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TR THTEIRE™, T 4380 ) A AL R L PG HE 45
MRFFE AR . AR R AT T, RS o Aok b
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258 1k DNA I FD | 7 —fRIFH A ( next-generation
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WA N R JEIEET “RIm 2 ATVERC” SRS (4 b T 7
7% PharmMapper ( FFH24E T AR (R TR S5 ) U914, X st
JECTEEPR FARTZ ], A T EBRAEYE SRR
5 B U — i 22 M

FEt LR, AR GE 3 TR M bR 1 25 i
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Wi 1 250 AR A PR AR B0, R Ak 2 3 R
THE AR o TS 2 v I O AR - 32 R 45 5 30 ) 2 S8
(US54 F I BE AGyang 2500 W 8L K, B 85 % 5K,
5 ) MZEE NI 280 CINGS A 3R B ke, R R
TR ko) WTHE DT AT 2 25 BT Y S BF 5 R
Z—o LA NIE, CRET —RINEIR-ZIRL ST
SEE ¥ SH0TE . Hh, BR-ZRES &)
SRR ITE T LRBUR APIZE: (1) TR
TR B A BR G 43 F X% ( Molecular Docking ) AT
43 PR%L (Scoring Function ) Y5 (2) JFEERE R w1
S ERARRES A F R R RY Ing M LA
il ( Linear Interaction Energy, LIE ) J77£** MM-PB-
SA/GBSAP | [ i BEMMILYE (Free Energy Perturbation,
FEP ) P7HI# 2504 ( Thermodynamic Integration,
TI) "4 BUAK-SZIREE G 3 )12 2800 5 k) 2
FFEHET 1811717 (Molecular Dynamics ) Y5 VERIET
SR X R, W5 VR A b R AR -2 AR E Y
HRBHARAHEE (Markov State Model ) P"al it (- 32 A
%545 H il BE4 54# ( Binding Free Energy Landscape ) °',
T C IR -SZ ORI 25 6 B0t B ST AR, BT e -
TR GBI ESR b, BT T e E Tk,
SRR I E R . PR, A2 AR A e
STPOR PR RAR, F RO -SZ RS S R0 R
B, PRk, M RBCIR-Z RS & A AR AR B S R
FRSEA AR . BT, SRAE I a5
A REHERR TS BCAR- 2 R 25 5 5 112 280 P RkBE
YT 5 RER TR A1E, HEARTSNiERES
S ERS A A 2% SN ALER ) 3 JE S F2 ( Transition
State Theory ) I F T254)-$EFs AHELAR IR SE . BT % )&
R T M 43 X7 1 DL S BIGHE () MM-GBSA 454
AR ARITTR O, B T 259 MR 4SS = UR AR 25 ) B8
R SRNS , R T 259-H0hRgs & H e 2 R i gty
LA 2 - SRR G T 2 58S G d D1 A O
SR, HATIXFhIE T2 F X HER SRR ik, A0S H
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P2 5 F1 H B BOORS 2 22 460 X BRI, R4
M A5 B T T TR B RO bR - IO AR A AR AT 43 R
HORTHAARL, RJE T —RIVEA QN k. 5%
B, BRI T AT AT A E A
G, T TR AR 1 R AR I T AR RE SR
AR AEAE B o R AT Sy R B R Dy T, KT
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B WZAPIEE Y B AE ST X AT 43 R AL
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XT3 BRE R SERE IR T FE A G kAR Ik
Jiik, a5 EAE Glide 7E A9 7 Bl ULAY T 23 e K0t
s, RMA AT ST 2 RE 1F Wy 3 SCHE g
W, 1SBHT o> BRI SS & AR AN T Oy A T R
Akt

Hxrp (AL S YK KR 55—
T O, N SEFA M AAT M ER T 5 FH
S5H R R AR Z B WS VR ) FEZS B E b i
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K HEF -n AR A E S, BTN Z M BE T LAAH
GBI AT DB AR RS ST 25 5 AR B L Z R Y
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HAHE BB NS BEMGH T AR _

SN B R, R R T AT LU T 2 i 1 BT 43 bR
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2 BRI NFHREF R

2R T2V FUR R B B S v 1 25 W e T R I
R EE N2 —. LR R, TR, 4y
fii . fRIF . HEM A EEYE (ADME/T ) SEEe sl 5P,
TR N Ty W R g, RS AR B
ADME/T T30 J5 12 & e RN IR 5, © iR 259 K 3
FOEARBIFTE ) — 4~ B 5 )7 1h]

TEREE BIO TSI R R, W ALl S AR 23T
FBER TR A BOT R, (253t T 5252y
PERFSE T, S MBS R IR, B 2
DI R it 5 4 pKa B AUAE 4 5 A IR 2 2]
DT EER AR R SRR AT I LS KT TE logs T
RS AN (it PR R B fk 5 ) 1 R A T A AR T ) — 38
PERIHL S TogS MY TRINE2 At 1B Y L B% . 33k R JH 22 Fh i
AL R B A i, RGP R R
Y T W VR B, (BRI A A 2 0 0 0 28
ARG )

AR, BEE T A R T, LEA RN
I P T (P-glycoprotein, P-gp ) FIZHL 52 P450
( Cytochrome P450, CYP450 ) ™", LI KB sk M it
PSS A6 A M 5 e R R RE IR T R
AR RS S 0 A R P . SR 5 N ITE H AR
1 ( Human Serum Albumin, HSA ) 2 [aJff FHFSARAT K 43
TS, TAHZA KT 29 HSA 454 WA ==
RiE. TE% & T MK A AL G MG RLE &R, L
Fe MR Bt FBEHLARAL ( Random Forest, RF) . 31

[ #EHL ( Support Vector Machine, SVM ) k25445 )y
(A b, 220 van A 23 0% OO0 e s 0 AR AL A5 LA L 2
P>l B I s H L R (Genetic
Algorithm, GA ) 5 SVM ey 24 97 1 fii 57 575 385 14 ik
POMAEAL, BRI BT R IR S | W e T AR U A
REJT . SRMR MR fif 43 A 7 A EEAEF, A
By 3 ANy 1 T 10 ik 5 2 3 1 2 U Ay i A e
BB IS H IR RO

I3 — 7, AE P-gp J B R AL 2 UK I BT T A L B
BT RKEHR, WA HHETHZk2 (0CT2) M
Wi 2B WIMEEIZ R 1 (MATED) S5 2
Fol 205 00 38 AT A0 A 2 3000 g T A 7 () 4 2 255
T IR, AN R GA-CG-SVM 7 ik sl H 3L
FEHUMERE T (BCRP) Y WML A A4 B Y hRLBE
2 TR A 20 SR, I T OCT2 .,
MATE1 #I il FI 45 258088 (1), RERIR I MER
BRKIET, IR T A AR OS5 4G R A 24528 A
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T TERAREZHA KFMEMATE 1531 | [ CERRRZBRES T
BFHTFENF RS EREAANE
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HHR1 DRR HHR2 AAAP

RIS T
WL IRAIE AR

1

[ MATE D AL I ER IR AR 1

A 1 MATE 1 454 ) Fm A7 A s 72

CY P QB 3 T J7 1T, 308 5 R FH SR 23 10 4%
MR 2575 18 CYP2D6 25 s e, JFAR i
Ve s S AL O IO BE R . RS R AR AL BN, A
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DAL AT, AL 45 R SMART Cyp # A1
PSR 4 2D Z54 T CYP3A4 R £ h
AREY,
2B6., 2C19. 2C8. 2C9. 2D6 I 2E1 AR 5 (i T
QLU TR A TS SR TR AR A 25 ) 0l
BRI AR ER DT LA CY PARI L AR PN A A, i 80 i 2y
ST BN S N SRR B A i oy BRI AR R
B, RS 125 T AT Bl s A Bk R S )
BL, RHIFIEE VR EACRRTT . 0 TP A T S5
RIS ATRE R LRI (UGTs) HymaiiiE™,
A BB T MR SE )7, McCarren %2047 T
X Ames TN R AL A B2 0 1R AT, IR TR
v B3040 S XA AL S, R AE IR I SVMLL SR AR
( Decision Tree, DT) . AN THiZ:M % ( Artificial Neural

H—24% SMARTCyp #) 5| CYP1A2, 2A6.

Network, ANN ) . KNN FIfpz DI ( Naive Bayesian,
NB) J5k, LhJ CDK 43 FH8 805 Al A e g 1 il
BErd R [ 2T ) T Gaston 5 ik R T B0
IREERRIE TS DR A, R ST R T,

KA SVM. DT. RFAINB Ji%k. #35H kL
LR A7 20 J5 VA A S P P T AR 2 AR T 020
T Drwal S8 NTUR R T — RGBS YA
AVE S8R R (0 2 PR PE B0 5 v, AT AR i 23 AT
T PTREARERR . PRHBE 1 25 TR R 27 2] 5 vk
P TR B M SR A A A, s oy A — B
PR TR T BETY . Davis AT UHIH T CTD
( Comparative Toxicogenomics Database ) %48 2 2%
WalE, RSN GRS YR RIBLET . el E 4R it
.

W& THRHAR MR &, BT ADME/TSE 5040
PEARERINAG , AR AR HLHI A BT, LR ) SE 3 150
DNRLE R DT IS R, R 204k ek
TRIZE 5% i 45 25X Bl 1 2EAE N AR 2 25 W) 0T A il 7
7 T AR B ARWTHEH:, ADME/T TR Y 14 5 b b
i, JEEISCHMEHE, ATLURWM UL, eI
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e

3 Zyistit 7T iERI L A

i 30 4R, PEREE THEHLIERE A PR 4R TR
FAVRBY 25 B Ik TR A, 8B BOR ]
G h S BTG PR A W A IS AU A 1) BT Ui R TR
b, BB ELAE 2GWPE LRR K BE . 2590 F KB BL
2GR L AR . L etEIF Y (ADME/T) LU
BT e S 4 A B 25 I R se . eAh, A
AR EFURR R UES AR B A )8 L 3 AR AR AR AT BRI
LRZ W07k OB EOR R AN G BT A 25 P 4045 A R
SRR /N1 VAR 22 Ik B LR SR A 25 0T B 1
KA, W=l T FaA R . JEHIETE A BT R 2R
Yris e S5 (Hit) 5577 mA & B Er R . W H
G, BRI AR I R T 1) R B D9

B3I (E2) - (1) $BhRA B, THARERAIE R AL
WhrEs  (2) AMrreiriedts (3) 2kt

B2 Bt FORA BT EMFIF LY HHTA LR
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PR ISR AE T AL P S 25 AR AR, ORI
TR R S o 25N R REAR 1 R LA B 3
A AR IR I RE T, /N rFHREE SR8 (First-in-
class) 25k fLAEARRIMEIE R | Bz . LS
o] RNHE, EYIEYERE T . SET R ) ik
RHET RIS W T3 B 0 R o - R E R B Bl
2 T R b BT R (R 1 2 AR L T B L
[, 34 3k 1 0 P Ay S A 24 4 PG R 27 S 245 9
ARV FH BT BRI 1S4 SRR 254 M ai E PR
W 25 bR R I . DI RERF ST T 4 F Sk R I — 1k
Tea SR T E 25RF & oR , ThRHBE b 25 1) T E )5
AT L, B T AR A L. DIRERRIERIZS )
BRI ARG, O TR E 2B T Y
bz —, XK E e A AR T S BT
Wik, TERE A=A TR R e A gk
FFR ML 5 B ZAU, R T — RGBT AR
IFEE X A DLV A 25 W SR A T 25 W) R IS, A T
B . — RIVHTHEAR . L e K AL 17X T
A AR R AR, AR T 2R A s R
T TR AR 2 Y B A AR AL T AT P

bR R 5 — A HE R R, ETAEYER
L RGAWEF TR IBRAR DGR (5 5 Sl A
APIIREE LS, ST AR AT A 2 e T AL 1
OIS T REIREIA, IR AR B L2 Ay T 3 E
Bt JEEAE . WEBRIG SO AP 55 S AP I H B RS
1A% GE B T B — AR 25 W) XE L A SRR IR LR YT H
bro M4, Pfizer INBFE AL Allen, B. K R HAVER e
S T A A2 B O AR S G L 2 R
R AU e 6 I TV FH TR AE A 3 B (o SR B 70
W TR B T TR Sl B 2 S T A T
PEP2 TR R BRAR DAL W) 531 W04, A3 0T 4% 8y ) 2
P, SR BURRAL S 25 K IR BE TR T
3 X — R WA ) A ) T R R ABISE , BRAR LN
ARG . SRR SCHETT 2598 T AL

RHBE 138 254 T B AL T LA A - A K A AL
A2 3 ASTRL ARG A 3 B A 1 s P 2%
RV, Sy B A W4 i Al 2T BB Bt 1 S ™

18 58 78 S 1 $0BR i UE I ) REAF 5 3 Bl 0oL L 50 T
BOkEAT, FENTSET1, HRERAGERME. HRA Y
TR —FE Y ERE ST TR, RERIE 47 80 1 2
O % 388 3K B ) A AL A R A S AR R S 5 A
A LA MBEOUL S22 T F o8 LT AE L AT R iR kb TSR ik
AR AR, GEFIMMBIKAZIK (Guanosine-binding
Protein Coupled Receptor, GPCR ) HIE 118 il & F11/E N
—RELMIREL YR, ZRBCRBRZ W ER., HI)
BAYGHEFE L) IS 7, Rl T T B (K,)
30 T B S 3 S 1 1D R L T 5 A T R
J& . hERHGE [ 20 T I AR A 2 O TR R e 4
K B 2% GPCR hiS R B8 I AT 2™, 1 R
41 B 2§ GPCR 1 ECD Fli#5 5 X AT PR AR XS F 42
M) T B2 GPCR MZSHTNREC R IFTE, WAL T
B B2 GPCR TN RE/Nr TR AL T R E(F B, %
Pl Bk 25 G i T AR 2 D IR AT T K 1.2/K 2.1 Sl TE
ITF 53 i 1 B TF AR A, e AR T K
8 I FFROC AT AR 1% — 2K B 2 A

R U T Tl (ASIC) |, whRkBe b it 254 it f R
Be M 2Rk 2 B F TN B VR TR A 42 05 v R S
8T ASICL HghSAT A (- 3) R IE A il A
TASICH g7 h SIIREME R, IR T — A8
(4 ASICT [ THRERL . T F TP

S2-83 linker $4-85 linker

BETEHEET (K ) Bl

MR TIEE (ASIC)

G-&EBEZA (GPCR)

Urr, @muny @32 fpEm &

B3 Kvi@id . ASIC il i #= GPCR # BLAk A4z 15,5 7 & B
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/N3 X 5 R 1 2 25 H G 1 4 R AR
F5E B0 g — A E B OCTE Ao IR 2 A 5 )
Tl 0 UL o s 6 i A /N G 5 B R 1 A PRI 0 4 1 A
B A B R B RE 9 4 AL, R Y S E A
ZER TN RESC R PR E B R 1, hRHE B2
JIE 3 3o KA 53 3y Sy LS S e 4 4, R
T PIP2 5 KCNQ2 i 45 A iy sh & A2 1 e SLmt
b, B ERETE] (1ps) 3 F2h IR LT PIP2 i
& KCNQ2 # i (AL "o edb, 5 e i i) MD 45
0L TR W i R ] 5 1A 22 S A R 4 Jmy PR T 1l
o KRBT N AE S F KT AR RBENR S TR
FIER AL T 28R Sl T DL fige T Sl L JEL o 152 4
% GPCR (I RE L REMERRAIE T 45 Ry SRRl

ULAENC, B B M FE AR AT B, 76 1A B
WM TSHNERT, PBOTEORTERAR S — U
PeorF R IR R TR A — s ST
THif, 5GBS AR AL, AT SE B TES
A WA FREIo TR R B, FeFA5H It T e 2
IV AR FEREAH 250 R B B o A A TR ey
Hifz, RMHFAEPEER . TEPEEF e b S R T
F AR S, RIS T A 259153 (Structure Based
Drug Design, SBDD ) A, AR Al JiA s ol dh A 2544
i FHZ 53 R4 5 004 T RE AU S B 2 1 8 AR M
Y IR R ISR AT B A
ROLUEN], THEHUE B 25 Y Bt E R . QiR
. PR RGBS . O MAR . PFIR RGP FER R
IR UG 25 78 A I RO R A R G
AR VR 7 SR LS S M S AR R S PR O
TS SRl R B AR, hRkBE 25 i
R SR LR LA AR, R R AL
il SRS, BT I P EREE /N FDC-ACS0, 1]
[ Fsf L 2] PR AR B 1 Atox L RICCS, e R s 5
FHEZ , DNITRR S PEI o 40 b e, HLAEZ RN sh
S PRI RAF B IE Y. BT, DC-ACS0 A
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KR O AT AL

5 GPCR FIBGAFHEAR AR, U He ] 450E T8 i e
FEWE B B RN R IR S G 4% SRR
B0 ARV A A 2 S 1T 00 0 R 9 U M 2 —
3 3 BT S5 A8 (1 2 Ve R B F PR 4 3 i s )
MG AR KPR . TR A AR50 Al T R T 3h s
MR ZY it A5 IX 28 24 Py b ) B 25 B8 T
A RE . KCNQ2 SRR AH G 1 — S H R [ 145 81 25 738
B, HE T ROIE S AT AR R AN SRR EAR .
FHBE 11 24 9 il ik 5558 FH 8l 1 2Bl . x4
SE R SR A BRI AE i, KRBT — M T E )
P ( gating charge pathway ) H1 I ElFI45 4 1
ASUCOREHZ DA R T A5 25303 T, Zer R B
MBRHHIN T 94 KCNQ2 Hrifh sl , Hrh A~ Emi 2 sh
e e R AR ATE R S A T Dy S U i ]
TE VRS A D AR AL T RIS 6], O HE RS T
CRET AR R RS R R T,
-3 2 YIRS U — A R

EH-HEHMEAEM (Protein-Protein Interaction,
PPI) JEVFZ A= fin i B A5G LUBURI 5¢ B B6Atl,  [RIAtj—
FE BRI, ORISR iz . i e
Ko AL TG EE A, (R T B 2591
T B B HE R 16 07 kA Sk PP AR 3R] Uy 1h S A A
R B A - PR AR 2GR U SHRAE
FHSUIE 11 B S MR A% 2 (hot spots ) T, fESH—A>
PSR GUR, STAEkK, & -2 PO AR AT S 2
R Z 1 N HRE, CtE T I R T
ZIRBOT 25 50 R, E B RIE TR
VL5 IR I AR 45 A Ty 2 A 4 F 14 1 B S
(K,1.3) il RS 24 e 260", kg b
e 245 BT AT 5 X FLiE A TR 1 5 5 1) PRC2 Y 5
TP RIS & BRAS — N ) EED-EZH2 & A4 A1 (1 /)N
S F IR B Z

HRi, 3T MEHAMBIT R RSB, T
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HEA T PG . RURCA PR, X0 /3 A AR
SN BN B IR . (BT AR A B I 4% 0 2% 1Y
2N, IWRGRH BN 5 25 i BRfg 8 5C EE 2T,
TR 2% 19 25 B O 2t 2 Wy s s Y — R 7
[ o B AT T 00 246 J22 T 14 B )T, 1 I 2 A
RNEAEAW K 55835, ATLATUL, fEA AR R,
TP R GEIE , A . iR RGP S AP
1 Z AR G W HNA P O AT RE . 15— D7, T
A -4 FRH ELAE P 5 TR B SR AR L T AL, B
W BV T 85 A -2 FR AR /N5 il 50 R e A
XD, e A A AL, A SN & 11 -2 A L AR
WL U — R, 22 /N1 K DL R T
AT AN FH T2 1 - 2R P P Ao 40 o 70
T AR At 35 2 1 - A AR OSSR s AR 2 il
FIZRAE R PR G BEAT 731 1 R 0 U2 3 -2 A AR
NPT RS TRAR A, MRS R R B 5
Il

4 B25

L LRk, W TP A S I, AR
A s AT, BT A T R A AT
P, BRI R 2GR R BRI R o TR
KA AR R G, 5 2O A AR B
LT/ = S AN ESI/ASIRIE 27 IR s NDRE XS VSR
w, BEERIPCT RN CJHIRAY” B AL S0,
RS B T ARZ RSN, 5 = m e i AR
7, WEERA = BRBEFTF W S DTS, B
A IR RIE A . He R o SR B Y R B 5 AN ]
RURNESAG R LA, BT A ) R DA =2 18] B DGR, X
JEU R R AT AN R 2 L A R e b o BB LT 25 W i
C2MIE TR ERE R RS . GRP LEAT AL
I GLP 25 i RGEF ZIN AR it ke e
87, WSS P AR AR B R

FRBARUE T AW RA 29T A s B AT

DUBE BB MR ARG . FEIRSAS, RO AR, 2E7IR
S, PRI M EEIETRE S, AT 55 BE T
Bt b2t S S 5EEBE NELAPRE
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e-Science Platform Construction Accelerates the Development of Rational
Drug Design

Hu Junchi' XuPan' Chen Yantao' Liu Tingting® Lu Dong’ Xu Yuan' Yang Huaiyu' Luo Xiaomin' Zhu Weiliang'

Zheng Mingyue' Yu Kungian' Luo Cheng' Jiang Hualiang'”

(1 Shanghai Institute of Materia Medica, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Shanghai 201203, China;

2 School of Life Science and Technology, ShanghaiTech University, Shanghai 201210, China )

Abstract As the big data era approaching, supercomputer-guided rational drug discovery and design provides a new opportunity for modern

drug discovery. The infrastructure upgrades of e-science platform, including the high-performance computers’ microprocessors development,

and the appearance of new resource pattern, connect supercomputer with computational biology and computational chemistry, add new features

to the traditional drug discovery and computer-aided drug design, as well as speed up the research process of the molecular dynamics simulation

and the virtual screening. To illustrate the advantage of e-science platform in efficiency enhancement, cost reduction, process acceleration,

risk management, as well as value improvement of research and innovative ability, this review covers a comprehensive range of the current

development of rational drug design from three respects: the methodology research of drug design, the pharmacokinetics model design, and the
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drug design application.

Keywords e-Science, rational drug design, computer-aided drug design
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