 7002.6
Primer extension 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGACCACCG 6962.6
C/T-dTTP
T28-C-new 3’ -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTCGTGGCATCGA 8635.6
P19-2T-new 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGATC 5756.8
Proofread 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAGCACCG 7002.6
Primer extension 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGATCACCG 6977.6
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T/T -dTTP
T28-T-new 3’ -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTTGTGGCATCGA 8650.6
P19-2T-new 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGATC 5756.8
Proofread 5/ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAACACCG 6986.6
Primer extension 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGATCACCG 6977.6
T/C-dTTP
T28-T-new 3’ -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTTGTGGCATCGA 8650.6
P19-2C-new 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGACC 5741.8
Proofread 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAACACCG 6986.6
Primer extension 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGACCACCG 6962.6
T/G-dTTP
T28-T-new 3’ -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTTGTGGCATCGA 8650.6
P19-2G-new 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAGC 5781.8
Proofread 5/ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAACACCG 6986.6
Primer extension 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAGCACCG 7002.6
A
A/A -dCTP
T28-A-new 3’ —-TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTAGTGGCATCGA 8659.6
P19-2A-new 5/ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAAC 5765.8
Proofread 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGATCA 6070
Primer extension 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAACA 6079
A/C-dCTP
T28-A-new 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTAGTGGCATCGA 8659.6
P19-2C-new 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGACC 5741.8
Proofread 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGATCA 6070
Primer extension 5"-ACTGCACTTAAGCACGACCA 6055
A/G -dCTP
T28-A-new 3/ —-TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTAGTGGCATCGA 8659.6
P19-2G-new 5/ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAGC 5781.8
Proofread 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGATCA 6070
Primer extension 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAGCA 6095
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G/A -dTTP
T28-G-new 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTGGTGGCATCGA 8675.6
P18-1A-new 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAA 5476.6
Proofread 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGACCACCG 6962.6
Primer extension 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAACACCG 6986.6
G/G -dTTP
T28-G-new 3’ -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTGGTGGCATCGA 8675.6
P18-1G-new 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAG 5492 .6
Proofread 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGACCACCG 6962.6
Primer extension 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAGCACCG 7002.6
G/T -dTTP
T28-G-new 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTGGTGGCATCGA 8675.6
P18-1T-new 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAT 5467.6
Proofread 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGACCACCG 6962.6
Primer extension 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGATCACCG 6977.6
C
C/A -dTTP
T28-C-new 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTCGTGGCATCGA 8635.6
P18-1A-new 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAA 5476.6
Proofread 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAGCACCG 7002.6
Primer extension 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAACACCG 6986.6
C/C-dTTP
T28-C-new 3’ -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTCGTGGCATCGA 8635.6
P18-1C-new 5/ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAC 5452.6
Proofread 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAGCACCG 7002.6
Primer extension 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGACCACCG 6962.6
C/T-dTTP
T28-C-new 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTCGTGGCATCGA 8635.6
P18-1T-new 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAT 5467.6
Proofread 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAGCACCG 7002.6
Primer extension 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGATCACCG 6977.6
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T/T -dTTP
T28-T-new 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTTGTGGCATCGA 8650.6
P18-1T-new 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAT 5467.6
Proofread 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAACACCG 6986.6
Primer extension 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGATCACCG 6977.6
T/C-dTTP
T28-T-new 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTTGTGGCATCGA 8650.6
P18-1C-new 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAC 5452.6
Proofread 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAACACCG 6986.6
Primer extension 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGACCACCG 6962.6
T/G-dTTP
T28-T-new 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTTGTGGCATCGA 8650.6
P18-1G-new 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAG 5492.6
Proofread 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAACACCG 6986.6
Primer extension 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAGCACCG 7002.6
A
A/A -dCTP
T28-A-new 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTAGTGGCATCGA 8659.6
P18-1A-new 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAA 5476.6
Proofread 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGATCA 6070
Primer extension 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAACA 6079
A/C-dCTP
T28-A-new 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTAGTGGCATCGA 8659.6
P18-1C-new 5/ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAC 5452.6
Proofread 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGATCA 6070
Primer extension 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGACCA 6055
A/G -dCTP
T28-A-new 3" -TGACGTGAATTCGTGCTAGTGGCATCGA 8659.6
P18-1G-new 5" -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAG 5492.6
Proofread 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGATCA 6070
Primer extension 5’ -ACTGCACTTAAGCACGAGCA 6095
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