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a! GAAATGAGTT n: TGATTATGTC
b: TGATGCTACA o. ACATATCGGT
¢: GGTTGTGGCG p: CTCTTCAACG
d: CAGTTATTTC q: AGAAGAAACT
e: GGCTACGATG r: CTGTCGAGTG
f: GAGCACTGCG s: ACATTTCACC
g. AGACGACGAC t: ATCACGTAAT
h: GTAGAGGTAC u: CAGAACGGAT
I: TCTCAGAGAT v. TGTGTAGTGC
i TCGATTTGGA w. CGCGGCGATG
k! TAGGCAGATG x! CTATGCTGGG
11 ACAGCACTAC y: AACTTGGCGC
m: TCGGATAGGA z. GCATGATCAT

3.2, bigram affinity effect
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