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Improvement of drug clearance pathway prediction
using binding free energy calculation
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Abstract : Recently, drug development needs longer term and larger budget than before, so it is needed to decrease of them. From
such a reason, the computer simulation-based techniques to design drugs which inhibit a target-protein is in the spotlight now. On
the other hand, the drugs must be metabolized and excreted. And, one of the techniques to search the chemical compound which
satisfy this condition is the drug clearance pathway prediction. Then, we tried to use binding free energy calculation of
protein-ligand complex with the docking calculation, one of the computer simulation, for the drug clearance pathway prediction,
we improved precision of the system for drug clearance pathway prediction previously developed in our lab.

Keywords : drug clearance pathway prediction, drug discovery assistance, docking calculation, binding free energy calculation,

Vol.2013-BIO-34 No.15

2013/6/28

machine learning

1. [FLBHI

BTE, HEOBRICITZ < OB & BN 2B
BINRNE L2 - TEBY, BABZYOBEIZI O CRINH
ke B LIRFICRERIBLLRD V. 20D, B
OB 331 2 AR LAY OFRENRSEE & 1 E X4,
MEKZR 2 A M2 TX LMY EIL, FHEMMOEMHEZIT
CEOEEMNEE - TND.

MR LAY OB ITITHE 2 R FERTY ANLbT
WABD, Fx iAW OYBELENREE AT L LT
BrHnb LT, o )77 0 ARKOTHZEITS v
2T ADRFE T Tx 7z DIy Y75 o 2R &
B - HShARETHY, 202 VT TR
R EIEMICTHT A Z EnTcEng, EbeERE LT
L bATo7% < THIWH - g S Wb ath & K it
BN T D LN TE, EDEHLEY OREREE
i bESH, BEKZ2 X N ETEXHRYENRT S Z &2
HEIZ72 5. Box BUARNCBR LB TIE, AT =4
kT v AR =% —IZ X 2 [Fligi~D Y iA 7 (Organic anion
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transporting polypeptide, OATP)72 & DRRFEIZ DV Tidm W
THBELZERLEZ 5, o rBAas
(UDP-glucuronosyltransferase, UGT) = > ~ 7 B A
P450(Cytochrome P450, CYP)D —# DREHE IV THE+4y
RTURBERGLNTE LT, Zh b OREO TRV
TiE, ERHZEENPMLELE IR TN,

CYP %, KEBLEFZE 7 7 IV —ORHTHY, WD}
OFEFHD CYP BRREINTWD. TN 51T 2/ BRESI
FIRPEIC X » T &N, CYPIA2,CYP2CY,... Lt \Wo 74
RIDMF T BTV g B,

EMBERLEmE X NI BD Ry X U R, Y
Bt e 2 o N BOET — 206, 5FH, BT
M < HEHET 22 & TROBLERBESLZ OO
FNKX—FFRHTDLFETHD. Ry 73HRITMER
OBEFHREITHNONTE N, s VT 7 ARKET
HOEBIZHBNT S, FEDRH LT O 7 o7 BT 33
WEREAELTRBEEIT) 2, Fyx v Jitfick > TR
B Ry LHEYEMEE E O AT XX —%
HEL, AT XV HEEEETINHET DL
TIZ VT 7 ARBTRICHATE SRR B A b5,

ZFICARMIETIE, 2O Ry XU ZEHEEZHAWT, Fx
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NDINETHREZIT> CETEBFEEICLE2 7T TR
BRETHORBEZ2METD 2L 2R, ZOFETHEE
Ptk (Renal) D X 5 728 Fe O ME /R &K O T INLEE L w7
W, R#Z R ERIToE D L LTV D CYP 245 B D%t
G LT D,
2. TR
HEEETOEY 2 YT T AR TR 28581
INETEEOMEIS N —TI2E > THUThNTETEY
CYP (2 X Bklg{L, K—/33 - p-kER{bEESE, UGT %0
BN DWW TEEFI O I OMEEN LRl T e 77 I v 7
Lo TFMEIT FHEY, CYPIT X 2 WA H 2 w78
ZROTTPHT 2 Tk 9%, CYPIA2 OEAINE 0%k
B P o Tk RO REISR WS, i,
T ITERMEEE YV, R — F XY Z—< 2 (support
vector machine, SVM)?, 7 — R F ¢ L 70 72 LkEx R
BTV RXLEAWZTR AT LR L TXZ
INLDOFEFHE D7 VT 7 ARKEROEY &
R LE L TITONIZFERTH 728, o FITiTElE o
Rt & 7 BOEICE » TR#EN TV DO b IFEE
T5. EHINSTE YOI VT Z v AR T RIS 5
T2 FRZITEE D7 VT T v ARE A SRM T 5
FTRFEERAREL, SOITEER EOZDIZLERTOT
WEAT-727.
2 OWFFETIL, {CYP3A4, CYP2C9, CYP2D6, CYPIA2,
CYP2C8, CYP2C19, Renal, OATP, UGT} D 9 f&IE & x5 & L
T, o )T 5 ARKBO T AT -
FATHFRICEB W ORI N LB TRICZ 2o Y
T T AR TR fEIC L BIEEEZRT. B recall &
precision OFHFIV-IE) TR I D, recall & precision IFLLT
DEIITKRDEND.
®  True Positive(TP): EBRIZIEF DO H DA IEL < THRITE
7- I

®  True Negative(TN):EEIZAF O LD EIEL L THIT
By

®  Talse Positive(FP): EFFIZABI DO L O & [HiE > TTHI L

7
®  TFalse Negative(FN):FEFZIZIERFI D H D % [HiE > Tl
L 7-BF
1= TP
e = TP Y FN
TP
precision = ————

—fRIZ recall DIE% EiFALIE precision DE% EiFiuiE
recall DEN TR BMEMIZH Y, ZOFMFEETH D fHIT
REMRHEERREEZET. £ 1 20BN LI,
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CYP2D6, CYPIA2 B LN UGT O T HIKSEE 23 o B8 1C
HRTEL > TEY, ZOFEFTEMOI VT 70 A%
BTHE L TELEHSER LTS EEFFE X,

£ 1 FATHIFRIZE T DHER

Table 1 Result of prior research

£
CYP3A4 0.765
CYP2C9 0.611
CYP2D6 0.388
CYP1A2 0.489
CYP2C8 0.750
CYP2C19 0.616
Renal 0.711
OATP 0.770
UGT 0.433

3. EMRFyXUJIC& B EAEBEIRILY—

&

Ky ZHREITEE, =7y hOX L IRTBEDORT v
MEEIZEHAET 2HEY A RFHT D7 DICHA SN 55,
ZOWHAEOR UE LTS B B R LVF — &P #H 5
FTHZETHELTWS. bAFEMPRB SN D7D,
FTZORBICEDDLZ VXV E AT DI ENMAT
BN, TOEMNRHNCBEDL D X T H G L
TEEMDZENTENRE, BAILZEDOIEYNEORIKIC
FoTHRMEIN2NWZ L ZMDZLNTED. 20D,

L RPN & B E OO E AR X
—ZIEFEIZRD D Z ENTENE, ZOBHRNLI VT T
VAR TROBEOUEN SN D AREERZS 2 b 5.

31 EpFyxy

TRy X 70%, BTk 2RI EEDORMOE
AfEEE 2 Ea—% ETHENICHEET A TIETHS.

Ry Z73EEITY 7077 A%, 1982 FICBE I
72 DOCK'"?%1Z U, GOLD"™, FlexX', Glide'V%%1% <
FAET D AR T, METHEAT L2 EBARETH Y,
EHHEICE> TEZ OEABABFATHEN SN TE
AutoDock'® % f# H] L 7-.

3.1.1 AutoDock

AutoDock (A7 U FAMFFEATIC L » THRFE SN/ Z N
7E-VAY FEO Ry X 73R EITY) 7077 5 Th
%. AutoDock TIFEAHMIEDORRE T L T Y X LNZEEBW
TNAITYXLEFERL TS,

Ryd o 7ROV a VORBTER 1IRTLIIE, £
T X R BB LML E YOS E 28 b & TR ES
S, (LEVONEZBESE TR LF—NICRLE
ERRY Y a v BRRATD.
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1 AutoDock ® K v &> 7 FJAE
(AutoDock4.2 User Guide'” X v 5[ )
Figure 1 Procedure of AutoDock docking calculation
(from AutoDock4.2 User Guide'” )

AutoDock TiZ, iZbAWDIBRREDET, 2 X208
DIFADOFRFE LTUTO LD a2z 7 Bk E H Tt
EHHZRLF—% kI/mol L THEL, ZOT /L ¥ —
OEERIBIERZ 7 %7 L TGRT.

AG:fvdWZ(%__LG{)'FfelecZ( — )
7\ T 77 e(rij)ry
D
+frbond ZE(t) __r_ + Enpona

9]

Uil

2
()
+AGtorNtor + fsol Z Eije 2o
ij

722U, mldi L jOERE, A, BlET 7 T AT =LA -
T A—=H, Cj, D lFTKFEREE RIS LRT v LD
RE, E 3RO 0 O AR oRETh D, Ez,
Enpong VX K F & © i k& 25 < M E H,
foaw: fetees favonds fso T ENENT 7 T LU —/L X, &
WHEEH, KE-BA, %%ﬁﬁ@%%®i&%ﬁ%%?
AGior 1 IALEM MW Z R B L ERT 2 2 L THENE
THZ &I _iéiﬁé\lﬁ"%?‘:@@l/f\lﬂtwﬁ/)u
LHIRNFXF L ERL, TICEERRTREZR S & OHE >
JCHHZRALF—IZEE LTS
4. REFE

AFETIZ Ry F o VI ko THEESh A BT xR
NX—FHNTEY I VT T AREOTFREITS 2 50
FEEFEH L. H-0FETHE, HEBHZRXLFY—0D
ETHRFIEOTRFERIC T ANV E—%NTHZ LT, R
EfLAEME RN TEEZm ESEAZ LA BIE LT,
ZOFETIE, S AR RLX — O A TR O R
WEIZZ, WM VT 7 ARETREIT- 1.

ZOFEETOITE, R 2 & X7 EOMEN
WESNTWDIRLERDD. K 1IZHLHREDI B, CYP
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WCOWTIRHTRTHEET - BHRINTZ. 20 b,
CYP1A2 3 L U8 CYP2D6 (ZOWT D {23 0.5 2 FlEl v,
FRIEE R+ ThneEBZoND72), SRR KEEZD
2oL T 5.

41 =42ty
ARFIETIZIR A & DS THFSE
— Xty NEfER L.

— &%y MIBALEWOEN, MIEE 7 EIEES
B, HTE, SEUREO 4 SO LSRR L, 3K
JUTTUARKEE LD LD THS., ZOTF—F
k1% {CYP3A4, CYP2C9, CYP2D6, CYPIA2, CYP2CS,
CYP2C19, Renal, OATP, UGT} ™ 9 FEHH D ARSI BIT 5
T—EEy FTHY, HEDOZ VT T U ARKEFROE
MHTFET AE 244 (LB D~ L F FTRALDFT —XtE v |k
Thd. 2721, AFETIE ERDEY CYPIA2, CYP2D6
D 2RI DI Z TR SR E L.

42 BREFZ 1 H#EAHIRLF—ICKE T2 )Y
g

AFEZ, BFEOTRUFEZBNT, 5707 702K
BEoR#END LHE SN EHLAEmIC OV THARRA
TANX—DfEE L IO X, b2 IEAEE T FE
{behEZORBETREEIND ETRITLFETHD. o
TR TR SN D & THlE STV B ILEWw % Tl
LIV ZE2BETHLOTHD. UTFZOFEE [
AHHTRLE—ICL DT ANEY 7] LIRS,

43 BEFZ 2 HEEHI RV —2BEEEICNZ=F
p:(|

2 DHDOMBEFIEIL, BT TRA 4 DOREIC,

FEEBHHZRAX—EH IR S LTINS 21T
IFETHD. BETFEI CHBEAERET R LY -0 &
Z DM DR R E BRI &ofwétw P2 D FE
BlICE#ZNZ 2 12k, Ve 70 BAR 2 22 W RE

K&éﬂ%@ﬁ%é.%ﬁﬁ Ti%&w SVM %M
FTHFIEEREL TR, DEESEMEC2>TLED
725 ENE—BERED SVM TH#E, Tllz{To7. LT
OFEE FEAERAT R — 2RI 2 TH) &
5.

431 ZF NS A3 LEHEHEDOERE

SVM D H — R A, B H — R R LH A A — RV N
FIET 20, 4 ija—zﬂ/k LTUTFTOXRTERIND
Gaussian Kernel % A\ 7=,

D"TCHWLNEBDER LT

K(x, z) = exp(—yllx — zl?)

£/, yOfE & LT, {0.005, 0.01, 0.05, 0.1, 0.2, 0.5,
0.7, 1.0, 2.0, 5.0, 7.0, 10} ® 12V &V T h~w—T
DAARNRTA—=HCOfEE LT, LATD 226180 % BR5E.
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® 0017501 FTO001AATIOED
® 0.15/,5 1.0 ETO005%ATISHED
® 1515100 FETOS5SXNATIONEY

Ft 271238 0 OMAADETTRZITY, fEIHRKICAR
LA ARDOEERE L.

E7o, EfLEY L REMEEMOMERY B D7
W, FATHE & FERICZE DWEN 111 12D EHIcT—#
WCEADITE L.

BB EITEOHBAN LR D720, 8/ 24T 5 Bl AR
# & % E b (normalization) L 7=. 1EM{LDJEE LTI,
FEATHFRIZAE VW EL T O L - TIEH AT o 72,

X, XEAT X, wIxT—% OVHE, oldT —
ZOFMERZEE L, FHO0, pH 1 b X0, UTO
REHWCEWREI TS T2 DTHY, —f¥IC z score &I
b,

Xnorm = —7= 52

5. RERLEER

510 ANV BEIARBET— 2 LILEhEET—4

Z R B OSAEEST — Z X PDBY b A v v — B
L7=. CYP2D6 DT — % 1X PDBID:2F9Q @ %, O % {if
L72. CYPIA2 IZ DWW T, R Df5 & 07— % 7 PDB
\ZAFAE L7 o 7272, alpha-naphthoflavone & @ 3L ik
T 5 PDBID:2HI4 D1 D5 CYPIA2 #8453 2T H L
T L.

{EEYHEET — Z L ZINC )b Xy a— R L. 20
B, WY REET — A BRATE o T LEMRH Y,
AT L 0 T — 2 B3 LT, T RiIcE
WT, ZORBIZBWTR#SINDENE I D ToEh &L
FERENTE TR TLEHLH 0, TR BRI LTz,
FORER, ERICARERICAWALEYRIIE 20k 51T
ot

2 FEBIMHEM LbaEk

Table 2 Number of compounds

ZURTE | EATEIR Polea s FHFEOLEMEK
CYP1A2 244 = 217
CYP2D6 244 = 219

5.2 FRItEREEEME

AW TIE, S BB RV ¥ — TIE & R in x 7=
SVM 1T K % Tl & H 3 2 BT 28 2 i 58 1% (cross
validation) % i F§ LREl 21T - 72. $R R FIE 2 OMEREFEAN T
IZ, leave-one-out cross validation Zf# f L, fEZ & H L7-.
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53 ERER

531 FEB ESEBAIRLXY—ITLE 702UV T3R
EFETD) LREFEOLE

MABHRZ RV —TREIC LD 7 oV H2 ) T aiTo 0
B & TECRFIERIK & OTRVERED ik 21T - 7=

X 2 {2 CYP1A2 & CYP2D6 ([Z DWW CHEAHHBE T RLX
—THEIC L AERTHEO T 4V E ) T LR kRTEIC K
LHENEND f HE R L. CYPIA2 IZDOWT, #ERTFiE
O fEIF 0489 THozDIZx L, RETFIE 1 T 0578 &
KELh#E L. CYP2D6 [ZDWWT b [EEET, FERFILED
A 0.387 THHT-DITK L, #ERTIE 1 TIX 0412 12K
#ELT2.

B2Xy, Ry 7HEICIDMABERET LY
— DT HEIIERFIEOBEEZ U ET 7DD T 1L —
ELTHIALEDLZ ERbhoTz. LiL, FOEMEC
DVWTHEITIT> TRV, 5% had 505
Db 5.

532 KB 2 EEAHEBAI R —EHEEICMA =FRIGR
EFZE2)

Ry o ZHEICL DA B RT3 X —O TR 7
WALEY ORME L LT, 5 >ORMEEZ ANICL
72 SVM Zfli I L7c. £z, FEIL T~ T z_score TIERL
fbLiz. ZofR%, kD 4 DOR/FBEEAILETH
SVM IZ L 2 THIOFER & g L7z,

X 3 (2 CYPIA2 & CYP2D6 [ZOWCHGHH T RL¥
— H RIS AT SVMIC L 2 Pl Rtk SVMIC L 5
FHlOZENZTND fEER L. ZOFE, CYPIA2 2o
WTCITIRETIE 2 O 28 0525 720, fhoFiE%E L
o572, LA L, CYP2D6 IZHOWTITEm R B SR o 7z,

Zhix, —HoBEMbEMoOMET — 2 RO b
holl=diz, Efl, AREnZhoREFERLERD I D%
R Z2ALB R BRIL S, FEIC L > TERWREERHE
EROTDZENRREL ST/ REENDD. T, &
THRICHN T —F LR LT =252 HWS 2 LT
CYP2D6 IZ DWW TCHEENRIAEN .

iRk e LT, tofbBdWT — 4 X—AhbiEET —
AEWETHIENBEZXLNDH, TN THLRATEZ2N
BEIBEN O FETVEERT DY 7 by =T Ef
A28 L TOMB CHET -2 2B T H0LERH 5.
54 YJIVFS50ARBFANOER
F2BR 2 OFERTIZHIF L7213 8 OREOWEITR S R)
o7, L, 1 B SVM Rl & T 9 i3l B idch &
LTHEY, BAEHT LT —2 /BRI 5LV T
EHERITELWEZ X b, SBITHR L FERICZ BB To
FREAT ZLTATHRORBE L 0 b EWBE CO TR E21T
ITENAHRETHH EBZOLND.
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Figure 2 f-value of method 1 (filtering of previous method with docking free energy)
i CYP1A2 CYP2D6 i
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\Wgoo

B 3 BEFE2ICEDTHBIOERFEICL D PHIO L #
Figure 3 f-value of method 2 (prediction with SVM using binding free energy)

6. 5

6.1 RRXDFLH LR

AT, Ry 73K e AT 2 AF—F
BEMBALT, o VT T AR TR O RS U 21T
S, FOFELLT, fEAHZ XX —THREIZL S
TANE Y T@ERETIE DEMKEE BT XA —TFHIE
ERME L35 SVM 2V TEY - THIEIT S FIEARE
FiE)ERE L.

RETFIE LTI, CROEW Y V7 7 0 AR T OF
EO TR RIS BRIV —DFRIfEICE D 7 4 L
ZUV U TRITHIET, HORBECTRBIND Lo TH
ESIN TV EmERINT D22 2k by, THRKE
LSRRI EDZEN DT,

ETFIE2 THE, BAAHRZRLX—0 TlEZ FHE
LD SVM IZRDFHE - TllE T2, M LR
BEWEIIRONRh-T-. L, 8T — 2o
RNy X TEHRAORESE, FH - TRIOZER R L
LD, 5%, WERFIEORBELXUETELHAREERS .

INLORRIZEY, RFETIHHEEGEAZRILE —0
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0.489 & H 5(2012)’

FRME & DKM & SR Tl 5 2 & TSR E TOFRE
WEDTHRROBELRET D LNTEDLZ LR DM
> 7.

6.2 SEDERE
ARWFFEDFEERIZIBNT, WL OO EMEBRIN L TE D,
FATHITE & ORBE R A TE TV ARWE RS, 20
e, T—HEy MEHE—LTHEREZITH> 2L T SVM
DOFEREES LR, SEREER ENDRERD 5.

72, AEOER | BLOER 2 THIBERFESLT
BZEITOTICHEZ IR LN, EbALFEROTHEZ
Tol ECORMEIZED LS ITRDDONERT HLENH
5.

AEOFER 2 TIEFE, BIOTRBNEHIC/->CTLE
H728, 5 DOFHEEIZ L B LB TO T ITh 2o
7. IEREICHEATRIZE DR R & e+ 2 72 012ix, 5 20k
WA - 2 BB TN DN T A4 O TR FE Bl 217
IMENRSDEEZEZLND.
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