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We studied the effect of ulirasoft X-ray obtained from the Pohang Light Source (PLS), an the tnutation of E colf and the
damage of plasmid. After irradiation, the supercoiled plasmid DNA converted to the relaxed-form. and then to the linear-form.
We transformed the iradiated plasmid DNA and isolated £ -galaciosidase mutants. We also isolated #2-galactosidase mutants
from the directly irradiated cells. There were preferred mutational sites on DNA induced by ultrasoft X-ray.
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Figure 3 DNA Sequences changes of (he mutants produced using the irradiated DNA and cell 1~VIL sample Mo
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