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1.3. Profile
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A -18 -10 -1 -8 8 -3 3 -10 -2 -8
c -2 -3 -18 -18 -2 -2 22 -24 -19 -7
D -3 0 -3 -3 -7 6 -17 -34 -31 0
E -27 b -2 -6 -9 2B -9 -4 -2 -1
F 60 -30 12 14 -2 -29 -15 4 12 -9
G -30 -20 -2 -32 28 -14 -23 -33 -21 -5
H -13 -12 -2 -2 -16 14 -22 -22 -23 -10
I 3 27 21 2 -9 -23 -8 3 19 -23
K -26 2 -25 -21 -6 4 -15 -271 -2 0
L 14 -28 19 27 -27 20 -9 33 2 -2
M 3 -15 10 14 -1 -10 -9 B 12 -1
N -22 -6 -24 -27 1 8§ -15 -24 -24 -4
P -30 24 -26 -2 -14 -10 -22 -24 -26 -18
Q -32 5 -2 -26 -9 24 -16 -17T -2 7
R -18 9 -2 -2 -10 0 -18 -23 -22 4
S -2 -8 -16 -21 11 2 -1 -24 -19 -4
T -10 -10 6 -7 -5 -8 2 -10 -7 -1
\Y 0 - 2 2 -19 -2 6 19 16 -I6
W 9 - -18 -19 - -21 -34 -20 -17 -28
Y 34 -18 -1 1 -23 -12 -19 0 0 -18
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2.2. EM ( Expectation Maximization )

EM%A] blockell 7128 F1 YAIT 3aa2d9+ £ tladh o7]dl= poff matrix® freq matrix?} A< frh
poff matrix® i A sequence®] j WA X7} 2 motife} Al ozd F8S vehiie FF2A poff,;2 74
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2.5. HMM (Hidden Markov Model)
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2.6. Meta-MEME
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motif 243} Adg vlojelulo|A2E Blocks, Prosite, Prints, Identify 2 Pfam#2& AES &
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