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Reqistrat Result Result
e9 before after Note
ion No. . .
review review

12578 c B Although the study report was negative, reproducible weak activity was confirmed.
Re-evaluated as positive from the viewpoint of QSAR model development.

12998 C B Review of the study report revealed the chemical was positive.

12999 C B Review of the study report revealed the chemical was positive.

13388 c B Although the study report was negative, reproducible weak activity was confirmed.
Re-evaluated as positive from the viewpoint of QSAR model development.

13780 c B Although the study report was negative, reproducible weak activity was confirmed.
Re-evaluated as positive from the viewpoint of QSAR model development.

15107 c B Although the study report was negative, reproducible weak activity was confirmed.
Re-evaluated as positive from the viewpoint of QSAR model development.

15969 c B Although the study report was negative, reproducible weak activity was confirmed.
Re-evaluated as positive from the viewpoint of QSAR model development.

18542 c B Although the study report was negative, reproducible weak activity was confirmed.
Re-evaluated as positive from the viewpoint of QSAR model development.

18725 c B Although the study report was negative, reproducible weak activity was confirmed.
Re-evaluated as positive from the viewpoint of QSAR model development.

18746 C B Review of the study report revealed the chemical was positive.

19935 c B Although the study report was negative, reproducible weak activity was confirmed.
Re-evaluated as positive from the viewpoint of QSAR model development.

20083 c B Although the study report was negative, reproducible weak activity was confirmed.
Re-evaluated as positive from the viewpoint of QSAR model development.

20628 c B Although the study report was negative, reproducible weak activity was confirmed.
Re-evaluated as positive from the viewpoint of QSAR model development.

21008 C B Review of the study report revealed the chemical was positive.

21017 C B Review of the study report revealed the chemical was positive.

22021 c B Although the study report was negative, reproducible weak activity was confirmed.
Re-evaluated as positive from the viewpoint of QSAR model development.

22104 c B Although the study report was negative, reproducible weak activity was confirmed.

Re-evaluated as positive from the viewpoint of QSAR model development.

-20-




7 2 2L Ames BRERT — 2 X—ZAOFFED E L D

AfIZE |BHIZE| CHIE | 5t B
Wihawi: 1st7aY 7 FE# (A) 672 1085| 10383| 12140
20203 RE. ABREENEFELT (B) 44| 164 1238| 1446| FifERESREN T
20203 B IRTE. HBBEEHH Y @A AT (C=A-B) 628| 921| 9145| 10694
2020438  TIZFHE (D) 628| 921 16| 1565
20204E3 B B S COEFIRYIMT I L 2 FPMFERETIESR (B) 26| 18 16
202043 A B = CEPIREIMTEIE O P Class#EiE (E') -23| 15 2 -6| FHMEAEE (6)
$2[H
202043 A A TOHERR (A+E) 649| 1100 10385| 12134 AMeS/QSAR
Zavzs b
BT —%
202043 B B 5 o 5k 574f (F=C-D) 0 0| 9129| 9129
202145 A B S TOEFIRIMTIC & 2 @R RITIES (G) 0 0 50 50|2020F LI D EH
202145 B B = TEPRHIBTRTE O FEEClassiEE (G) 0| 50/ -50 0|2020FE LB DEH
2021458 S CHOHERSR (A+E'+G) 649 1150 10335/ 12134 B
202043 B U0 KM E LGP ER) 0 0 15 15| B S EH KB
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[1] K. Hansen, S. Mika, T. Schroeter, A. Sutter, A. ter Laak, T. Steger-Hartmann, N. Heinrich, K.-R.
Miiller, Benchmark Data Set for in Silico Prediction of Ames Mutagenicity, J. Chem. Inf. Model., 49
(2009) 2077-2081.
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