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int cutEnzyme(int ect, char enz[10][108], char Seq{10088], char Name[18962]) {
int i, j, k, nisH, cMo, cPos, 1Pos;

for(i=0, cho=0, cPos=0, 1Pos=0; i<strlen(Seq); i++) {
for(j=0,misM=1; jCecntabaish==1; je+) ¢
for(k=0, mish=8, k(strlen(enz[j])atnisH==0;ke+) {
if (Seq[ivk]t=enz[j][X]etenz[j][k]t="K") {
nisH = 1;
}

}
1F(nis==8) {
switch(j}
case 8:
case 1: cPos = 101;
break;
case 2: cPos = i+3;
break;
case 3: cPos = i#2;
break;

}
ptra[clo] = cPos - 1Pos;

choss;
1Pos = cPos;
'
}

)
ptrn[cho] = strlen(Seq) - 1Pos;
cHoes;
return cho;
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Hinf I Enzyme & 8%

env.OPB13
1342

Fragment Length

Hpa II Enzyme& 2 8%} Fragment Length

env.OPB13
61 179 17 348 103 13 143 211 21 t1 212 23

Hpa II Hinf I Enzyme® SAlo] &% Fragment Length
env.OPB13

61 108 71 17 222 126 103 13 143 108 69 34 21 11 60 152 23
SAol AE

Hpa IL Hinf I Rsa I Enzyme® 8 Fragment Length

env.OPB13
61 179 17 348 103 13 143 211 21 11 212 23

Hpa I Hinf I Rsa . Hha I Enzyme® &40l A28} Fragment Length

env.OPB13
61 178 17 348 103 13 143 211 21 11 212 23
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gdefint EB S
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tmpfrag = strtok(fSet, " "});
while( tmpfrag t= NULL) {
dhSeq[dfno] = atei(tmpfrag);
dfno++;
tmpfrag = strtok(NULL,

B H

}

fprintf(qF, "¥s" , dname);
for{k=8; k<dfno; k++) {
size = dbSeq{k];
valuekB = dbSeq[k] +
if(k==(dfno-1)}
fprintf(qF, “%d"
else
fprintf(qF,

(rand() % EB) wsize/198;
. valuegB};

"%d ", valueEB);

}

[Z2¥ 4] restriction site map& restriction
patterno. 2 W= A~

699

(29 5le (29 419 2=&8 A8 d8d 23]
=3

WHE 7] Yol restriction site map

env.OPB13

61 108 71 17 222 126 103 13 143 108 69 34 21 11 60 152 23

HHH restriction pattern

env.OPB13
62 109 72 17 228 126 104 13 148 109 70 34 21 11 61 153 23
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Name _|Diot[Frag|Sim|  Name Dist [Frag [Sim | Name _|Sim
env.OPB13] 14 | 12 {100] env.OPBI3 | 10 | 17 [100 | env.OPBI3 {100
AF016102 | 14 §6 | “AF015192 | 19 | 17 | 98 | AF018192 | 98
AF0IB196 | 18 96 | AF018196 | 147 98 | AF018196 | 98
AJ240998 159 71 oy WO{B25| 158 66 | AF065801 | 88
| 5 IMlborgan2 71 | AB015887 | 183 66 | AF068807
ABD15560 71 | Hpfoetida | 166 68 | AF068791
Y14312 73 | Mib.organz | 167 71 [Aqu pyrophL.{ 78 |
SrhieranZ 70 | AF068807 | 168 88 | Hdg.subterl
Sth terang 70 | AF033558 | 168 70 | strBM 17
278203 70 | AF056343 | 169 eav.OPB.S
env.RB_40 68 { Mibradtol |17 env.OPB23
[12 [AJ231189 0 67 | MibspF73 AF068788
U58018 0 | 71 | Mib.mesphl env.OPBA45
[ 14 [Mib.epFd8 [ Mib spFi8 AJ009501
[15 _[Mibextord 0 D.rediodur [17 68 |Tdv.TGE_P11
[ 16 M6 GRI01 [ BIbBF15 |17 AT237665
[17_|Mibrhodiz 0 BIbPC3039 [ 17 Tt subtrrnl
18 |MIb.GR118 0 1711 AJOGS501_[180 Ctmprtlyd | 73 |
AJ009481 1167 AJ0094S1 [181 Rht marinzl | 73
20 | A7009451 [200] 12 |7 Usi656 | 182 Rhtmarinul | 73
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@A HolAE th@ M go] vhx] AF068807TH L
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AF068791(15)
o imilarity RIFLE

name % name dist frag_ |%
1 |[AF068791 100 {AF068791 22 15 [100
2 |AF068801 99 AF068801 24 15 |99
3 |AF068807 98 T.spTok8 188 14 713
4 |AF018186 88 D.geother2 190 16 |70
5 |AF018192 88 D.geother3 190 16 [70
6 lenv.OPB13 87 D.geotherd 190 16 |70
7 |Aqu.pyroph0 |79 D.geotherd 190 16 70
8 |Hdg.subterN 178 str EM_17 192 14 |76
9 |strEM.17 76 AF020205 194 15 173
10 |Tt.maritimL {76 . 194 15 __174
11 |TtsubtrmK |75 ||AF068807 204 14 |98 _l
12 |env.OPB45 75 Tt.subtrrn 1200 5 |75 |
13 lenv.OPB14 74 T.spTok20 212 15 |73
14 {T.thmoph2?7J |74 T.spT ok3 212 15 73
15 |T.thmophl3J |74 T.spW28 212 15 |73
16 |T.spFijiBAT |74 T.spY SPID 220 17 (73
17 IT.spNMX2 74 T.aquaticu 220 17 173
18 |T.spHS 74 T.epZHGI 222 16 |73
19 |AB020888 74 env.OPB80 224 17 11
20 |T.flavus2 74 env.OPBS0 224 17 |1

(2¥® 7] RIFLE Z3 £4 1

T A BAE (29 8l HE ubel o] Rank
48 7]123% env.WCHB25 82 AF018192 Mg
£ restriction pattern®} Zi¢7F @ol Ao)7h wr
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AF018192
P similarity RIFLE
name %  |name dist [frag [%

1 |AF018192 100 |AF018182 22 [17 |100

2 |AF018196 99 |env.OPB13 22 [17 [98

3  lenv.OPB13 98 JAF018196 150 {1

4 |AF068801 89 llenv.WCHB25 |155 [24 [66 ]

5 1AF068791 88 [AJOOSS01 171 o [43

6 |AF068807 88 |AF033558 171 |18 [71

7 |Aqu.pyrophL 76 JAF068807 171 [18 [88

8 |[Hdg.subterL _ [76_[D.radiodur 175 [17_ 169

9 [strEM_17 75 [AF068801 197 {19 189

10 |AJ237665 73 [Y13595 199 |19 |71

11 [Tt.subtrrnl 73 [T.sp-ac2 189 |19 |71

12 (Tt.maritiml 73 |AF068791 215 {18 88

13 |Ctm.priiytl 73 [D.murrayi2 215 {17 |69

14 lenv.OPB4S 73 [D.radiodud 217 |16 |69

15 |AJ009501 73 [D.prilytic 219 {19 [69

16 [Nsp.moscovl 73  [D.murrayi3 225 [16 [69

17 [AJ224039 73 [D.murrayil 225 |18 |69

18 [AJ224042 73 |AJ237665 225 |18 |73

19 Tdv. TGE_PII |73 [AJ224041 227 |18 |72

20 [AF018195 72  |strEM_17 257 |19 |75
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