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Hauionansauii TeXHIYHUNA YHIBEpCUTET YKpaiHH

«KwuiBcbkuii omiTeXHiYHUH iHCTUTYT iMeHi [ropst CiKopchbKOTo»

Anomauyia — OOHa 3 OCHOGHUX 2106ANLHUX NPOOIEM, 3 KO CMUKAEMbC A00cmeo y 2lcm. noe sizana 3 3a0pyOHEHHAM
HABKOIUUWHBO2O cepedosuwyd. Ypbanizayis, akmusHull po3gumox NPOMUCIOB0CMI MA 6NPOBAONCEHHs CYUACHUX MEXHONO02IH y 8CiX
chepax cumeisbHOCMI HOOUHU CHPUSIIOMb eKCHOHEHYIHOMY 3POCMAHHIO KIIbKOCMI XIMIYHUK CHOIYK, WO NOMPAnisiioms y
006Kins. JlocmamHubo 8enuka KibKicmb KCeHOOIOMUKIS, Wo NPeOCmas/ieti Y HAGKOIUUHbOMY Ceped0BULyl, Yepe3 MEXAHIZMU NPSIMO20
abo onocepeoK08aHO20 6NIUEY HA 2eHEMUYHULL anapam JOOUHU MOXCYMb THOYKY8AMU PO3BUMOK CNAOKOBUX MaA/aO0 OHKOIOSTUHUX
3axgopioganb. Cymmese 30invbuleHHs. KilbKoCmi 3apikco8anux 6unaokxié OHKOJOZIYHUX 3AX60PIO6AHL Y PI3HUX KpaiHax ceimy €
OCHOBHUM CMUMYNIOM O aKmueizayii HAyKogoi CHilbHOMuU 3 Memoi e@QeKmusHo20 GUAGNEeHHA ma 00Ky 6cCix ¢haxkmopie
HABKOMUUHBO20 CepedosULYd, WO MONCYMb NPOAGIAMU 2eHOMOKCUYHI 81ACMUBOCMI. 3 YPAXY8AHHAM NePUIOuep208020 SUPIUEHHS
3a0aui, wo nos A3aHa 3 NIOMPUMKOI) MA 30EPENHCEHHAM 2EHEMUYHO20 300P08 i JIIOOCbKOI NONYIAYil, HA CbO20OHIWHIL OeHb
nompebyioms nepeaiidy ma YOOCKOHANeHHs 0a306i in Vitro in vivo Memoou OYIHKU 2eHOMOKCUYHOCMI GNIUY (DAKmMopie
HABKOMUUHBbO20 CEpedosuwyd. Y yboMmy KOHMeKCmi 3aCiy208yloms Ha yeazy CydacHi in silico nioxoou 0o oyinku cenemuyHoi 6e3nexu
Gakmopie HABKOMUWHBO20 CepedosuUlyd, WO MAlomb OOCMAMHbLO 3HAYHUL, ale He NOSHICMIO peanizoganuii nomenyiar. Memoio
pobomu € po3pobra memoouku cmeopennsi in Silico moodeneii oyinku mymazennocmi Eimca (AMES/IQSAR), wo 6 sikocmi npeduxmopie
BUKOPUCIOBYIOMb PizHU munu ei0bumkie morexyasproi cmpykmypu (molecular fingerprint) xceno6iomuxie. 3 memoio cmeopenns
epexmuenux in Silico moodeneil npoenosysanns mymacennocmi Etivca 6yno euxopucmano 6asy 0anux Kcenobiomukis, wjo 6yia
chopmosana wisIxom NOEOHAHHs NONYISAPHUX cepeo docnionuxie damacemis: Kazius-Bursi, Hansen ma EFSA. Kpim mozo, 6aza danux
XIMIYHUX CROTYK, WO SUKOPUCMOBY8ANAC, NPU MOOENI08AHHI OVa pouupera Mikomoxkcunamu. B ocnosi supiuienus 3a0ayi OGiHapHoi
Kknacugirayii Oynu obpami 06a ancamoOnesux Memood MAWUHHO20 HABUAHHA. MemoO GUNAOK08020 JiCYy Mda eKCMpPeMalbHO20
epadienmmnozo 6ycminea. Tounicmo 6inaprux knacughixamopie na pieni 80-85%, siki 6ynu po3pobdaeni 6i0nN0GIOHO 00 NPedCmasieHol y
pobomi memoouxu, sionogioae siomeoprosarocmi mecma Etivca 6 piznux nabopamopisx. [lokazano, ujo opieHmosamni Ha CMpyKmypHi
Kkaacu 6inapui knacugixamopu € Oinbw epexmusHuMU Ol NPOSHO3Y8anHs mymazennocmi Eimca, y nopienanui 3 AMES/QSAR
MOoOenaMu, Wo Ha emani HAGYAHHs BUKOPUCMOBY AU YACTHUHY NOBHO20 HEOOHOPIOH020 HAOOPY EXIOHUX OAHUX.

Knrwuoei cnosa: mymazennicms, mecm Eiimca, QSAR moodens, KceHoOiomuku, MoneKyaapui O0ecKpunmopu, ei0oumku
MONEKYIAPHOT CMPYKIMYPU, MOOENi MAUUHHOZ0 HAGUAHHS

I. Beryn
KinpkicTh KCEHOOIOTHKIB, IO MAalOTh
AHTPOIIOTEHHE TOXO/KEHHS Ta TIOB si3aHi 3

275 miH. BiamoBigHo, 3a ¢iM He TTOBHHUX POKIB
KUIBKICTb 3apeeCcTPOBAHUX pE4OBUH

JUSUTBHICTIO JIIOJIMHY Y PI3HUX cdepax KHUTTA
nmocTiiHo 3poctae. Ha mouatky 2019 poky
KUIBKICTh XIMIYHUX CHOJYK, 1110 OyJia BHECEHA
no peectpiB 6asu ganux CAS (Chemical
Abstract Service) HanigyBaia 6inbiie Hix 150
mitH. crionyk [1]. ¥V Bepechi 2025p. kinbKicTh
3apeeCTpOBAaHUX KCEHOOIOTHKIB, SKUM OyB
npucBoeHul yHikanbHui HOMep CAS nocsirna

soutpIIIace Ha 125 M. Taka auHamika
30UIBIICEHHSS HOBOCHHTE30BAaHUX  XIMIYHUX
CIONYK TIOB'si3aHA 3 AKTHBHUM PO3BHTKOM
PI3HHUX Tamy3eil MPOMUCIOBOCTI, CLIbCHKOTO
rOCIIO/IapCTBa, MEUITHA TOIIIO.
3aHEMOKOEHHSI y HAYKOBOi CIUIBHOTH Ta
TPOMAJICBKOCTI BHUKJIHMKAE TOW (akT, 110
OUThIIa YacTMHA XIMIYHUX CIOJYK MOXE
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MOTPAIUIATH Y Pi3HI 00 €KTH HABKOJMIITHHOTO
cepenoBuina (aTMocepHe MOBITPS, HHUTHE
BOJAY, NPOAYKTH XapyyBaHHS, KOCMETHYHI
3ac00M TOIIO), M0 MOXE JIC)KATH B OCHOBI
MPOSIBIB HETATUBHUX SK CEKOJIOTIYHUX TakK 1
TreHeTHYHUX HachiakiB. Kpim Toro, peecrpartis
IOCTaTHHO BEJIMKOI KUIBKOCTI KCEHOOIOTHKIB
BiIOYBa€eThCs 0€3 TMOMNEpeqHBOI OIIHKU 1X
BIUIMBY Ha 370pOB s Jtonuuu [2]. B3aemomist

KCEHOOIOTHKIB, IO MAalOTh AaHTPOIOTCHHE
HOXO/DKCHHS, 31  CIIAAKOBUM  arapaToMm
JIOAMHU MOXKE TMPHU3BOJUTH 10 TOSBU

nomkomkenpb Ha piBai JJHK (MyTartii Ha piBHI
COMaTHYHUX KJIITHH) Ta PO3BHTKY
kaHieporenesy [3-4]. Bmuiue kceHOOIOTHKIB,
10 BOJOMIIOTh BHPKEHHUMH MOTEHIIHHUMHU
F€HOTOKCUYHUMH BJIACTUBOCTSIMU Ha
CHaJIKOBUI MaTepial CTaTeBUX KIIITHH MOXeE
cratu  ¢GyHIaMEHTOM s PO3BUTKY
PI3HOMAaHITHHUX T€HCTUYHHUX 3aXBOPIOBaHb [5-
6]. BiamosiaHo 10 HElaaaBHO OMyOIiKOBaHOI
HAYKOBOI Tpalli [7], BIUIMB XIMYHUX CIOJYK,
IO MPEACTaBICH] y JAOBKULI HA T€HETUYHUM
amapar JIIOIMHU MOXKE MPHU3BOJIUTH JO
AHOMAJILHOTO nepeodiry porecy
METHJIIOBaHHS NPOMOTOPHUX MAUISHOK TEHIB
O1JIKIB-TICTOHIB, B pe3ylpTaTi  d40ro
BiI0yBa€eTbCs (OpMYyBaHHS MOAM(PIKOBAHOTO
emireHoMy, SKUH € CHPHUATINBHM IS
PO3BUTKY HelpoiereHepaTUBHUX Ta
OHKOJIOTIYHUX 3axBoproBaHb. [Ipobnema, 1o
OB s13aHa 3 CYTTEBUM 301IbIIEHHIM KIJIBKOCTI
HOBOHAPO/DKCHUX  JITeH 3  HAaSBHUMH
3aXBOPIOBAHHAMM ayTHYHOTO CIIEKTPY TaKOX
MOB SI3YIOTh 3  JIEI0  KCEHOOIOTHKIB  Ha
CHaJKOBUI amapaT B TepioJl PaHHbBOTO
onrtorene3dy [8]. 3 ypaxyBaHHs IIMPOKOTO
CHEKTPY HEraTUBHUX HACTIAKIB  BIUTUBY
KCEHOOIOTHMKIB ~ HAa  3JI0POB'S  JIFOJCHKOL
HOMYJIALil, TepIIOYEProBUM  3aBIAHHAM
HAYKOBIIIB € po3po0Ka CydyaCHHUX METOJIB Ta
MiXO/IB, SIKi 103BOJISITh €()EKTUBHO BUSBISTH
MOTEHIIIHHI TEHOTOKCHYHI  CITOJIYKH, IO
IpeCTaBJIeHl y JOBKULII.

3 METOI OTPUMaHHS OIIHKHA T€HEeTUYHOT
Oe3mneku BIUIMBY (aKTOPiB HAaBKOJIMIIHHOTO
CEpe/IoBUINA, HAa CHOTOIHINIHIA JE€Hb OYJIO0
po3pobiieHo Oiibi Hixk 150 in vitro Ta in vivo
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KOPOTKOCTPOKOBHX  TecTiB. [lpm  1mpomy
OlsbIlIa YacTUHA METOMIB OyJia mpecTaBiIcHa
JUIs OOTOBOPEHHSI HAYKOBIM CHIJILHOTI ITOHA]
30 pokiB tomy [9-10]. Hus 3abe3mnedeHHs
00 €KTUBHOI TEHETHYHOI OI[IHKHA BIUIMBY
(akTOpiB HABKOJMIIHBOTO CEPEIOBHINA, 3
ypaxyBaHHSIM TpPbOX OCHOBHUX KIHIIEBHX
pesynbrariB nmomkokeras JJHK [11], mmo
[I0B s13aHl 3 BUHUKHEHHSIM MyTaIiu,
XpOMOCOMHHMX alepauiii Ta aHeymoinii,
BUKOPUCTOBYIOTh KJIACHYHY Oarapero TecT-
cucrteMm [12-14]. B rakiii curyanii BceOiuHa
TOKCHKOJIOTTYHA OIliHKa (dakTopiB
HABKOJIMIIIHEOTO CEPEIOBUIA MOXe OyTH
3MiHCHEHAa 3 BUKOPUCTAaHHSM HE OJHIi€i, a
JIEKUTBKOX CTaHIAPTU30BAHUX METOJMK. Taka
0COONMBICTG MOB S3aHAa 3 THUM, W10 Ha
CBOTOJHIIIHIA JeHh HE ICHYE KOJHOTO
KOPOTKOCTPOKOBOT'O TE€CTY, SIKUH JI03BOJIUB OU
BpaxOByBaTH  BCi  KIHIEBI  pe3yJbTaTH
nonkoxenHs JITHK [12].

Cepen HaWOUTBII TOMYJSAPHUX METOJIB
OLIHKM TCHOTOKCUYHOTO TIOTCHINATy, 10
BITHOCATBCS 70  CTaHmapTtHoi  Oarapei
KOPOTKOCTPOKOBHX TECTIB, OCOOJHMBY yBary
3aCIyroBy€ TeCT Ha OakTepiadbHY 3BOPOTHY
MyTalito, kvl OyB po3pobneHuit bprocom
Eiimcom mie y manekomy 1970 porii MHHYJIOTO
cromitrs [15,16]. Lleit inTepec 0O0ymMoBICHHIA
TUM, 110 TecT EliMca € 10cTaTHBO MPOCTUM 3
Toukk 30py BuKoHaHHS [10,12]. Tect Ha
3BOPOTHIO OakTepiabHy MyTaIlio
BUKOPHUCTOBYETHCS SIK 0a30BHii iN Vitro MeTox
[17] anst OUiHKY MOTEHI[HOTO MyTareHHOTO
MOTEHI[iaTy Ta TPOBOINUTHCS 3 BUKOPUCTAHHAM
OakTepiabHUX HITamMiB Salmonella
typhimurium, mo € aykcoTpopHUMH 3a
ricruguaom [16,18,19]. Jlist Takux mTamiB He
Oyne crocTepiraTuch pICT Ha MOXXUBHOMY
Cepe/IoBUILl, B IKOMY BiICYTHSI aMiHOKHCIIOTa
ricruaun [12,15]. BrumB kKceHOOI0THKIB, 110
MPOSBIISIOTh ~ TOTEHIIHHI ~ T€HOTOKCHUYHI
BJIACTUBOCTI ~ MOXE  TNPHU3BOTUTH 1O
BUHUKHEHHSI 3BOPOTHHX MYTalliif, 1110 MOXYTh

JeXKaTH B OCHOBI epexony BiJ
aykcoTpodHocTi 1o TICTUIMHY 10
nporoTpodpHocTi  TecT-mTtamiB - Salmonella

typhimurium [12,15]. Takuii mpouec TOCHTH
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3pYyYHO JETEKTYEThCS Uepe3 aKTHBI3alLlilo
poCTy peBepTaHTHHX KosoHii Salmonella
typhimurium Ha moKUBHOMY CEPEIOBHIIII.

Hessaxkarouu Ha TE, 110 Ha
CHOTOJHIWIIHIA JIEHb ICHYIOTh JIOCTaTHBO
edexTuBHI IN Vitro ta in Vivo MeToau OIiHKA
F€HOTOKCUYHOCTI, MmO Oynau  IpHAHSATI
HAayKOBOIO  CIUIBHOTOI  Ta  TPOWIUIN
IpoLeAypY 3aTBEpIKEHHS B paMKaxX TaKUX
MixHapoauux opranizamniii sk OECD, ECHA,
UK-EMS, US-FDA, EFSA Ta iu [9,20], nns
BEJTUKOI KUTBKOCTI KCEHOO10THKIB
3aJUIIAETHCS BIACYTHROIO 1H(OpMAIIiS PO X
TeHOTOKCUYHMI moTeHIian. Taka mpobiema
oOymMOBIIieHa  THM, 10  BHKOPUCTaHHS
cTaHaapTHOi OaTtapei in Vitro Ta in vivo tect-
CUCTEM Ma€ HEJIOJIKH, IO OB s3aHi, y MepIry
4yepry, 3 4aCOBUMH BHTpPAaTaMH Ta BapTICTIO
MIPOBEJICHHS EKCIIEPUMEHTAIbHUX JIOCITIKEHb
[21-23]. Kpim TOro, BIAMOBIAHO [0
3atBepKeHol  KoHmeniii  «3R», npu
MPOBEJICHHI TECTYyBaHb HA TE€HOTOKCHUYHICTH
HEOOX1IHO  MIHIMI3yBaTH  BHUKOPHUCTAHHS
niggocnigaux TBapuH [24,25]. B Takiii
cuTyauiii BueHi 30epiraloTb Hamil0 LIOJ0
MOJOJIAHHS ~ BUINE3a3HAYCHUX  MPOOIeM
CY4acHOI TOKCHKOJIOTIi 4epe3 po3poOKy Ta
BrpoBapkeHHs in Silico QSAR (Quantitative
Structure-Activity Relationship) Monenei.
Takuii miaxig [O03BONIsAE dYepe3  MOIIYK
B3a€EMO3B s3KIB MK HaboOpaMu  BXIJTHUX
JMaHUX, 10 PO3PaxOoBaHi BiAMOBIIHO A0 MEBHOT
CTPYKTYpU JOCTIPKYBaHUX KCEHOOIOTHKIB,
oTpuMatd  iHpopMalil0  Npo  HasBHUH
MyTareHHH# MOTeHIIiaJl.

Y wMexax TpoOBEIEHOTO JOCTiIKEHHS
HaMu OyJI0 30CepeHKeHO yBary Ha po3poOiri
e(pEeKTUBHUX, OpIEHTOBAaHMX Ha OCHOBHI
CTPYKTYPHI KJIacH XiMiYHHX CHONyK, in silico
MoJieJiel  TPOTHO3YBaHHS  MyTareHHOCTI
Eiimca, 1o BHKOPUCTOBYIOTH B SIKOCTI
OPEIUKTOPIB  pi3HI  TUNM  BiAOUTKIB
MOJIEKYJISIpHOT cTpyKkTypu. Bubip Tecty Efimca
B SIKOCTI OCHOBHOT'O METOJIa MPHU MPOBEICHHI
in silico monemtoBanHss OyB 00YMOBJICHHUI
JIOCTaTHBO BEJIUKOIO KIUTBKICTIO
eKCTIICpUMEHTAIBHUX  JaHuX, sKl  Oynm
OTpHMaHi B Ja00OpaTOpisiX pi3HUX KpaiH CBITY
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3a Oureme HiK 50 pokiB. Kpim TorO,
pe3yiabTaTd  OLIHKM ~ MYTareHHOCTI  3a
JI0IIOMOTOX0 iN Vitro tacra Eiimca 3HaxoasThCst
y  Bimkpurtomy  goctymi. [ligBummeHuit
HAyKOBUM 1HTEPEC JI0 BiAMOBIAHOTO HANIPSMKY
JOCTIPKEHb TPOCTEKYETHCS Y HEH[OJaBHO
oryOJIiKOBaHUX HAayKOBHX mparsx [26-30]

II. META JOCJIITKEHHS

MerToro po6oTH € po3poOka Ta TeCTyBaHHS
OpPIEHTOBAaHMX HA OCHOBHI CTPYKTYpHI KJIacH
KCEHOO10THKIB in silico MOJIeIei
MpOrHO3yBaHHs MyTareHHocti Eiimca Ha
OCHOBI PI3HUX THITIB BITOUTKIB MOJIEKYJISIPHOT

CTPYKTYpH.

III. MATEPIAJIU TA METOIHU

3.1 ba3a 1aHuX KCeHOOIOTHKIB
3 MeToro cTBOpeHHs edextuBHUX IN Silico
MOJIC/Ieli  TPOTHO3YBaHHS  MyTareHHOCTI
Eiimca Oymo BukopuctaHo 0aszy JaHUX
kceHoOloTukiB [29], mo Oyia chopmoBaHa
IUIIXOM  TO€JHAHHS — TOMYJSPHUX — Cepel
nociiaHukiB paraceriB: Kazius-Bursi [31],
Hansen [32] ta EFSA [33]. Kpim Toro, 6a3a

TaHUX XIMIYHUX CIIOJIYK, 110
BUKOPUCTOBYBAJIaCh NpH MOJEIIOBaHHI Oyina
pommpeHa mikotokcuHamu [27]. Ilicns

BUJAJICHHA XIMIYHUX CIOJNYK, [0 MAaloTh
OJTHAKOBY CTPYKTYypHY (opMyiy 3araibHa
KUIBKICTb ~ KCEHOOIOTHKIB  ckiana  8454.
Otpumanuii Habip naHuX OyB 30epexeHuil y
CsV. dopmari, B SIKOMY ISl KOKHOI XIMIYHOL

codyku  Oyma  30epekeHa  HACTyIHA
iHpopmauis: 1. Imentudikarop (ID), mro
BiJIIOBi/1a€ MOPSIAKOBOMY HOMEPY
kceHoOiotuka; 2. SMILES  (Simplified

Molecular Input Line Entry System) niniitna
HOTaIigs — 1€ TPUAHATHH  HAYKOBOIO
CHUTHHOTOI TEKCTOBHIA (popMar MaHUX, SKHA
BUKOPHUCTOBYETHCS TUTSt 30epeKeHHS
iHpopMallii Mpo CTPYKTYpPY XIMIYHHUX CIIOIYK
— MOTeHUIMHUX MyTareHiB; 3. CTpyKTypHUM
KJIac, 10 SIKOTO BiTHOCHTHCSI KCEHOOIOTHK, 1110
BU3HAYAETHCS 3 YPaxyBaHHSIM OCOOIHMBOCTEH
OyZ0BM MOro MOJEKYJISIpHOrO Kapkacy; 4.
[ndopmanis npo HasgBHUN abo BIJICYTHIH
MyTareHHU# TOTEHIialn, 10 OTpUMaHa
EKCIIEPUMEHTAIBHO 3a J0MOMOTOr0 IN Vitro
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tecta Eiimca (mo3Havaerbes 1, KO XiMidHa
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Ha moutaky mnpoBeaeHHS TOCIHIIKEHHS

CHOJyKa TMPOSBISE TMOTCHLIHHI MyTareHHi  HamMu  Oyna  copMmyinboBaHa  TilmoTesa,
BiacTUBOCTI; 0 BiAMOBi1a€ KCEHOOIOTUKY, JIsI BIJIIIOBITHO bi o) SIKOT, MTOKpaIeHHS
SKOTO BIJICYTHI MyTareHHi BJIAaCTHUBOCTI. O. MPOTHOCTUYHOI ~ 3JATHOCTI  PO3pOOJICHHUX

Bi10uTox MONEKyJISIpHOT CTPYKTYypH (BiJ aHT.
molecular fingerprint), mo mnpencrasise
cobor0 OITOBUN PSJOK, SIKAA JTO3BOJISIE
30ipirat  iHQOpMALiI0O [PO  CTPYKTYpPY
KCEHOOI10THKIB, Yepe3 MO3HAUYECHHS HasSBHUX
(abo BinCyTHIX) (YHKLIIOHATBHHUX Tpymn abo
MIJCTPYKTYP Ha PiBHI MOJICKYJIH.
3.2 Po3noaiJ XiMiyHIX closIyk 3a
OCHOBHHMH CTPYKTYPHHMH KJIacaMH

Mojeneii Moxke OyTH JIOCSATHEHO depes
ctBopeHHs: AMES/QSAR wmopeneli, siki Ha
eTari HaBYaHHS BUKOPHUCTOBYIOTH OJIHOPIJIHI,
3 TOYKH 30py OYJIOBH MOJIEKYJISIPHOTO KapKacy
KCEeHOO10THKIB, BXigHi AaHi. BigmoBigHo 10
3aMpOIMOHOBAHOIO TIAXOMY, 3a JOMOMOTO)
BeO-cepica ClassyFire [34], naracer Oy
posmoxinieHnii Ha 9 CTPYKTYpPHHUX KIaciB
(Tabm.1).

Tabnuya 1. OCHOBHI CTPYKTYPHI KJIacH KCEHOOI0THKIB

No KiabkicTb KinbkicTs He 3arajibHa
Nem.nm Ta Ha3Ba KJacy . . . .

rpynu MYyTareHiB MYTareHiB KUJIBKiCTh
1. AdntidhaTUIHI aluKIIHI 1 548 174 1322
2. AJtihaTH9HI TeTepPOMOHOIMKITIYHI 2 189 178 367
3. AunihaTH4HI TeTepONOTIITUKIITHI 79 141 220
4, AutihaTHIHI TOMOMOHOIMKITIIHI 28 101 129
5. AJtihaTH9HI TOMOTTIOJIITAKITITH1 29 128 157
6. ApoMaTHYHI reTepOMOHOITUKIIITHI 355 675 1030
7. ApoMaTH4HI reTeponoTiITUKIITHI 1248 881 2129
8. ApoMaTHYHi TOMOMOHOIMKITIYHI 871 1176 2047
9. ApoMaTHYHI TOMOIIOTI UK YHI 780 273 1053
3ATAJIOM 4127 4327 8454

[ToniGHICTE MOJIEKYISIPHOI  CTPYKTYpH
KCEHOO10THKIB MI’K OKPEMHMH KJIacaMH cTajia
0a30BUM KpHUTepieM 111040 (OpMyBaHHS 5
rpynl  KCEHOOIOTHKIB. Ilepma  rpyma
KCEHOO10THKIB Oyja MpeaCTaBlIeHa OKPEMHUM
KJacoM, JI0 SKOTO BIJHOCHIMCEH aI[MKJIIYHI
ximiuHi criosyku (ta6m.1). dpyra rpyna Oyna

OTpUMaHa HUISIXOM 00" eqHAHHS
KCEHOOIOTHKIB, IO HaJIeKalh [0 JBOX
CTPYKTYPHUX KJIaCiB: amdpaTuyHuX
TETEPOMOHOIMKIIYHUX ~ Ta  a’miaTUIHHUX
reTePONONIIUKIIUHUX. Hez0anancoBana
KIJIBKICTh KCEHOOIOTHKIB — IIOTEHI[IMHUX

MyTAareHiB 110 BiJHOIICHHIO 10 HE MyTareHiB, a
TAaKO’)X HE BEJIMKAa KUIBKICTh MYTareHiB Yy
MOPIBHSIHHI 3 MYyTareHaMu TpeThOi TIpynu
KCEHOO10THKIB MOKE MaTH HETaTUBHUMN BIUIHB
Ha TOYHICTh, OPIEHTOBAaHMX Ha BIJAIMOBIJIHI
cTpykTypHi kmacu Ames/QSAR moneneii. B
Takiii cuTyarii Kiac-OpieHTOBaHUHN MiIX1M
010 TMOOYAOBM MOJETeH MNpPOrHO3yBaHHS
mytareHHocTi  Eiimca nmo  wi€i  rpymnwm
KCEHOOIOTHKIB He 3acTocoByBaBcs. Jlis

orpumanHs In SilicO omiHku MyTareHHOCTI
Eiimca XiMIYHHMX CIIOJIYK, IO BIJTHOCSATBCS 110
Tperboi rpynu (Tabn.l), Hamu  Oyio
3arpornoHoBaHo 3actocoByBaT AMes/QSAR
MoJleni, JisS SKUX Ha eTaml HaBYaHHA
BUKOPHCTOBYBAJIACh YacTUHa  TOBHOTO
natacety, mo OyB mpencraBieHuii 8454
kceHoOloTukamu. YerBepra rpyma Oyna
chopMoBaHa LHUISIXOM 00 eTHaHHS
KCEHOO10THKIB, III0 HAJIEKAaTh IO JIBOX KJIACIB:

apOMaTHUYHUX  TETEPOMOHOIUKIIYHUX  Ta
apOMaTUYHHX TETEPOTOIITUKIITIHUX.
ApoMaTtuyHi TOMOMOHOITUKJTIYHI Ta
apoOMaTU4YHI  TOMOMOJIIUKIIYHI  XIMIiYHI

CMONYKH TMPEJICTaBIsUIM 00 €IHAHY I ATY
rpyIy KCeHOO10THKIB. [cHyrounii 6amaHc mix
KUTPKOCTIO MYTareHiB Ta HE MYTareHiB s
MepIoi, Apyroi, 4eTBEpPTOi Ta I ATOI Ipyn
KCEHOOIOTHKIB J03BOJIMB BUKOPUCTOBYBATU
OKpeMo (Ha erami HaBYaHHS) BiJMOBIIHI
Habopu  JaHMX 3  METOI  CTBOPEHHS
e(PEKTUBHIX Moienei MIPOTHO3yBAHHS
MyTtarenHocti Eitmca.
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3.3 BinOuTku MoJIeKYJISIPHOT CTPYKTYPH
(molecular fingerprint)

3aranpHa Kiacu@iKalisgs MOJEKYIIPHUX
JIECKpUNITOPIB BPaxoBye iX MOALT HAa TpHU
KJ1acu, 1o BianoBigae 1D (ogHOBHUMIpHHM),
2D (nBoBumipHuM) Ta 3D (TpUBHMIpHHM)
neckpunropaMm. Haiinpocrimii, 3 TOYKH 30py
po3paxyHkiB, 1D neckpunropu He MICTATh
iHpopMaIlifo MMpo 3B SA3HITH aTOMIB Ha PiBHI
MOJICKYJI, TOMY BOHH HE BpPaxOBYIOTh
CTpyKTYypy Monekynu. 2D  nmeckpunropu
IIPEJICTaBIISIIOTh HaANOLIbIITY rpyny
MPEIUKTOPIB. Bouu MOXYTh Oyt
po3paxoBaHi HAa OCHOBI TIPEICTABIICHHS
MoJleKyH y BUTIsiAl rpady. 3D neckpuntopu
MICTSTh iH(pOpMaIiI0 TPO pPO3alIyBaHHS Yy
POCTOpl aToOMiB, MO (POPMYIOTH MOJIEKYIY.
BuxopucraHHs TakMx JECKpUIITOPIB Mae
CyTTeBI OOMEXEHHS, 10 B IMEpILy Yepry,
NOB'S3aHO 3  HEOOXIgHICTIO Ha  erami
pPO3paxyHKIB TaKuUX JECKPUIITOPIB MaTH
JOCTaTHBO BEJIMKI PEeCcypcH Ham sTi Ta dacy.
Kpim TOro, mporpmane 3abe3meueHHs, IO
J03BOJISIE  OTpUMaTth  po3paxyHku 3D
JECKPHUITOPIB JIOCUTH 4acTo
PO3MOBCIOKYETHCS HA TUIaTHIM OCHOBI. Tomy
B HayKOBIH JiTepaTypi NpH BUPILICHH] 3aa4i
IIPOTHO3yBaHHSA MyTareHHOCT1 Eiimca,
3a3BUYAl, B SIKOCTI MPEUKTOPIB
BUKOpUCTOBYIOTH 1D Ta 2D MonekynspHi
JIECKPUIITOPH. ITpu bOMY BIIOUTKH
MOJIEKYJISIPHOI CTPYKTYpH, SIKI BITHOCATH /0
2D JECKPHUINTOPIB, 3a3BHYAl,
BUKOPUCTOBYIOTbCS JIOCHIAHUKAMU OKPEMO
B1JI IHIIUX JBOBUMIPHUX JIeCKpUNTOpPiB. Taka
0COOJIMBICTD 3yYMOBJICHA crienupikoro
30epexkeHHd  1H(opmalii Mpo  CTPYKTypy
MOJIEKYJI KCEHOO10THKa, L0 peali3yeTbes 3a
JIOTIOMOT 010 OITOBOTO PSAKA, B AIKOMY KOKHUMN
OIT BiAMOBi/Ia€ 3a HAsBHICTh 20O BiJICYTHICTH
neBHoi  (QyHKIIOHANBHOI  Tpynu  abo
HiACTPYKTYpHd Ha PIBHI MOJIEKYJIH. AHAai3
OITy0JIIKOBaHUX HayKOBHX panp
[27,36,37,38], B sSIKMX OOCIIIHUKHA B SIKOCTI
NPEIUKTOPIB ~ BUKOPHUCTOBYIOTH  OKPEMO
BIZIOUTKH MOJIEKYJISIDHOI CTPYKTYpH, CTalld
HaAlHUM (QyHIAMEHTOM JJs TPOBEIACHHS
MOIOHUX JTOCIIKEeHb, alie 3 PO3POOJICHOIO, Y
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MeXax poOOTH, METOIWKOW. BimmosimHo 10
3alpoIoOHOBaHOr0 Hamu Tixxoay In silico

OIliHKM  MyTareHHOocTi Emca  ¢akTopiB
HaBKOJMIIIHBOTO  CEpeJoBHINA  HOTpedye
MEepeBIpKA  TIMOTE3a MO0  MOXKJIMBOCTI
MOKpAaIleHHs e(eKTUBHOCTI OiHapHHUX

KiacudikaTopis, SKi eTarni HaBYaHHS MOJCIICH
BUKOPUCTOBYBaJIM OJHOPITHI BXIiTHI JaHi
(BimOWTKIB MOJICKYJISIPHOI CTPYKTYpH), SKi
Oynu oTpuMaHi sl  YOTHUPbOX TPy
KCEHOO10THKIB (Tabm.1). HeobximHno
BIIMITUTH, WO Yy HaykoBiii mpami [39]
JOCIIITHUKA ~ PO3MJISAAI0Th  Kiacu(ikallito
MOJICKYJISIPHUX BIJOWTKIB CTPYKTYpH, IO
BPaxOBYE X MOJII HA TPU OCHOBHI I'PYIIH, IO
BIAMOBiNaOTh Kiacam. Jlo mepmoi Tpynu
BITHOCATbCA, TaK 3BaHl, CYOCTPYKTypHIi
BIIOUTKK CTpyKTpH (Bim aHr. «substructure
fingerprints»), 10 NPEACTaBIAIOTH COOOIO
0iTOBUI1 pANOK MEBHOI (iKCOBAHOT JOBKHHU.

Jpyra rpymna [eCKpuUOTOpiB  BIAMOBIIAE
TOIIOJIOTIYHUM BiIOMTKAaM CTPYKTYpH (Bif] aHT.
«topological fingerprint»). Anroput™m
pO3paxyHKy TOTIOJIOTYHHIX BiJIONTKIB

O0asyerbcs Ha rpadoBOMY MpPEICTaBICHHI
MOJIEKYJIM Ta BpaxoBye BCl BaplaHTH
MOXUIMBUX ()parMeHTiB MEBHOI JIOBXHHH,
MMOYMHAIOYM BLIIK B1Jl KOXKHOTO aroma B
CTPYKTYp1 Mosekynu. LlupkynspHi (BiJ aHr.
«circular fingerprinty) BIAOUTKH CTPYKTYypH,
10 HaJIeKATh JI0 TPETHOI TPYIH IECKPHUIITOPIiB
BIHOCATHLCS 10 XENIOBaHMUX BIIOHMTKIB, SKi
MOXXYTh OyTH pPO3paxoBaHi BIJNOBIAHO [0
MOJIEKYJISIPHOTO  OTOYEHHSI JJIs  KOXHOTO
atoma, mo ¢GoOpMyIOTh MOJIeKyTy. B Takiii
cUTyalii  HEOOXiTHUM y  HAyKOBOMY
BIIHOIIIEHHI € OTpUMaHHs 1H(OpMAaIlii 11010
e(eKTUBHOCTI pPO3pobIEHNX Moenen
MpOrHo3yBaHHA MyTareHHocTi Eiimca, mo B
SKOCT1 BX1JTHUX JaHUX BUKOPUCTOBYIOTbH pi3Hi
BIJIOUTKH MOJIEKYJISIPHOI CTPYKTYpPH, KOXKHUI
3 IKUX BIJTHOCUTBCS 10 OJTHOTO 3 TPhOX KJIACIB.

VY Mmexax pobotu OyJ0 3amporOHOBAHO B
AKOCTI  TPEJUKTOPIB  BUKOPUCTOBYBATH
MmenekyssipHi geckpuntopu RDkKit, MACCS
(Molecular  Access System) Tta FCFP
(Extended-Connectivity Fingerprints), 1o
BITHOCSATHCS Io TOIOJIOTIYHHX,
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CyOCTPYKTYpPHHX Ta HHUPKYJISIPHUX BITOWTKIB

BIJIITOBIAHO Ta IOCUTH 4acTo
BUKOPUCTOBYIOTHCS y oAI0HMX
JOCITIJIKSHHSX.
3.4 Meroau g0ocCaigKeHHs
Peamizamis  mozeneil  mporHO3yBaHHS
MyTareHHocTi Eiimca Oyna 3pilicHeHa Ha
OCHOBI  JBOX aHCaMmOJeBHX  aJrOPUTMIB

MAIIMHHOTO HABYAHHS: METOJY BHIIQJKOBOTO
nicy (RF) Ta excTpemManbHOro Tpagi€HTHOTO
Oycrinra. BuOip BIINMOBIAHMX METOAIB B
SKOCTI OCHOBHUX IS BHUPIIMIECHHS 3a/1adi
OiHapHoi kiacudikanii OyB 00yMOBJICHHIA
JIOCTaTHRO BEJUKOI KITBKICTIO HAYKOBHX
npais, B SKAX pospoOimeni Ames/QSAR
MOJIeJIi Ha OCHOBI METOJy BHUIQJKOBOTO JICY
[27-29,34] Ta  rpmientHoro  OycriHra
[23,27,38,40] nmemoncTpyBanmu  OmHY 3
HaWKpaIlyXx TOYHICTh Kiacudikartii.
3.5 IlpenpouecuHr JaHuX

EdexktuBHicTh  po3pobieHux  Ames
/IQSAR Mmopzeneit Ha TpsAMY MOXKE 3aJICKUTH
BiJl TOTO, Ha CKIJIbKU SIKICHO OYyJIO MPOBEICHO

MiITOTOBKY BXITHUX TaHUX, 10
BUKOPDUCTOBYIOTBCS ~ TPH  MOJENIOBaHHI.
CranmaptHa Tpoleaypa  IPEnpOIECHHTY
JaHuX OB si3aHa 3 BHAAJECHHIM  HE

1HPOpMATUBHUX Ta BHUCOKOKOPEIbHOBAHUX
O3HAaK, a TaKoX JOCATae€TbCd  uepe3
MacmTaOyBaHHS, L0 JIO3BOJISIE PO3MOJIUIUTH
JlaHi y IEBHOMY BU3HaueHOMy aiana3oHi [30].
Kpim Toro, s oTpuUMaHHS eQEeKTHUBHOI
MoJieJl MPOrHO3yBaHHs MyTareHHocTi Eiimca,
3a3BUYai, HEOOXIHO BHUPIMUTH MpodieMy
HasBHUX AHOMAJIBbHUX 3HAY€Hb, IO MOXE
CYTTEBO 3HIDKYBaTH TOYHICTh OlHapHHUX
KJ1acU(1KaTOPIB.

OCHOBHOI0O TIE€peBarold BHKOPHCTAHHS
BIIOUTKIB  NIPOCTOPOBOI  CTPYKTYpPH,  SK
NPEIKTOPIB MOJArae y TOMY, IO A TaKUX
Ames/QSAR Mojemnen BIZICYTHICTSI
HEOOXITHOCTh Y  TpoOBelIeHHI  0a30BHX
mporenyp npenporecuury. Taka ocoOIuBICTh

OB s3aHa 3 TUM, IO BXIOHI JaHi, SKi
IpeJCcTaBieHl  OITOBUM  PSIIKOM — MOXHa
Bimpa3dy, 0Oe3  momepeaHboi  0OpOOKH,
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BUKOPUCTOBYBaTH TIpU MOJCIIOBaHHI. Y
paMKax TPOBEIEHOTrO JOCIIIKEHHS HabopH
naHux (Tabn.l) BUMAIKOBUM YHHOM OyiHu
po3nonineni y cmiBBigHOmenHi 80:20 Ha
HaBUYaJIbHY Ta TeCTOBY BHOiIpku. HeoOximHO
3a3HAYATH, M0 MOOMIOHMI MiOXix IMIOIO
pO3MOALTY BXIJHUX JaHUX Ha JIBI BUOIPKH
BUKOPUCTOBYBaBCSA SIK JUIsI OKPEMHX TPyl
(tabm. 1) XiMiYHHX CIONYK, TaK i I IOBHOI
0a3u gaHuXx, 1mo Haniyye 8454 KCEHOOIOTHKIB.
Takuii mMAaxig J03BOJIIE OTPUMATH OLIHKY
epextuBHOCTI Mozeneir Ames/QSAR, o
BUKOPUCTOBYIOTH ~ Ha  €Tali  HaBYaHHSI
ONHOPIAHI HAa0OpHM AaHMX, MO 00 €IHAHI Y
IpynH BIAMOBIIHO 10 MOAIOHOCTI OyAOBU iX
MOJICKYJISIPHOTO Kapkacy, y TIOpIBHSHHI 3
OlHapHUMHU KjacuikaTopaMu IS SKUX Ha
eTari HaBYaHHS BUKOPUCTOBYBAIACHh YaCTHHA
noBHOi ©0a3u JaHuMx, w0 Hamiuye 8454
KCEHOO10THKA.

Jns  oTpumaHHS 00 €KTHUBHOI OIlIHKH
e(eKTUBHOCTI pO3po0IIeHUX MoJIeTIeH
IPOTHO3YBaHHS MyTareHHOCTI EiiMca Ha erari
HaBYaHHs, Oyla 3acTOCOBaHA IT ATHKpaTHA
nepexpecHa  repeBipka  (Kpoc-Baigaris).
Takuii miaxig TakoXK I03BOJISIE 3A1MCHIOBATH
nigbip ONTUMAaIbHUX 3HAUE€Hb
rineprapamerpiB Ames/QSAR moneneit, npu
SIKAX  JOCITacThCcAd HAWOLIbIIa TOYHICTH
knacudikaiii.

3.6 Ouinka edexTuBHocTi AmMes/QSAR
MojaeJien

Orrinka MPOTHOCTUYHOT 31aTHOCTI
po3obienux in silico Ames/QSAR moneneit
3/1ACHIOBAJIaCh 3a JOMOMOTOI0 HACTYNHUX
METPHUK: 3arajibHOI TOYHOCTI  (@ccuracy),
TOYHOCTI MO3UTHBHOTO MPOTHO3Y (Precision),
9y TIUBOCTI (recall), crenuQigHOCTI
(specificity) ta F1-mipu (F; — score), siki Oynn
OTpUMaHi 3 ypaxyBaHHSIM MaTPHUIb TOMHUIIOK
BIAMOBIAHO 4O cHOiBBigHOmEHL 1-5, 1e
TP,TN,FP,FN — BignoBimac  KIiIbKOCTI
ICTHHHO TIO3UTHUBHUX, ICTUHHO HETaTUBHHX,
XUOHOIIO3UTUBHUX Ta  XWOHOHETaTHBHUX
pesynbrariB kinacudikarii BignosimHo. s
KOKHOI MOJIelli TakoX Oyja po3paxoBaHa
mwioma mig ROC kpuBoio (AUC), mpo €
JOCTaTHBO TOTYXKHHM IHCTPYMEHTOM, IIIO
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. _______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|]
BUKOPHUCTOBYETHCS JJIS OIIHKK €()EKTHBHOCTI BUOIpKaX  JUIsI  KOXKHOI  po3poOieHoi

Mojesield MaIMHHOTO HaBYaHHs [41] Ames/QSAR Mozeni Ha OCHOBI METOXY
FPATN BUITQJIKOBOTO JIiCY. B SIKOCTI IpeAMKTOPIB IS
accuracy = ——————— 1 7 i
Y = (1) MOZeNCH  MPOrHO3YBAHHS  MYTATCHHOCTI
Eiimca BUKOPHCTOBYBAJIIChH BiIOUTKH

recall = TP @ crpykrypu FCFP, RDkit ta MACCS.
~ TP+FN BigmoBigHo 10 OTpUMaHMX 3HAYEHb
0a30BUX METPHUK OL[IHKU €()EKTUBHOCTI MOKHA
.. TP i i i i
precision = 3) CTOCTEpiraTH Mi/IBULICHH TOUHOCTI MozieeH
TP+FP IIPOrHO3yBaHHA MyTareHHocTl EifiMca u1st Beix
Mojielniel, mo Oynu OTpuMaHi BiIIOBITHO 0
e TN . . :
specificity = e 4) OJHOP1IHUX BX1JTHUX TaHUX, K1

BIJIMOBIIAIOTh MEPIIii, APYTiid, YeTBEpPTii Ta
1 aTiid rpymi (tabin.1) kceHoOioTuKiB. 3 iHIIOT

F score = 2 precision ‘recall (5) . ) "
1 - precision+ recall TOYKH 30pYy, MOJCIII, AK1 Ha €Talll HaBYaHHA
BUKOPHUCTOBYBAJU YacTUHY IIOBHOT'O
IV PE3Y.JILTATHU aaTacery, IJ.[O € CTaHJApTHUM IIOXOJO0OM Y
MOICIIOBaHH], ITOKa3aJIn SMCHIOCHHA

VY Tabmumi 2 HaBeneHO KiacudikaiiHi

. . o
3BiTH, mo Oymi OTpuMaHi Ha TecToBHX O HOCTIBMEKAX BII 2 no 11%.

Tabnuya 2. KnacudikariiHuii 3BiT oTpuMaHuii 11 TecToBuX Bubipok Ames/QSAR mogenei, mo modyaoBani Ha
OCHOBI METOJTy BHITIaJIKOBOTO JIicy (3HAYSHHs] METPHK JUIsl HAHKpaIIMX MOJeNei Mo3HauYeH] XKUPHUM HIprdTOM)

MouJiekyasipHi CTpyKTYpHi KIacu Accuracy | Precision | Recall |Specificity| F1 Score | AUC
JAeCKPUIITOPHU KCEHOO0i0TUKIB
AmiaTuyHi anuKIivHI 0,81 0,81 0,71 0,88 0,76 0,85
AmidaTtuuHi reTepOMOHO 081 082 076 086 079 087
(o) nuKJIIiuHI ' ' ' ' ' '
FCFP ApOMATHUH reTepoMOHO 0,83 0,89 0,77 0,90 0,82 0,91
(outi) IMKIIiYHI
ApOMATHUHI FOMOMOHO 0,83 0,83 0,86 0,80 0,84 0,90
(outi) IMKIIiYHI
Bci 0,78 0,79 0,74 0,82 0,77 0,85
AmiatuyHi anuKIivaHI 0,81 0,80 0,71 0,88 0,75 0,87
AuidaTudHi TETEPOMOHO 086 088 081 091 085 090
(o) ruKITivHI ’ ' ’ ' ' '
RDKit ApOMATHUHI I€TEPOMOHO 0,85 0,87 0,83 0,87 0,85 0,92
(routi) mHKITigHI
ApOMATH!HI TOMOMOHO 0,84 0,84 0,86 0,81 0,85 0,90
(o) nuKJTivHI
Bci 0,79 0,80 0,76 0,81 0,78 0,85
AnipaTnyHi anuKITigHI 0,82 0,82 0,73 0,88 0,77 0,88
AdmidaTHUdHi TETEPOMOHO 089 094 081 0.95 087 095
(o) MKIIiYHI ' ' ' ' ' '
MACCS | /APOMATHUHI reTepOMOHO 0,83 0,85 0,81 0,85 0,83 0,91
(o) nuKJTivHI
ApOMATUHHi TOMOMOHO 0,85 0,85 0,87 0,82 0,86 0,90
(o) 1uKJTivHI ’ ' ’ ' ' '
Bci 0,78 0,80 0,75 0,82 0,77 0,86
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Pesynbrat TecTyBaHHS PO3pOOIICHUX
OiHapHHX KJacH(]iKaTOp J03BOJIAIOTH Cepel
PI3HHUX, OPIEHTOBAHUX HA OCHOBHI CTPYKTYPHI

kmacu  Ames/QSAR  mopneneit, oOparu
HalKpanry.
Jns  mpoOrHO3yBaHHS —~ MYTareHHOCTI

EiiMca amipaTHyHMX aIlUKIIYHAX XIMIYHUX
CIIOJTYK HAWKPAIO € MOJENb 31 3HAYCHHSIM
AUC = 0,88, m1a sK0oi B SKOCTI BXIJTHHX
JaHUX BUKOPHCTOBYBAJINCH BiIOUTKI
npoctopoBoi cTpyktypu MACCS, mo Oynu
po3paxoBaHi i mepmoro kiacy (tab:m.l)
KCEHOO10THKIB.

In silico ouinky wmyTtarenHocti Eilimca
amipaTHYHUX  TETEPOMOHONMKIIYHUX  Ta
amiaTHIHUX TeTEPONONIUKITIYHIX XIMIYHIX
CIONYK MOXKHA OTPUMATH 3a JOMOMOIOI0
Ames/QSAR mopemi, I AKOI BXIZHAMHU
JAHUMH BUCTYIAIOTH BIIOUTKU MOJIEKYJISIPHOT
ctpyktypuy  MACCS, mo Oymu oTpumasi
BIJIIIOBIAHO bi (o) KCEHOO10THKIB, SIKI
BITHOCATBCS JIO Apyroi rpynu (tadm 1).
HeoOxinHo 3BepHYTHM yBary Ha Te, IO JUIS
JTAaHOT MO XapaKTepHi OJHH 3 HaHKpaImmx

3HaYeHb METPUK OIIHKM I[POrHOCTUYHOI
3aTHOCTI y  TOPIBHAHHI 3  I1HIIKMH,
OpIEHTOBAaHMMU Ha  CTPYKTYpHI  KJIacu

OiHapHuMHu Kkiacugikaropamu. [lpu 1mpomy,
BiamoBigHo n0 3HadyeHHsa recall = 0,81, nana
MOJICNIb  MOXKE€ TeHepyBaTH  MPHUOIMU3HO
O/IHAKOBY KIJIBKICTE XNOHOHEraTUBHUX
pe3ynbTariB  Kiacuikamii y TMOpIBHSIHHI 3
iHmUMH  MoAenssMu. OdYeBHIHO, IO TMPH
IPOBEJCHH] MpolLenypu BiAOOpY HaKpalux
MoJieJlel  TPOTHO3YBaHHS  MyTareHHOCTI
Eiimca, mo 3a1MCHIOETHCS BIAIMOBIAHO [0
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OCHOBHMX METpUK OiHapHOi Kiacudikarii,
HeoOXiaHO OpaT 3a OCHOBY TY MOJENb, JJIs
SIKOT KUTBKICTh XMOHOHETAaTUBHUX PE3yJIBTATIB
Oyne MiHIManbHOM. SIKIIO MOJENh BU3HAYAE
JIOCTaTHBO BENUKY KUIbKICTh MYTareHHHX
CHONYK, SK HE € MyTareHaMH L€ CTBOPIOE
J0JIATKOBI 3aTPO3H JIJIsl TEHETUYHOTO 3JI0POB 5
JFOACHKOT MOMYJISIIi.
st in silico
MYTareHHOCTI Enmca apoMaTUYHUX
TEeTEPOMOHOIMKIIYHAX ~ Ta  apOMaTHYHHX
TeTePONONIIUKIIYHAX ~ XIMIYHHUX  CHOJYK
HEOoOXiTHO BHKOpHCTOBYBaTH Ames/QSAR
monenb 3 AUC = 0,92, mig sikoi B gKOCTI
IPEIUKTOPIB BUKOPUCTOBYBAJIUCH BiAOUTKH
MoJiekyJsipHoi cTpyktypu RDKit, mo Oynu
poO3paxoBaHi TUISt 4eTBEepTOL rpynu
kceHoOioTuKiB (Tab:1.1). Ames/QSAR mosens,
10 BUKOPHCTOBYE B SIKOCTI BXIJIHUX JaHUX
BiIOMTKH MoueKyIsipHOi cTpykTypr MACCS,
ki Oynu po3paxoBaHl Mg M ATOI Tpynu
KCceHOO10TuKIB (Tabu. 1), 103BOJIsIE BUPIIUTH
3amavy OiHapHOi Kiacudikamii 3 HalKpaumm
noka3HukoM To4yHOCTH (accuracy = 0,85).
3HaueHHs1 MeTpuku recall = 0,87 Bka3ye Ha
Te, 0 B pEeaTbHUX YMOBaX, HA HOBUX JAHHUX,
naHa wmozenb Ames/QSAR Oyae naBatu
HaMEHINy  KUIBKICTh  XMOHOHEraTHBHUX
NpOrHO3iB  Kacudikalii y TMOpPIBHSIHHI 3
IHITUMU OTHAPHUMU KJIacU(DIKATOPaMH.

VY Tabnumi 3 HaBedeHo KiacuikalliiHi
3BITH, 110 OyiIM OTpUMaHI Ha TECTOBUX
BubOipkax in silico Ames/QSAR moneneii Ha
OCHOBI METO/IY €KCTPaMaIbHOTO TPaIiEHTHOTO
OyCTiHTY.

IMPOIrHO3YBAaHHA

Tabnuys 3. Knacudikariiinuii 38iT OTpuMaHuil 1jist TecTOBUX BHOIpok Ames/QSAR momernei, 1o modymaoBaHi Ha
OCHOBI METOJY E€KCTPEMAaJBHOTO TPAJIi€HTHOrO0 OYCTIHTY (3HAYCHHS METPUK JUIs HaWKpaIluX MOJeNeH MO3HAYeHi

JKUPHUAM HIpHQTOM)

Monexyaspui CTpyKTYypHi KJ1acu Accuracy | Precision | Recall | Specificity | F1 Score | AUC
AECKPHUIITOPH KCEeHOO0ioTUKIB
AsidaTtuuHi aruKIigHI 0,81 0,83 0,69 0,90 0,75 0,88
AunidaTnuHi reTepoMOHO
FCEP (o) xcini 0,78 0,78 0,72 0,83 0,75 0,86
APOMATITHI [ETEPOMOHO 0,85 087 | 082 | 088 0,84 0,92
(outi) mMKITiYHI
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ApOMaTH'Hi TOMOMOHO 0,82 0,81 0,86 0,76 0,83 0,89
(o) nuKITiIHI
Bei 0,82 0,83 0,79 0,85 0,81 0,90
AunidaTryHi anuKITivYHI 0,82 0,84 0,71 0,90 0,77 0,90
Aniatiini rerepoMono 0,83 087 | 074 | 091 0,80 0,90
(o) 1MKJITiuHI
Rdkit ApOMaTH\Hi reTePOMOHO 0,86 0,87 0,85 0,87 0,86 0,93
(o) 1MKJITiuHI
ApOMATH\Hi FOMOMOHO 0,83 0,84 0,85 0,81 0,84 0,91
(o) 1MKJITiuHI
Bei 0,85 0,85 0,83 0,86 0,84 0,92
AnidaTnyHi anuKIiYHI 0,85 0,86 0,75 0,92 0,81 0,89
AxipaTadai TeTepoMOHO 0,84 091 | 072 | 094 0,80 0,03
(mmoi) nuKITiIHI
MACCS ApOMATHYHI TeTEPOMOHO 0,82 0,82 0,82 0,82 0,82 0,92
(moi) muKITiIHI
ApOMATHHI TOMOMOHO 0,84 0,84 0,86 0,82 0,85 0,89
(mmoi) mUKITiIHI
Bei 0,84 0,84 0,84 0,84 0,84 0,91

BiamoBigHO 10 OTpUMaHiIX pe3yJbTaTiB
kinacudikaiii, mepenik HaWKpamux MOJEIeH
He 3MiHuBCS (Tabm. 3) y TOpiBHSAHHI 3

OiHapHuMHu  Kknacudikaropamu, 10 OynH
OTpHUMaHi 3a JIOTIOMOT 010 METOAY
BUMAJKOBOrO Jjicy (Tabn. 2). Bei mopeni 3
HalBUILIOO TOYHICTIO kyacudikamii
no0y/10BaH1 3 yYpaxyBaHHSAM KJ1ac-
OpPIEHTOBAHOTO MIAXOIy, B OCHOBI SIKOTO

npoliec HaBYaHHSA Mojened BinOyBaBcs Ha
OCHOBI  OJHOpIAHMX  JaHUX  (BLAOUTKIB
MOJIEKYJIIPHOI ~ CTPYKTypH), 10  Oyiu
OTpUMaHi Ui OKpEeMHUX TIpyll KCEHOO1O0THKIB
(ta6m.1). IBi momerni Ames/QSAR mnokazanu
Kpally TOYHICTb Kilacu(ikallii y MOpiBHSAHHI 3
OiHapHMMH Kiacugikaropamu, IO OyJH
noOy/0BaHI Ha OCHOBI METOAY BHIIaJKOBOTO
Jicy. BinmosinHo, bitIc: in silico
IIPOTHO3yBAaHHSA MyTareHHOCT1 Eiimca
am@aTHuyHUX ~ ANUKIIYHUX ~ XIMIYHEX — Ta
apOMaTHUYHUX  TE€TEPOMOHO(ION)IUKITUHUX
CHOJYK HEOOXIJHO BUKOPHCTOBYBATH OiHapHI
Kjacudikaropu Ha OCHOBI MeToja
EKCTPEMaJIbHOTO TPaIilEHTHOT0 OYCTiHTa, 1110 B
SKOCTI BXIIHUX JaHUX BHKOPHUCTOBYIOTh
BIZIOUTKU MOJIEKYJIsipHOT cTpykTypu MACCS
ta RDkit BiamoBigHO, M0 Oynu po3paxoBaHi
JUIi  Teplmoi  Ta  4YeTBEPTOl  IpylH

kceHoOloTukiB (tabm.1). Ilpm mpomy, ms
IPOTHO3yBaHHS MYTareHHOCTI Eiimca
anihaTHIHUX TeTEePOMOHO(TIONI)IUKITIYHIX Ta

apOMaTHYHUX TOMOMOHO(TIOJT1 ) IUKJTIYHUX
XIMIYHUX CHOIYK HEOOXiTHO
BUKOopucToByBaTd Ames/QSAR mopeni, mo
Oynu moOynoBaHi Ha OCHOBI  METOAY
BUMNAJIKOBOTO Jicy, BIMOBIAHO 1o
pO3paxoBaHMX  BIAOUTKIB  MOJIEKYJISIPHOT

ctpyktypu MACCS, mo Oynu po3paxoBaHi
s apyroi Ta mstoi rpynu  (tabm. 1)
KCEHOO10THKIB.

V BUCHOBKH

Y poOoTi 3ampornoHOBaHO HOBUHM MigXil,
SKHA  JIOKATh B  OCHOBI  ITOKPAIICHHS
nporHocTH4HOi 31atHocti in Silico moneneit
MpOrHo3yBaHHA MyTareHHocTi Eiimca, 110
JOCSATAEThCSL  uepe3 (OpPMYBaHHS OKpPEMHX
rpyn KC€HOOIOTHKIB, IKI MalOTh CHUIbHI pUCH
OyZ0BU MOJIEKYJIIPHOT CTPYKTYPH Ta JJIs IKHX
Mporeypa HaBYaHHS TPOBOJUTHCS OKPEMO.
[lokazaHo, 10 3acTOCYBaHHS BiAOMTKIB
monekysipaoi  ctpyktypu  FCFP,  RDKit,
MACCS B sKOCTI TOPEIUKTOPIB IS
Ames/QSAR wmopeneit 103BoJIsIE OTpUMAaTH N
silico ominky wmytarennocti FEiimca, 110
BI/IMOBI/1a€ BapiabeIbHOCTI pe3yJIbTaTiB TECTA
Eitmca B pi3Hux naboparopisx. BincyTHicTh
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3aCTOCYBaHHS CTaHJIapTHHUX METO/IiB
NPENPOLECUHTY JaHUX IPU CTBOPEHHI TaKHX
Ames/QSAR  moxeneir crnpusie  po3pooii
epexTuBHUX OiHapHUX KiacugikaTopiB 3
MiHIMaJIbHUMH YaCOBUMU 3aTpaTami.
Buxopucranus  BiIOMTKIB ~ MOJIEKYJISIPHOI
ctpyktypu  MACCS B SKOCTI HpEeIUKTOpPIB
JI03BOJIsIE OTpUMAaTH OiHapHI Ki1acuikaTopu 3
HAlKpaloww  TOYHICTIO  MPOTHO3yBaHHS
myTtareHHocti EiiMca TppOX — CTpPyKTypHHUX
KJIaciB KCEHOOIOTHMKIB. Y Takiii cHryarii
MOJIEKYJIsIpHI BinOuTKH CcTpyKTypn MACCS
HEOOXITHO PO3TJISAIaTH B IKOCTI IPIOPUTETHUX

npeAMKTOpiB  mpu  ctBopeHHi In  silico
Ames/QSAR moneneii.
®inancyBanHs. Jlane gochikeHHS He

OTPUMYBAJIO 30BHIITHHOTO (PiHAHCYBAHHSI.
Konguaikr inTepeciB. ABTOpH  3asBISIIOTH
PO BIICYTHICTh KOH(IIKTY iHTEpECIB.

3roga Ha mnyoaikaunilo. Yci  aBTopu, fKi
MarOTh BIIHOIIEHHS IO PYKOMHCY, JAJIU 3TOIY
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Abstract — One of the main global problems facing humanity in the 21st century is related to environmental pollution.
Urbanization, active industrial development, and the introduction of modern technologies in all spheres of human activity
contribute to the exponential growth of the number of chemical compounds entering the environment. A significant number of
xenobiotics present in the environment can induce the development of hereditary and/or oncological diseases through mechanisms
of direct or indirect influence on the human genetic apparatus. A significant increase in the number of recorded cases of cancer in
different countries around the world is the main stimulus for the scientific community to intensify its efforts to effectively identify
and record all environmental factors that may exhibit genotoxic properties. Given the priority of maintaining and preserving the
genetic health of the human population, the basic in vitro and in vivo methods for assessing the genotoxicity of environmental
factors currently need to be reviewed and improved. In this context, modern in silico approaches to assessing the genetic safety of
environmental factors deserve attention, as they have significant but not fully realized potential. The paper presents a methodology
for developing Ames mutagenicity assessment models (AMES/QSAR) focused on basic structural classes, which used different types
of molecular fingerprints of xenobiotics as predictors. Two ensemble machine learning methods were selected to solve the binary
classification problem: the random forest method and extreme gradient boosting. The accuracy of binary classifiers at the level of
80-85%, which were developed in accordance with the methodology presented in the paper, corresponds to the reproducibility of
the Ames test in different laboratories. It has been shown that structure-oriented binary classifiers are more effective for predicting
Ames mutagenicity than AMES/QSAR models, which used part of the complete heterogeneous input data set during the training
stage.

Keywords: mutagenicity, Ames test, QSAR model, xenobiotics, molecular descriptors, molecular fingerprints, machine learning
models

14 | Biomedical Engineering and Technology Issue 20(5), 2025


mailto:kisluak@ukr.net
mailto:odugan51@gmail.com
mailto:yalov89@i.ua

