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2457 T35 47 (drug-induced liver injury, DILI)
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1) B SR R 2 — 2 2 W b 4 T B PR AE
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BN ET Y & 2 R 24 23.8/100 000, 7 T4 5k
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R (L EVILY R 25458 ) ANHIE FH 2451 08 i 12
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(18140900900 ) ; & H 4 [t g Hh 1l B B (X147 43 Be - 52 HL K
SRR RO G AR H R R G 2 42 (RO-MY201710)
EE RN 2 B AT A, EEE R 32058 .
Eil1EE /N5, E-mail:xiangxq@fudan.edu.cn

29 K B B, 250 A B I R SO R AR
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(glutamic-pyruvic transaminase, GPT) i 5 4% 4
fiti( glutamic-oxaloacetic transaminase, GOT)>3 1%
TEHAE b BR AR 0 05 4 2E 1 R B8RS 5 L H)
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W T 5 AN 25 dE e A — 0 i FhE
2550 ) LI A AR AT AN BE S R 25 1y % A 1Y) B
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A MREE B S0 H W 25 ) I R Y 5 AN
S DILIBFSE A 1E o [RIBs, AN [m] 7l g [a] %) S 2 1 22
St g DILL A AR F Bl R F 22 IRXE . TR, IR
H5EREME T — RIVBERS LIS Y L5 E K
VMG e k. REMREH YT
B P 1 S DRI R T DAL 8 1 Sl ) S5 1) B T4
I 8 40 8 ) 0 1 A 0 o S B R B T R AR Y Y
Y e SR AR . B TR A R
PEFUN 7 v, FEEAFE I TE Y 450 € S R0C
% (quantitative structure-activity relationship, QSAR)
BR3P A A A AR RN B T N AR 3 2 Bl 2
(physiologically based pharmacokinetic, PBPK)
BRI Tk . AN/ L) QSAR AR AL Ay JEA i) 44 T 2
R E 2 1Ty, 40 Toxmatch®, Toxtree Al
ADMET predictor®%s . [l PBPK £ 1 >4 FE il %) T
FEPETIN T 40 DILIsym®, th B 2 FF 4R W -

A SCAY 44 H R 3 2SI T B A B T N 24 ) I
BEPER  e——2E T QSAR A | 2 HHLHL R 4 A5
R PBPK AR A (1) J5 %, LA Sk DILI g 5 30 300
JH-EEME 25 Wl R BN S22 2%

1 ETEENRXRZEENT X

QSAR AU A BRI R L S 45t 5
HH T Z B R RE T AL A Y S5 115 2
M6 A i o BRAL SR P2 P o, AT AT R
=7/ T o Wk i 3 W= 1 R = 11 O
QSAR #5578 T JiF 25 PR A7 @ 7 e w1, 32
I3 N AR D e R AR IR RE AL S
@ MKHEA G W AR TSR0 12 4> T H R AT 58 2,
P EEF ) 4 Q) B : T HIR T8 - RO R
@) BAELE R A s

A Huang S5 S WF5E ] AR TR 1 136 FiT 22
PR 65 FPEE 21 259 AR AL B W 25 49 11 T i
TE 1 1064 /> G 3k 1Y 73 il iR 15 5l A8 8, Al H B AL
FRAMK (random forest, RF ) 5wk A # AR Y, If-f 1 10
RS- 28 S IE Jy I AR P 285 51 e R, o
AR B VAR i e oM 791 %, 6 TE A I o
4 87.0%, AR EMRIEAA Y IHEEEFEEE 5351
HEAT YA (2-class model, fiud DILI A no-DILI
50, B 25 W AR B Bt 25 ) Rl =43 25
1 (3-class model, 145 most-DILI . less-DILI il no-
DILI 254y , BRI 5i JHF 25 1R 25 4 | 55 JH 25 %k 25 ) An AR
BEPEZGY)) , TEXF LE 2 Fh o3 AR AL Tl Pk 25 SR Y
HERAEE o 25 RN, =53 FEBERUAS I 235 S v 1ty

JEE 3 ey, T HLBAA T R i FRE PR o3 P, AT LU Gf
(X AR FFEE e RIS 257 . S T 3R 5
P> 25 TN (14 43 H R, Liu 250 AR 4 2 Fh R )L
[ i (adverse hepatic effects, AHE) 5 HL 25 ) #H
SiG E T A =R RS . KRG
FAACE I E5F1E R Bl B | 16 G W I #E AR Sy T
2SR AE , 44 2™ 5 B RN AHE VR R 43
Fetbr. FEMUER 2017 FiAk & 4 F1 403 F AHE AH G
LA YI1E BG  FF RF S M T 27 AR 4k
57T 67.0%~78.2% MY UENG B . X ZEAFEETE 2 T
W R 5280 22 #8 BE o Ar s e 25 v g A1 T35 )y

H A, %28 HAT A ALES 7 > B 1) QSAR
BERIRIE 5 LT 2, 0 BT 5080 1) o U A ]
WA BRI GBI G RE N 25 XK
PR A ARG A2 AR, HE A FE 7E 60% ~ 90%
ANEEN T LA — A R 1 AR S AN R A
R B AT e 2 I AU A 0L S ), 5% )
TN 235 S B R e A T (R

R A AR A 2R T 2 AL g 2
> R A A H O R A QSAR B
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1) Z2 A48 BB AL, O LU A (] 4R RS Y 1) 33000 25
B DASRAF— A S UL i A2 e A =00 i A 412051
T — A R AL TR DL % 53, DA SCRiR Hh i 3k
AL T 10 1241 A ) 1Y 43 4 3R A7 5 PR
Jei o TRV A 3 A « S 4 In) #: 4L (support vector
machine, SVM) | RF Fl #% ¥ £ & 14 55 (extreme
gradient boosting, XGBoost) . ik & 12 4~ 4> 145
40, ST T 36 S BLAl AL A AL F 35 AR AL, OF
il 1 5 A - 22 IR 7 A #E T e . 25 R WK AR AR
AL B o 0 250 Rk L A% 8 B — AL T A, e A4
AR TR 5 o JE AR ALY, B O £E R Top-5 1)
B AR JE R (71.122.6)% , 56 TiF 4 ol i B
84.3%. 1M} 36 I filt 35 1 ASE AU F5T 00 45 SR ) o 4 22
EERARTT, TL I 7E 62.7%~70.2%

SR , T QSAR LRSI 2544 14 Oy vk
ML IAAE TP H %, 38 T 25 W 00t 2 min i o4k
AT R R A B FRRARZ Pt & A
ARt R R . H AT A A SR BT R
2[E Simulation Plus A& # ADMET Predictor
R RIRRIN AL 27 Je B A Hho0 (Joint Research Centre
of European Chemicals Bureau) JI & ) % 2% #5: P
ToF- £ Toxtree., {HFET QSAR 5 H Fu il -2 14
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TEERPLEYRE LA 29WE KR
51 DILL, AU TGPy 454, 5 = AE
RN REREABEYI R, M T QSAR LAY
JTL 2N T TENENNREERE, NI RN
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ZEM AL, T F QSAR LA 3 M & B # S5k I TG
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BRSO 245 0 B 9 Ok AR A SR S5
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TR B A 2] = i ah TN JE R A 45 R ]
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(PBPK-based in vivo contextualization of in vitro
toxicity data, PICD) . PICD kI F 5 R 3% ik i
LRI A S W R PN | N UL A
ST 36 e SR8 FE MR | B Ak Dy i A B P B
BE DR SRR B AN O B A ) Al BB TR R BN
BUK B 42 5 PBPK SR v B4 24 ) 7 A B 1Y
FEA Gy TR, 2 f5E 000 AN [7) 245 ) 390 k4K R ok
T A 2 ) A D A S B s TR] S A AR A
AT AR S 200 JEL 52365, % SRS s M2 4y o 48 i - 24
JEI 11 25B % 11 . Wee1 25 [ i it A1 CHK 4 it J&] 1]
KA 5 (CHK1 checkpoint homolog) , 4% 5l & %t
polo k£ # it 1 (polo-like kinase 1) F1 4 g J& 11 9 5
1 B1/B2 ¥ A T b 2 B, R 5 8 R B RS
F B0 5 A [v) 245 e 2 T P 408 e s P ) 722 A,
7T T WA TR 00 e R - PR AR AR 5 Bt S AT ]
BT 5 N K R A PBPK AR B4 4 M 17 2 37
PICD J5 i , 1) El o s I 5] - JFF e J3g - B PR 84
ZIANOC R o PR, AT AR B o s R 11l 551 4t 1Y)
AR, A5 3 o nets R e 38 M 1Y) S PR R A i A2 4k
KBTI 2590 R PE B ROCR o IR 5 T &%
BI04 7 20.7 mg - kg™ 7l & 2 41l il DNA &
il AN 20 B B 32 EI R, 1T 5 R 259 IR

X bI  SEUI AT HE T 2 At 24 0 1) T B P
RSN SEliRS B 197 VA e SR 7/ N A R GRS R
W7 5 it 1 4 4 PBPK AR, PICD 334 1] LU 254
I ) o, SR 0 m PR P 285 SR . kRS E Y
PRANSEZE s A g sy PBPK AL, PICD ] T
SRR 7/ NN = 2 N (| K= = = o V)
FHYEH iz, R REas AR
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S FRFEE A (] i PBP KA Y DU AT LA UR F i 24
WIHER N BN SR FE S, R, A9 3 1R % &
V4 20 RS R PBPK RS A -4 145 G I Pt -2 1k

Paini 5% f4) # T — Fh 45 & 1 400 40 i o By
(virtual cell based assay) Fll PBPK fi %1 il fff —
W BRI 1 7 vk o e VA M8 HepaRG 4H i/
A28 P8 R A A L AR Ay A A R B 2 2
SR AR, JTA0 P R U0 4 AR S S S A S A

o SO 440 A TR o 7 T 14 4 G S 5500T DA 4 i 5 5
F PBPK A58 A4 v 345 | 43 4% JC 5% i ¥k B2 (no effect
concentration) FIAR 238 . A THE K F0LH- 248 i g 5
45 5 PBPK AR A% 5 51 KNIME 48 TAE1- 15,
TR T —A P A TR, T Ak . %
Pl s Al TR N S 2 ) 5 R e 5 R Z A Y
BCR o F T 2590 B 2 P 700 s w0, DA SZ R 25 i
BEPE I RO PEAG -

R 4l A S0 S50 R AT AN ] v BT T 440 i 2 4 A
A, ST 25k FE 5 I RE MR OC R B B R A
11 PBPK A5 AU 0] LU UL 24 ) 44 oA ¥k i 50 25 28 Ak ik
i, ARAT 245 390 i R0 TV B 1 AR A R 42122, 3 2 AN
RURNA TR, ARAS 25 W ) -0 o8 ol - T
Z A O &R, R o] xR M R AT T,
Yamazaki 55 % T RE M i S kst 2k T
RS . AL IFETI T 53 FpAS R Ak 2= 9 5 1 11 Al
YR B (BE T Caco-2 4 il B B 15256 ) ), F)
H H 7 Hazard Evaluation Support System(HESS)
FH LA T HIRAEYRIE S R AR Y
o) Ve B 2 ) 9 A8 B G &R . 2 8 AT AR A K R
PBPK Ak S 25 1 (1 5 1l 2% v 2 L S5 254 11 iR
R 2Z ] A DG 2, A IR 43 24 ) 1) PBPK A A4 F3i
F14) B R ISR A R 245 9k B - T] [ 26 T (area
under curve, AUC) 5 £ iz 38 19 K B4 P9 9 T BH
JHF 3 0 e B — 30, O HL& B 2-5i 3L 28 I R B 45 L
Ak G 0 B e KM 24 v B A ok 1 5 R R P 1Y 1
BV, AT RS | R TR RN o I R IESE TR R
PBPK A5 A4 i I JF- 25 M (1 FT B, RSk AT e 2= A
& PBPK #i %

3.3 PBPKIREEGREZINTIE

Bl A N TR A8 U B 2 2 J7 Wik 58 e, A
BT T v 0 B A EE B T p AR AS
FERYRCR . I Alarecht ZE O H T — R A HI SVM
5325455 PBPK AR TR B PR (08T ik o ATk
LT 28 Ffr iR () JHF 2 sl R R AL A A
SRAE R RIFAR T 40 B A Hep G2 41 o itk 47
AR A1 200 60 1 S, AR A A OC 20 M B 1 B, (LA
AR 1] (24,48 F1 72 h) Y EC,o (512 10%
PERON R JE ) \EC, (51162 50% B RN A HE E )
FECq, (711 90% HEPERIN (¥ BE ) 5 4R Je L 4I5Sk
38 I ZRER A A P 1 22 4 50 d FUFF 22 PR ) 2, )
FH PBPK A5 7 7 0 75 320 AH X R 18 1A PN 2% 58 1 (B K
MLZGHRE Cpo s 2 ML C, AT AUC 55 5 8K S5 K1 25
RACS WXt B BRI BCHE A N 2R 7R o DL X
Tk i 10T N I DR 45 2 O 22 AR I3 ) A
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SVM 4324k , il 1t ML~ =) ] LLSE B 2 A
IR R Wi 2 s i Hl 5 25 e
SVM [ij i 25 [al g Ak b, o] DAITTHE Pt R . [
I, % TE BA R AG Y ik m T DL AR R4
B YRS A EE P | AL S W I R
FE MRS IS O () IV VR FE . e, 3d ok PBPK A,
IRV BT LA A AR ) AR R, AT R 11 IR
5 — 5 0 XU B R Rk, T Ak &
FEREE MR T AR AL B AT 42232 H R HGR &
TR B K 25 4 1L C,. LA S 48 W [/ EC,,
YE R SVM 43 2525 (14 A ST %k Bk B A
53 B RE LG B, FLAURE Ry S R 43 )
}3100%,87.5% #1193.3%, &7 tH 55 4% 45 7 HiL 24 F
B MERE . ARk Rl iz B w0 vy
RN 2 A B REE L S 250 1 I P 9 4R
B

3.4 PBPK##ZI% 4 DiLlsym B )%

240 77 A T ) AR Jo D PR 2 5 | A I 4 i A
T (EF AN B AE T 5 20 B P A0 2 8 R T Y AR
A BBV E R g B v 100 oA i 44, Simu-
lations Plus /A Al Bt & 19 KB KA 254 7 L EH
£ 24 5 W 45 71 )5 (Food and Drug Administra-
tion, FDA) 2 AR FLAL[] S RERIF & 19— DILIBEAf
Z4:, PBPK B 7 25 4 DILIsym #5570 1% 7 3= (LA T &
FRDILIsym 7™ )30 354 2 DL PBPK AR Y A A%
FoAR T 25 0) 240 B i sl 2 1 0 TR A T 24
Va5 A5 R B B N o

DILIsym £ 8 F1| I 22 it 7 40 15 B~ 14 J 3L, 4R
PBPK 5 74 | DILI AL il 5 85 5 #1922 7 o8
— A, TR AR 0 245 P 0 T R R 1 A R R
VA B B ] A AR Y I 2 4 . H AT, DILIsym 45578
BT YA O R B R AL B AR Y g
ORI T T S R AR ) IR T R
G PRI 0 7 A REEE I RIS R S S 9K
T X BRI 25 R A 8 T el R AE , e X 4
S RAL G A Wrkr S GPT FIHEAL G E bRk in
BRI A MiR-122 5B ik AARAEIR 45461

DILIsym #5274 A AR AR P 2454 3h 245 Tk i AR Ak
) PBPK B AR 415 1A S SR JHF 2 P AL 1 % R
0, {8 T TS 11 SimPops® #4441t kg 8 E
FH RS0 R r A JHF 2 1 B N, A5 30 R s
PR 22 5, FRIW R A8 405 A W b 3 P 1 A o8 3 245
A fp 448l DILIsym B S a1, v L2 L
Y B AR AR A2 AR 2 W R A A EAVE L2
Pyt I B AR 1 52 i/ L 2590 1) 4 B o3 A R Y

Ak, VLK 2505 R s O e AR AE Wb s
AR AR

H i, DILIsym #5784 3222 i FH F [l pEAF 5T, LA
B UETZ AT () RO AR B . B IE DILIsym FE 7R 751
DU PE R ETREVERE 7, H ETA JLITE RBF5E IE TR
FEJEd, DILIsym #5251 %t 254 TAK-875 & 75 7 /£
DILI 47 7 [l et 1 0 A 55 . TAK-875 (44 4h 21
L 75 AL T S O o AR R B 4 2 1 AR R
T i B B ) 45 & PBPKASEHY 1 245 4~ 2 481 2 K B
PRI B, Zead DILIsym ALY TN, & BRAS [A] 254 551
i T PBPK B A 5 5L bR 2 R 0L G 847 (il g rh
AUC 1 C,,, W EE 5 A th{E<1.5) . T H
R EMERE N GPTHE LA £5, LHE
200 mg-d ' W E T, LR A 1 GPT i 5> FRR
SIEAIHESR Ky 16/245(6.5% ) , 5 52 bRl AR 56 1Y 45
H(4.0%) 43T, UL DILIsym B Al L) 24 4y 2
& FEOMFREYE 10 FLAR AR AR5 Y 25 SR =0

ifif ., DILISym 5 b 7] A5 450 G 500 2% 2 1
PR 22 5 RS S BRI R 38 B L LA i 22
PE AETESN Y L rh R W L 0. DILIsym B AR
Tt A S 4t R P A 0 1t A 2] T R
i, & BRI R 7 7E 20~60 mg-d ' i, il 32k
L GPT B8 o 1E % (A L BR 3 A% DL I i b i
0.3%~5.1%, #%3K TIifm JR _F W E 2 1y H 91 (1.9% ) -
[ I 0000 2 SR A, % B, R R e N A PN ) T o 8
8= TR, X 5 R BB IR R B A K s M8
PN 56, I LA S ) SE 0 45 SR A 4 5l R 56 45
Ao AHEAE 81 it o] &, B AR s S 0 0
PEATAEIG PR AT S s () )y ik (AR 2 R &
S e 45 5 1T DILIsym A5 ) 0 45 S AN A AT
A 0kt G o S 2 S I, A AR o T 1 o AR
T EL AT Ay fige e 1 D0 24 400 1 i 1R 1 I B 1 L ] ] A
S A — 22801

FEZG YRR PR B U 3 2[RI 26 259 h T4
FZARL, B WA R B U R g (H 50 3R 3k
gk, anFe-R AN EAL R . DILIsym #5574 Fit i) 2%
FRI,FER I R ), 2.2% Bz iR
2 GPT & i, 5im R U2 5 1.3%~5.0%
ABARAT 5 A< IR &35 i GPT B2 FH& .
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Advances in research on drug-induced liver injury
predicted by mathematical models

LI Min, LI Si-ze, YAO Li, XIANG Xiao-giang
(School of Pharmacy, Fudan University, Shanghai 201203, China)

Abstract: As one of the main causes of drug withdrawal, drug-induced liver injury has become an
big safety concern in drug development and clinical use. With the rapid development of information
technology, mathematical models have been gradually used to predict and evaluate the hepatotoxicity
of compounds, and proven to be effective. The hepatotoxicity of drugs is closely related to their chemi-
cal structure, body concentrations and metabolism. Based on the mechanism of drug-induced liver injury,
various mathematical models have been developed and applied to the prediction of hepatotoxicity,
including the quantitative structure-activity relationship (QSAR) model, computational toxicogenomics
model, and physiologically-based pharmacokinetic (PBPK) model. These models make use of com-
pound structures, toxicogenomics data, and PBPK parameters to predict drug hepatotoxicity, respec-
tively. This review introduces these models, in order to provide data for early prediction of drug-induced
liver injury and rational clinical application of hepatotoxic drugs.
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