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7% 1 :Participants in Ames/QSAR International Challenge Project

QSAR Vender QSAR Tool Methodology
1. Lhasa Limited (UK) a. DEREK Nexus Rule
b. SARAH Nexus Statistical
2. MUultiCASE Inc (USA) c. CASE Ultra statistical-based Statistical
d. CASE Ultra rule-based Rule
3. Leadscope Inc (USA) e. Leadscope statistical-based Statistical
f. Leadscope rule-based Rule
4. (ltaly) IRCCS - Istituto di Ricerche Farmacologiche g. CAESAR Statistical
Mario Negiri
h. SARPY Statistical
i. KNN Statistical
5. LMC - Bourgas University (Bulgaria) j. OASIS/TIMES Hybrid*
6. Istituto Superiore di Sanita (Italy) k. Toxtree Rule
7. Prous Institute (Spain) l. Symmetry Statistical
8. Swedish Toxicology Science Research Center (Sweden)  m. AZAMES Statistical
9. FUJITSUKYUSHU SYSTEMS LIMITED (lapan) n. ADMEWORKS Statistical
10. IdeaConsult Ltd. (Bulgaria) o. AMBIT Statistical
11. Molecular Networks GmbH and Altamira LLC (USA) p. ChemiTunes and ToxGPS Statistical
12. Simulation Plus (USA) g. Mut_Risk-0 Statistical
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F<3: Summary of the results of prediction by QSAR models in Phase 11I_4409

= Ames. Ames.
Strong Ames data
Builders @SARModels G5AR_Results posotive PDB;;:_';’. Nega{tiv! Total
A ()
posifive 167 177 a33 17
Derek Nexus v 5.0.1 negative 69 216 147 1432 70.8 547 833 70.2 100.0
total 236 393 e 4409
posifive 104 108 541 748
== “e’:“s v fs"}’" (=] p—— 2 IEs 2524 787 59,1 44,0 823 77.3 80.2
Lhasa Limited (U total 176 294 065 3535
posifive 147 189 B3 965
e regatie B 108 1888 2021 834 704 744 738 6.7
total 177 m2 537 2986
posifive 135 155 882 952
S N 20 et | egene =2 e ) =52 722 60.5 781 757 79.5
total 187 292 Er-] 3504
Positive 132 16 238 486
Negate Ei 185 061 S §0.8 50.6 928 873 859
total 189 i 3299 3789
Positive 174 205 825 1204
Negate B 49 205 BE 7.3 655 745 731 86.4
total 225 354 2w 3809
posifive 139 174 547 850
regstie 5 152 a7y 2591 698 596 836 803 8.3
Lear:tlDSeAD)e Inc: total 199 328 3326 3851
posifive 143 153 434 T30
regstie = i 2531 3188 69.4 555 871 828 884
total 206 Erid 3365 858
. posifive 184 241 1246 1871
CARSAR e =000 [ megave & e = s 720 67.6 67.0 67.1 100.0
i total 236 393 3780 4409
Istinrm di Ricerche posifive 171 27 1484 1882
Fam.:‘,;.i.: SARPY{;;?:Q;?:’E" [ regate 65 188 EE 2527 725 63.3 60.7 61.1 100.0
[(=1F) total 236 393 e 4409
KNN {training s=tbased on posiive 145 173 139 1483
Hansen etal+ stong posilive in negatie 50 M2 2609 2911 61.7 51.8 69.6 67.1 99,2
iz iz total 235 391 3748 4378
TIMES AMES . posifive 18 13 48 a7
wid 14 negative B 32 215 250 857 47.0 87.3 21.0 a7
Buul?BiibL;:;:rsny {In domain) total 21 45 T 427
posifive 15 183 822 1138
T e [ et & £ ) 287 64.0 50.0 782 742 99.9
total 236 392 Fikc] 4403
: Z - -
T . N posifive 173 210 HE\; 1_48
Sanitaitiy) oxTree 266 negatie 63 183 2615 2861 733 60.9 69.2 63.0 100.0
total 236 393 e 4409
S dish Toscicology| positive 188 174 427 Tos
Science Research negatie 50 189 3033 3252 FIAl 61.0 8.7 839 91.2
Gener (Sweden) total 218 343 3450 4021
posifive 100 105 348 553
ADMEWORKS AMES w7 10 negative 85 173 2455 2733 60.6 46,3 87.8 82.2 74.5
total 165 8 2843 3286
posifive 188 nz 748 nm»s
e regatie ™ 81 298¢ w2 703 601 200 771 99.1
total 236 392 742 4271
posifive 180 206 24 1010
AltamiraiMN predicton negative a5 157 25383 3155 786 652 827 80.3 95.4
total 229 363 3613 4205
posifive 174 205 1018 1387
MUT_Risk.5 egeie = 82 =17 54 76.0 61.5 720 705 96.4
total 229 387 3635 423
Average 721 57.7 789 75.9 26.4
Mnimum 59.1 440 60.7 611 a7
Maximum 857 704 928 87.3 100.0
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F=4: Summary of the results of prediction by QSAR models in the Ames/QSAR challenge project_12,140

Phase |

Phase Il

Phase Il

A-sensitivity
Sensitivity
Specificity
Concordance

Applicability

68.9 (51.4-82.8)
55.8 (38.6-70.0)
78.6 (62.5-91.5)
75.3(63.6-83.9)

86.7 (14.5-100)

73.2 (58.5-89.5)
57.6 (44.8-72.1)
84.1(64.9-93.5)
80.2 (65.8-87.7)

85.7 (18.0-100)

72.1(59.1-85.7)
57.7 (44.0-70.4)
78.9(60.7-92.8)
75.9 (61.1-87.3)

86.4(9.7-100)
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B1: Class A chemicals, but all QSAR tools predicted “negative “ (false negatives)

Serialld  |ANEINo. CAS# Chemical Name S truc fure Result  |Mol
Weight
6273 3-(N-1104 NO_CAS 6-[(1.3-dime thyibutslidene)amino 1 7-fuoro-4-(2- . 5 A 302.349
propyd)-3.4-diydro- 2H- 1. 4-benmxazine-3- o
one ]\\
N N ~o
\:\\
7070 4-(7)-1776 NO_CAS 3-(4.6-dib 3-finorn-2-me thyiphe myi)- 3- s} A 382.023
oxopropionic acid efind ester
P =
Br
8218 8-@)-1758 NO_CAS 2-[2-chioro-4-fnoro- 3-(3-hydroxy-1-metint- A 313.71
1H-pyrazm - 3-yiphe noxy]-N-metinac etamide
12639 7-(#)-1038 NO_CAS 2- [(diphe mimetiniens Jamino]ace tic acid metind A 253301
ester
12798 7-(4)-1039 NO_CAS 4-[(4 -2 tiniphenyie tipnsd]- 1,2-difuorobenz=ne "‘] A 242260
&
ﬁ
L
bl
20043 3-(G3)-170 NO_CAS etind 1-fluoro-2-oxo-cyelopentane- 1-carboxyhte o] A 174171
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[X]2: Class A chemicals, but almost QSAR tools predicted “negative “ (false negatives)

Serial JANEI No. CASH Chemical_Name Result Mol We1ghtjStructure
3561 5-1118 NO_CAS N-[6- (N-buty] car bamoy| ) —5- A 358.4 PN
hydr oxy-1-naphthy|] carbamic acid o~
isobuty| ester
g
T

3565 51119 NO_CAS N-[8-br omo—6— (N-buty |carbamoy |)—
S-hydroxy—1-naphthy | Jcarbamic
acid iscbutyl ester ) Moo

=

437.3

7351 3-(4)-433 NO_CAS 3~ (2-oxocyc lohexy!) propana | A 154.2 0

7762 g-(1)-2411 NO_CAS methacrylic acid 1, 3dioxo—2H- [A 245 2
isoindole-2-yImethy| ester

10063 |8-(1)-2688 NO_CAS N-[2-[N2-[5 (hexahydro-TH- A 4546
azepine-1-yImethyl} -2-

thieny| car bony loxyl ami dinolethy|]
phthal imide

11025 |8-(73-1337 NO_CAS 6-chloro-4-hydroxy-1. 1-dioxo-1- |A 295.7
thia (V1)-2H-thieno[2, 3-€]-1,2-
thiazine-3—carboxyl ic acid methyl
ester

12457 |2-(6)-1576 NO_CAS 2.3. 3. 3-tetrafluoro-2- A BA8.1
(heptaf luoropropoxy) propanoic
acid 2- ;-_'.‘

(trifluoromethy!) hexaf |uor opropy | S |
ester f A'T‘r

13405  |4-(7-2114 NO_CAS 3-A-tert-butyl-2- A 203.4
fluorophenyliming)-2-

methy|butanoic acid ethyl ester
RNPER N
|

15383 |8-(7)-1520 NO_CAS 3-[[6-(2-ethoxy-1-butenyl}-1, 3~ |A 399.5 [+
dioxolo[4, 5-flbenzothiazole-7- o}
iuml —7-y |1 propane-1-su | fonate

15410 5-1372 NO_CAS t-chloronaphthal ene—2-sulfonic  [A 242.7
acid
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