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FHEBAR ORIIRIZ, SAIOEDERDBEMENBHE 2 T0.01% UL FEFbiTEY,
B AU 2 DITIEFITNEETH 5, mFEEMR CRERMESRMSR (Food and Drug
Administration, FDA) (2GR I 1L D HEEOHUIA 20 HTH 575, HEHIAIEI & X
N5, 7v Ay h=—X%&lT X 97 b D7 3 4 FRLE LvES LT
W E72, —ODLAMDERD S HHD EHHICE D £ TOHMIT L TH 135 £
DY, HEEY EfToFETOa A MIEHTRLITSEEMH EMESNTWVD, E 51T
% < OIEETIZEREMGI D=0, BUEER L LTV = U v 7 EHEGOE AL HELE
LCHEY, TAV A TEHBECKH 7TER Y =1 v 7 BELOWLFTIZE s TR LT
Do HEDFFFFUIUICHED, Y=V v 7 EELOEIIZL Y, KETIT 2010-2014 4
FEITK 10 JKM DB Y EF AR IN D ERAEINTWD, ZhbHDZ Enb, S%HE
W22 BT B & P S 5121, BRFEHI ORI L OBA%E = 2 FOIRAx B LTz,
BT DB 22 bR BB Th D,

PFHERELORRBRELE 2 2 &, IR bEw > — FERR, U — Mubhaiit, 9
GRENRRER, BB LR TITL 23, ZOBBROMBIBRE TIX, N—F ¥ L A7 Y
—= 7, HHREEWE & YN in vitro FEBR7R ENFITATEN, BEERDL A MT
gy SV, — 5T, BEIOBERIZR D EENETITh oo a X M, #ilxiE
ARRRBRIC LB 2 A NI R TH 5720, #ixhHI RETE 220 L9 Akl 7e > TAT
<o LMo T, FEEBAR 2 20RANCAT 2 11X, DI C O IE LRI 23 20 32 72
ZEFLHAATH DN, BLEITIFBFHREZ I ORI T 2 RBIOBREZL < b
TS, ZHIZOWT, EYERROBIENO R TAHDL L, ZOKE L TEYIC

CYP (Cytochrome P450) [HTE, CYP #FHEKL T CYP 3 EF OB T LA~ DRE LR £



FEZ B, FDAIZ & 2 A REAR AL/E AR A & 2 A0 ICH-ES A R T A
21X, ZOEBEEZIZZNCET D07 T —F DR ZRD L ERLEHIN TN D,
ZAVDHIT K D HHEBHFE 0 S A B < WU, BEIEBR S ORI B T E A B AR A B L
a2 EMECRHME L, YA Z ENEETH D, MFZEOBS T in vitro 5k &
LC, LogD &, # 2 37EMEGHIE, 7 v Y —AF 3Rz A7 38
(2 B892 28k K O Caco-2 #lifin £ 72 1% Parallel Artificial Membrane Permeability Assay % ff
W FEER 7R E R ER S TN DD, BRBRT RE(LEMZERITE R TH D720,
INHENTCERRZ AW TS o2k EWa sl Liih e,

Z 2T, AWFETIE insilico AIFEEINATFER LT, £3° (1) “¥E¥ CYP3AL IZxT
% BEEVERINCEIT 5 in silico /1927, I (2) “#Mod CYP3A4L (T3 % % EiE I B
% in silico fF7E”, fxtkic (3) “FEMD CYP2D6 Didtfs 1R+ % BLEEMICE
% in silico HFFE 24TV, RIZERIHIBREIC 361 5 EIE A LA O SEWY B RE T F
ORI A HiR LTz,

(1) “HE#HD CYP3A4 1ZxHd 2 HEIEMIZBIT 2 in silico AR TIL, HEMIZ XD
CYP3A4 [ EDE RN/ T Z 5772, CYP3A4 (XIF & A EDEEGBONRHIZEHT 5
ZENMLNTEY, EEMEMLEMN - OBEOE X ZHET 55, HHINE
HEEF OEIR S ORYBREIC K E R85 5 2 570, AP 3\ T R REZR IR
0 CYP3A4 HEEMZ R OILEME A7 V=T U T2 ENEEND, LR
R 5, CYP3A4 DIEEREGHFNLITRE < IPOFIIEICEA TS 7w, fhx p b2 A
T OACEMOETEMEZ EMECTRTHZ L3 L <, 2N E TITHENR 3 RoTEEN
MEIETEPEMRS (3D-QSAR) ET /WIFHALILTWARY, £IZ T, ZOMAETIES T Ry

X v 7% Tz CYP3A4 BRETHID 7= ® 3D-QSAR E 7 /VOER A B L7, AR



TiL, CYP3A4 FIETEMEN TR SN TV L EHDOEMZ MW T Glide 71 77 A2 &
DALV Ea—F RyX 7270, HliE%E LTPMF 227 205 2 L2k~ T
CEMT 74 Ay Nefile, 2O, RyXx o700, RELS FHRQEE/B G EE
J& L C, Protein Data Bank (288 ST\ %, B & h CYP3A4 ¥ L X7 B % Wz,
RyX o Tk THRoNTILEWMT 74 A~ % H T, Comparative Molecular Field
Analysis (COMFA) % i L7-, ZDOfER, o’ fEA 0565, 7 A R —4 kv ho r* i
73 0.986 DFLATHNCZ Y RET VAL T ENTE L, ZRHLORRND, ABFFEICE
WTHERESNTEET NV E WD Z LT ko T, ZHZAERIE 2 £ - I EE L ERMLS
MEECTH o ThH, AIBEOYIWIEHE T CYP3A4 [LHFZ EREMIZTHEIT 5 Z L3 AHETH
HEBEZ LN,

(2) “HE# o> CYP3A4 (Txtd 2FFEAEMICET 2 in silico MFZE” T, EMIT LD
Pregnane X receptor (PXR) DAt %/ L7 CYP3A4 #5E O E &M /e TR & il A7,
PXR X7 F =& MZ X DIEMALIZ L - T CYP3A4 73 & ORGSR C P-gp 72 EOHEHR
N7 UAR—Z—DFEBREFET D ERMON TN D, 2D, ERMERLEY
7 PXR ZiGMAL T 256, PR S S5 B ORI G O KM BIBIC K & B e bz
25720, RIEEGIHIBRSC IV TRREZRIRY PXR 7 3 =X MEMEFSLEWE X 7

V=T U RTHZERNEEND, LLAEREG, PXR OREMA AL Tz

il

ITWDTe®, kx5 2 A 7 OGO CYP3A4 FHEIEMEZ EMEICTHIT 5 2 &
TEEL <, ZHETIOES 3D-QSAR EF /LB LTV, 2T, ZOHET
1351 Ry X2 7% e PXRIEMALIZ L D CYP3A4L FEE M THID 7= @ 3D-QSAR
BT NVOMERE B LT, AWFFETIE, 22 F8)7)% (Molecular Dynamics, MD) X =

L—yarD b=y NUnbH 7Y 7 Uiz PXR # X7 BEfgEICx LT,



CYP3A4 FHHIEMENERS N TWOEBDY T F% Glide 7 n 77 ATk - Tary
2a—HX Ryx 7L, e HBTZRXLX—%FKT Molecular Mechanics-Generalized
Born/Surface Area (MM-GB/SA) A 72X » Cilli, BRIV A KT T4 A
k% AW T CoMFA %3 L7-, 1EkSi7z 3D-QSAR ET /MiZ k- TPl &7z
CYP3A4 FEiHMEL, ERMEE B —HLTHEY, FHELIT AT —FEy b 2
fEiXZh£4 0518 KT 0969 Tholz, iz, (LFHENUTNDITHEDL LT,
CYP3A4 FHEIEMEN R HLEMEECR L C, ZOER%E Ky ¥ 7R —X L CoMFA
ERMNOMPAT L ENARRE R, ZTNHDO/RENDL, R THLNT
3D-QSAR E TV LR E A R (LB D CYP3AL FHEIGMEA THIT 5 Z LW TE,
ZOETNEMND Z LIZX - T, AEEOMHERME BV TR ML am D PXR
TEMEBIC KD CYP3AA FEE DRI 21T 9 Z LA TE D L EF R b,

(3) “d CYP2D6 DIRInT LR L BHEIEMICEIT % in silico AFFE" T,
ISR LB O INRRICK E 22 5 A 2B FZRICER L, CYP OFT
LRI ODBIEFEZMERHOZ ERMBILTWS CYP2D6 12X 7 %3 DI ENEH]
ICHERE Y T, CYP2D6.17 (ARERR) 1ZTICT 7 U WZOANFEIZEL A b,
CYP2D6.1 (B IZHA_T =207 X/ WD (T1071/R296C/S486T) % Fib,
CYP2D6.17 £ CYP2D6.1 & x5t/ o 7=, SMIZ L B BRFEIEEZ o Z &N BTV 5,
ZIZT, ZOMRTIEET, A20EYEHANC, MDY Ialb—YarDObhIV=y
NUNBY T Y o F Ui 5o CYP2D6.1 Hid~ Glide 71 2T AMc kb a v B a—
H Ry X7 E2ITV, MM-GB/SA A a7 Z3HHE Lz, &IZ, 3o CYP2D6.1 fRE%
T 2729, MM-GBISA 2 a7 I\ZHA L BRI 21T > T2e W RODFEY)TO

[FEURRIC K DRI ERME S K<~ L (PfH:081), EHiZ, ZTRbHEYD
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CYP2D6.17 fiEH 4 CYP2D6.1 & [k D FiE T L7z, ZAUZ DWW T hENFHAIZ K 55
B IR & L < —F L7z (Pff:0.92), F7=, ABFETIE, CYP2D6.1 & CYP2D6.17
L CHEMN X BIEFMES R D FRICONT, 23 7H 3 RITTHEEDE VT L > T
HEHS 2 Z LRFREE e oo, TNHDRERN D, RFROFEFEL NS Z &IT X
- T, CYP2D6 N FfOBIn LI K % B AL G OB e~ DB %, AI%E
DYIHEPE TR 5 Z LN TE B L EZ BT,

B4\, AR L > ThesZL S (D), (2), 3) BT 2FHHEET /ML, AIEED
MBI E T > ThH, THENERLERMILEWD CYP3A4 [HE, CYP3A4 75,
CYP2D6 &in 72Tk T 2 1EH 2 EREIC ABE S 0, T DI ERE T2 v RElZ T 5 72

0, B ZHEMIERAE DO RBUCREEMT 2D EEZDBND,
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W 5L

3D : Three dimensional

AChE . Acetylcholinesterase

AUC : Area Under the Concentration Curve, 34 ifi. 7 B — B dh T i fs
Cruax : Maximum Concentration, % /& IfiL {2 5

CoMFA : Comparative Molecular Field Analysis

CoMSIA : Comparative Molecular Similarity Index Analysis
CYP . Cytochrome P450, & k7 v — A P450

DDIs . Drug-Drug Interactions, J4[+H A 1EH

EM . Extensive Metabolizers

FDA . Food and Drug Administration, #[E £ 5 [ 3K 5L 5
GSK-3 . glycogen synthase kinase-3

HNF-a . hepatocyte nuclear factor o

International Conference on Harmonization of Technical Requirements for

ICH
Registration of Pharmaceuticals for Human Use
IFD :Induced Fit Docking, /> 7T =2—A7 4 v h Ky¥ 7
IM . Intermediate Metabolizers
JNK-1 : c-Jun N-terminal kinase-1
LBD : Ligand Binding Domain
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MD . Molecular Dynamics, 45 {8 /)1%:

MM-GB/SA :molecular mechanics-generalized Born/surface area
MM-PB/SA :  molecular mechanics-Poisson Boltzmann/surface area
nsec : nano seconds

P-gp . P-glycoprotein

PAMPA . Parallel Artificial Membrane Permeability Assay

PDB . Protein Data Bank

PLS . Partial Least Squares

PM : Poor Metabolizers

PPARy-1a . peroxisome proliferator-activated receptor y coactivator-1a
psec : pico seconds

PXR :  pregnane X receptor

QSAR : Quantitative Structure-Activity Relationship, & &S MR BY
RMS : Root Mean Square

RMSD :  Root Mean Square Deviation

RXR : retinoid X receptor

SAR . Structure-Activity Relationship, A& % :AH RS

SB . Structure Based

SRC-1 . steroid receptor coactivator-1

UM . Ultrarapid Metabolizers

vdw :van der Waals

13



VEGFR-2 . vascular endothelial growth factor receptor tyrosine kinase-2

XREM . xenobiotic responsive enhancer molecule
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BB ORI R, bEMER (k&MY — REER) ORVIIOBEMENHE 2 T
0.01%LL F L ELNTEY, MNIEHITTEFITHREME Y AL RTIIER 5720,
A CORER MES SR (FDA, Food and Drug Administration) (2GR X412 Bk
O¥ 20 ERETH D2, WHIMERS SR D, TU Ay h=—XE0i4 59
b OIS T 3N AERETH D, P — O DILEMOERNSHHED LTHICED F
TOMMIT LT 135 FE0hnDd EEDIVTWD, EIHEERRBITIT R 2 2 h s
WY, —oDEHO EFICITEE TR LT 8 BEM» S LRAF S TS, T &
HIZ, Z< OFEETIIEREMGIOLD, BUEERE LTV =x Y v 7 EHELOEA
ZHRLTEBY, 7AV I TEHBECH 7TEHR Y = x Y v 7 EFELOLFIZE > TR
NTWo, > FEORFUNICHEI Ve v 7 ERLOBERICEY, KETIE
2010-2014 4EEICHY 10 kM 0FE 0 EF M E# S5 BAEICBWNTH Y =X v 7
IS OHELE T O TR Y, Fratif 2 & < 272 IR R WF 7B 35k 6O H 41T
W5, LEXD, S%EFEFHBICR S LB FENE 5k - TIT I, R R OVE
DB 7220, BHFIEBIR OBIN e SN EAR AR CTH 5, 1

FTHHAGRICEDL LT TO T BB RCONWTEZ THD, TR ITE S DBEIEIC
ST TEZLNTEY, B LAY — FEESR, U — RMeAicril, JEER e R,
ARERBR Lt <, 2 LT, BRI 25 LA CTHUENY R L 0 BRGEAR A 152
EMTE D, ZOFEFE T 1t 2DOFEPETHRE a2 b LFEEHWIZHONTERT
K% &, 7 ut ZDOYHBRETIE, fHMEEME R invitro EERZ: EEI TR,
ZZED DA A MINS AT E D ed oo b LT HEEFE OB E 1TH)

DTV, — T, 7rtA0BRMICRLEENETOREa A MINA, ERRIIIEIC
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MNHAAMIERTHY, RTE RN E D RG> TITS . WTH RS 3E
THI I Vo LBk AR > TV DITH b b, FEEIZITEA LA YRR % B DR
AR O LA b 22 WS O RBUI B AT 2, 4O
ZOJFERIZSWT, 1990 FARUSIT KRB ORI WUFI S B RE (SRR 9% &
HINTWER, ZO%IEyEIERBROBE LMD RE Sh, JEEERICB T 2130 )
BB TS ENRE IR BB DA AL DAL D K D 1272 o7z, BUEII R 2 ICgE S LT
ETVD, ° AHTE, ABRICKIT 2 MBERTZEE, LaWs — FIRRICIEY,
— NMbaWicift, FEMREMW B, HARRERICE 2 2RfRICEb - TRV, HIK%R
(CEHEBERBEIZ R LT D, T BFREZSHEAI O 0IC, ABEORIYIBRRHICEA S
NTW5 invitro 3268 & LT, LogD JIE?, & v 7 BiEARMEY, 27ny—nEi:
IZIFIAE 2 FO 72 S AR B9 5 KBRS K OY Caco-2 A & 72 1% Parallel Artificial
Membrane Permeability Assay (PAMPA) 7% A \7ZfE&i@MIC B4 5 EZBR! 2 E2nb 5,
ZhBin vitro EBRA WD Z LTk o T, AIEEYIHIERS T oM b G O Ky EhiE T
FIREICRIT 2 227 ) —= 0 IR ATREL 720, I C X LW REIC I 2 72,
LINLBR S, BRI AREAEMZEMIM R TH L7280, T HENTZERZEZ HNWT
b OL B AR LYy, FEE, (KIRE L TR IRIC 2 DML S
%<, EHTHRFEIFILICRDFERN R 6D, ZOMHADOKRE 25552 5D 5 D,
W XD RAERILE K CEHEEFETH 5,

TN X 2 R E L O REF S0 & 22 2013, T ONTHEER 248
DT\ YA EVERA (DDIs, Drug-Drug Interactions) % 5| X = 972 Tdh 5, DDIs
13, HLEP AL EE EIIMOEOIY TR E L 52 D1 DIZEL D, £ DD,

8l 2 D BEDNER DA ST SN DA DDIs i 2 THERN# 2 5, MECEES %
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FEIRTRBOEINC & > T ANOBEIEHOREE NG T HHENELCTEY, fiRe L
TV 65 D HBE CTRIFFHC OO AT ST\nb, B £72, 3—nr v/8TiE, F
9 81 %D 34%7 6 68% TR DL EDOIE FRHCMLST ST 5, EOWERH DM L
723>, DDIs [ZMEEIZ L >T, MmWIERTEZVHRLIHRTHY, milimfbotEs

WD AR ETIIFFICEERLETH D, ZDDDIs D FAH=ALDIFZELEDY;
A1F, W73 cytochrome P450 (CYP) ~E8% 5.2 5 7- 012 2 %5, ¥ CYP 13k~ 72/
WFEIZ BT DALAEH ORFHBRRICK X 2 &E 2o TR Y, NRZRAEVIEMES 17200
T <, i EONNN R EDIFHELEHONRFHC LB - T 5, 171819 DDIs
DIF & A CITEMIZ LD CYPLEFEICREE L, —&I% CYPFEICERNT S Z L8 mbh
TWb, ZhHIZEETHRFMEHO—EE Table LITRT, 220D, ZEOIEA
73 DDIs (ZB3 5325 Z L3y, © CYP BERILEICET 2 A4 72618 LTiE, bism
JEIETHDHIRNT TN LNTND, ZHUIEERL TGN GHGR S 6738 T
HY, ZOEYTCYP ZMHEL, £< DKL DDIs 23|I LTLE-7-, &

NERIRBFZECIX, BB HICHITZOIRNT ZULRERKREGN N 7Y F A0 AUC
(Area Under the Concentration Curve, 3E#ifn o fE — BRI AR T iRifE) % 900%(2 b5
FTCNWD, # £z, CYP BERFEICHT AL RHLE LT, Hivad a s 7 oLl
V77 B UPNMbNTEY, V77 ey CYP BEEM &R, fiEE
WRY aF Y — L e ENTZHAICRY 27V =D AUC KN Crax (Maximum
Concentration, #z I P EE) % 90%LA Bib &8, Z0#hEHAkIETLEY. 2 &

DEDY 77 B ERY aFy — LOHIIERE s TS, #
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Table 1 CYP 23Bi# 4% DDIs (ZE§5-9 5 H Al

Substrates
CYP1A2 CYP2C9 CYP2C19 CYP2D6 CYP3A4/5
Clozapine NSAIDs Proton pump inhibitors Beta-blockers Macrolide antibiotics Statins
Imipramine Celecoxib Omeprazole Metoprolol Clarithromycin Atorvastatin
Mexiletine Diclofenac Lansoprazole Propafenon Erythromycin Lovastatin
Naproxen Ibuprofen Timolol Simvastatin
Tacrine Naproxen Miscellaneous Benzodiazepines
Theophylline Piroxicam Amitriptyline Antidepressants Alprazolam Anticoagulants
Clomipramine Amitriptyline Diazepam Apixaban
Antidiabetics Clopidogrel Clomipramine Midazolam Rivaroxaban
Glipizide Cyclophosphamide Desipramine Triazolam Phenprocoumon
Tolbutamide Diazepam Duloxetin
Phenytoin Imipramine Calcium channel blockers Miscellaneous
Angiotensin receptor Paroxetine Amlodipine Aripiprazole
blockers Venlafaxine Diltiazem Buspirone
Irbesartan Felodipine Quinidine
Lorsartan Antipsychotics Nifedipine Quinine
Aripiprazole Nisoldipine Ethinylestradiol
Miscellaneous Haloperidol Nitrendipine Imatinib
Cyclophosphamide Risperidone Verapamil Sildenafil
Fluvastatin Thioridazine Tamoxifen
Phenytoin Immunosuppressants Vincristine
Sulfamethoxazole Opioids Ciclosporin
Torasemide Codeine Tacrolimus
Warfarin Dextromethorphan Sirolimus
Tramadol
HIV protease inhibitors
Miscellaneous Indinavir
Ondansetron Ritonavir
Tamoxifen Saquinavir
Inhibitors
Fluoroquinolones Amiodarone SSRIs SSRIs HIV protease inhibitors Azole antimycotics
Ciprofloxacin Fluconazole Fluoxetine Duloxetin Indinavir Fluconazole
Ofloxacin Isoniazide Fluvoxamine Fluoxetine Nelfinavir Itraconazole
Levofloxacin Paroxetine Ritonavir Ketoconazole
PPIs Voriconazole
Miscellaneous Lansoprazole Miscellaneous Macrolides
Amiodarone Omeprazole Amiodarone Clarithromycin Miscellaneous
Cimetidine Buproprion Erythromycin Aprepitant
Fluvoxamine Miscellaneous Cimetidine Amiodarone
Ticlopidine Ketoconazole Quinidine Cimetidine
Ticlopidine Chlorphenamine Diltiazem
Clomipramine Naringin
Ritonavir Verapamil
Inducer
Tobacco smoke Rifampicin Carbamazepine
Omeprazole Efavirenz
Hyperforin
Phenobarbital
Phenytoin
Rifampicin

Z O/ B EE & 223K T CYP LER OFHEICOWVWTEHOFINHRESN TG, 2%

27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32

Z DRy, BT L REKMEDNIGINGEZ D L, HERARICRENT, L0 %Y
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OBPEE 71T B LTI B 22 VBB CORBUTFHE L L TEBHNRKITH Y, b=
7B R E %< EATND, RIFFETIE, CYPBLERO CYP FHEIC L 2 KpyEheic
T 5 R Z BIZEO PP IR W TR T & 5 HEE & 2, FrE o R4 Big+
Z &I LT, Rl TR R OFEFI 2 B B 237 L 912, CYP BAFIT XK % DDIs I
)OI R E A G EA S 50T, Bt X ommERBElolasE 5%, 2ok
O IREEANT, BRCH SO OB 2 RER END, LEER-T, e RERTEZD
CYP HFIZHOWTOTHZ, ABROYHBEFS TRREICT 22 LN HEETH L, €I T,

ARG S TIRBERE S S O O K CYP3AL NBET 5 2 LA B E 2%, 18T
WD CYP3AL THEIZ DWW T DI EIT 5 72, KIZ, CYP #5512 &% DDIs 33 O i
YR S 2 M IS T, Z DR BIMEE I C S FTREM Y B 0, FEHIREE OB IC BV T HBE
FHBICET 57— X IIMHEL END, ¥ o T, Km0 2 #TiLE MBS
LB D PXRIEMALIC L 5 CYP3A4 FHEIZHOWT OIS &2 1T 7=, *° CYP3A4 I3, 3
M OFEAIZ X - TIEMEAL & 7= pregnane X receptor (PXR) MEBLZFE L, Zhitho
Y OB B L 52 50T, HYH PXRICHEET 50 E 2 0&2FHIT 52 LT,

DDIs Z i Z LIZ < WERAL & 2 BIZE OB FE I8 S Z LN TE 5, W&,

CYP3A4 DOWITEIMMAHIRKE <D CYP2D6 Tldfkx 2Bl T2 R F Hiv T
BV, DDIs & DEMRICEWCHEETH S, ¥ FilxiE, FUEATH- TH ISR
LD NFRIZ L o THEMEMNER D56, xR NFEOEEITEADZHVWEND &,
¥ DDIs BWHND ZENBERABND, LEERn->T, F 3 ETIIRITEMIZLD
CYP2D6 B in FZRHFICOWTIRSY FF 5 Z &ic L, BifE, BEOT —2 % H
ShORFEERE L CTHWDEEIZ, ICH (International Conference on Harmonization of

Technical Requirements for Registration of Pharmaceuticals for Human Use) %1 KZ A /IZ
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IIANFEZEZTRD ZENRROLNTEY, Z0oR0 LHEHEME T vt R 2B T 5 A\
rEOBFHIEE CTH S, ¥

b CYPFHEKR O CYP A EICB§ 2 BRERRI 22 JERE &2, HEBRIZ X - TR %
a2, B < ORBRAERT L LERDH Y, HFEFITRVEA L L OE MR 00
TLEODT, RUFEDO B TH D HHEFAFE 7 0t 2D ZERL TE RV, S HIT,
—RANT FER TR X DA EIT, AR OB ER O 72 DIZRY 35 5, € 2 Tilt
FCIE, WA 2LEMEATHIFRDO 22, in silico FIEICIEENEE > TEY, FKYBEHE
DRI HRFERES L TE TN D, #5908, FREITER SN TO 23T
BT HOWT LB ZE YA b PubMed (http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed) TF—U — |
(12 [(P450 or CYP) and (in silico or computer) ] % HVNCTFA7=Hr, 1970, 80 H{LFE CTix
FIZL, 2WTHT2DITH LT, 1990 40 SR 2 IZH] X 4k, 2000 RIS ITTREERY
I DFAMIZL, 2012 FITITEMIC 100 BLEOBRERIND L HICR>TWVND
(Figure 1), D Z &3, FHEMBAOMRENM ELIEZ & ROHEFENREE L TWD
EVIOHRICEDbDLEZBND, ABETITEFEER LKL TW5, in silico T4
ZBRE LT, SRl o ONFFERREIC IR A, CYP BLE K OFHEIZEE4 % RlE
OFfRAEL Z LT, BINRFERARE Y o 209 E BiET, 22T, £TAM%E
TOFLRTIE L 20 5 Y ERE TN EI 35 in silico THEIZDV T Gleeson & D434

EHFEIZLT, TN, *®
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Search in Pubmed
"(P450 or CYP) and (in silico or computer)"
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Figure 1 ZFzin3TIK

Q) FERIMERRE T . ZhudR b EMARTEO—2 L LTY Hv FAEFOHEEURE A
B LEFETHY Gy FOBEEMEZ T 4 V=TV NPT T T A h—
AFEIR T E AW CEET 2, * ZOPREE, LFEEOL T D (BIXI1E, BARKT
0.95 LA kD) - FIIEl7ziE 2~ d, LW O ERBUCES <, ZOFIEORINIGHROHR
MXEZDAE—RTHD, —FHT, ZOFEORRTZTOWREGLRIEHICHD, T
bbb, ZORBUIETZ S FITETIIEEZ RS, 0o bDTH LA, £< D% 9 TIiE
ROVEBIBREINTEBY, D LOMFEEZE(LTHBIRNAEEENED D Z L1 D
Do ZOBBRIIT 7T 477 VT EMINTND, PR Y LEERoT, ZOTENE
RARERDIET 77 4 77 U 708NN K 572, Ml EW T AT JZBond L5
Z Do

b) EHIREEIEPEARBE (SAR, Structure-Activity Relationship) 5 : WRIZER SAR %
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W= 30T 0 B2 ) A Y RICER SO FERRIT b b, ZhusBEmiEE LAY %
AT L, TEME L RIEEZ 30T 200 TR %, FBIMICRET 2 E0W) FIETH D, ® 2
DFEL, EBRT v A ICTRBRSWLTOWARWMEA OB Y 27 FHEICHVSHH
o Y ZOFEORNL, O FREREBRILEIILT T 7 AL MTESWTEITT
HHERDOT, HEEE S FREE L ORBREZHEMFE LTV LITH D, LLRDDG, 2
DFEDRLIL, FOHmAEROMEREICH D, = OFIETIIN FORIEERIERE
RWTLED, TbbL, HDERREDIFIENMMD 7 TR & DL T TOHRZIT AN

BNDEVIGETHD, ® £, bHAAERMNRAELVITHLL, £ 0HEA
IIRATEETH 5,

c) EEMBEITMEMES (QSAR, Quantitative Structure-Activity Relationship) % :
SAR EF VYRR & LT, EWiEMEL -~ OFilllZ2 B L7= QASR FiENM 6N T
W5, B8 ZOFEICE S THER SN D EF T, EWIERE LS TERE TRy R &
Z B 2 ERIEMICES <, 2L ET /MR LR O A AV T, #RIZENR, PLS
(Partial Least Squares) [EIJf & 72 136k 228878 7 v T XA -C, EWiEMEEL
FRITHEICT 4 v T 47 END, QSAR T /MIZFIEDILEM E FWTZ5E D
n—ANVET VL, SERIEEREEOILEWE AW IZ S — VBT ARG 5, 0
ZOFEOEFL, M—=u 7T —%%y NERAWT, SR 7 4 v T 4 v T %ST
IDT, THRBEDOEHNET NVERETELZLTHD, IHIT, B SAR LT
v, EFENREE LT, EWEETIEZRITE S, —5 T, ZOFEDOERNL, £
TAAERICH WAL A EEE DR E S B DEEMOTFRNTERNZ & TH D, 2
DEIL Applicability Domains (AD) & LCXk<mbhnTna, *® £, T LERIC

BOTEHBEE T LT Y X0 E2HWTEEITE, @VREESEIR S D b, TR
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LALE MO ETE & OBUREMEIRT 5 2 L AREED, ERIIARAETH D, I
WFEEITITZ L O FRER F AN GN, $ZOFET LI XANEMRE 5 2 &
282, 61T, RELLRIZZL OB FEHAND &, ANN—T 4T 4 T HREZL
TLEI, ¥ Lo T, ZOFETIIEIHE LR TFIEIC L 2T VRAEELT S
WD D,

d) Three dimensional-structure based (3D-SB) % : 3D-SB F{EIT & /"7 EH D 3 Kot
EHHREHOND HETH Y, RENRFIE LTH U I EBETT A~ T RO
Ry ZHRENFTOND, ¥ ZOFEOEFL, YA KEZ v I EOMALE
MERDZENTELOT, AWTEEEBEDBR LR LT, Ry 7T a
IZHLTWDZEThD, £z, UV EEELZTICLTWAHDT, boHRESHRL
{EFHEO Y T RBETH-THO ZOFELZHEATHZ LN TE, Ak L7z QSAR £
TOCHE L 72572 AD L IR FRIET VEIERT 52 ENTE D, —HT, 20
FIEOEANT Y V37 B O X #fEiEERe Enb B onsd 3 RoTHlEERS 2V GA
2, ZOFEOBEHADHE LN EBETOND, £z, X7 HD 3 RTHEIEFER
PELNTVDHETY, BYTRRICEDL X L BN LIELIEE S THDH LI,
(1) 2RI BEREENFRTH 285G, ThbbA v Ta— A7y NERIT LI 7%
BRI, FHER Ny 7THEE2 T ENIEFICH LD, ® &Blg, 2 20
FETERN R TET 2% 056, 77205 3D-QSAR EFT /L~ L3RS EH5H
ZiE, AaT7BEBENOELN L= LT —E (BT Ny T 2a7) LoHEZH
~FAT L2, BT LHROHEERELNRNZ LML TV, ¥

STZZT, FEYFETMOD, AWFERBIC E 5 Vo7 insilico FHEET 5 D

DITHOWT, mIR O a) FLPERZE FIE, b) B SAR Fik, ¢) QSAR FiE & 1Y d) 3D-SB
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FIEEHEZR TEZATH D, T, AEEOYH 7T A2\ TH, AWiErETRIED
EREMEIIRDERWOT, 777477 ) 7OREEHZ 25 L a) FELMERE FEITE
LTWaneEEx bid, RIZ, EEMEIMEEBDONENLE AT 5 OIENLSHE Y, Al
O T v v A TH->THEWew, EREMEDRU D) B SAR FiEbE L TV 72w
EEZ BN, A TFETEERA R bOMREINTE TN D HO0, HFE 7 L
=Y X LOHEHEEICED D 1372 <, BiTE 2 V72 ¢) QSAR FEIXTHIRS R & bE
ML FHEE & OBMREZMIRT 2 Z L NRETH L7720, (bEWMT A O E 721
1Z< W, FFRIT d) 3D-SB FIEIZHOWTIE, U A Y K=& X7 BRI O BAEH 2 17 1)
DN TEDLOT, (LEWT A v OREESD LN T, FHEEFEE T 1A
TIIAMRFELEZZOND, T, TFEEWEHREICET 22 "7 BHEELTCYPR
N7 U AR—=2 =72 LD X MG ISR 2 ITfELTH Y, 3D-SB Fika ) Bhhk
FOSICHEAT A ENETETAMREL 2o TE T D, LI > T, 3D-SB FED
BIpTE LCRICET T, (1) ¥ "V BEOFHM L, (2) ER&ILOTZOD R 2T O
A MRR T 5 Z LN TEE, TP EYBNRE TR R B L7z insilico Fik & 720
BorboLEZLNE, 2T, KIZd)3D-SB FEORE (1), (2) &R+ 25 7IEIC
ONWTCE X,

£, (1) 3D-SB FEICK T L7 7 EOFMMEORBEICEAL TE, ZhzxHoro
IV OO FIERBRIN TN D, —DHIE, XSG IR b7 A
WMTHDHDT, MGOHX L R7EIZE LT, #HHO X B AEE DSBS TN D
BAEE, TR TEZOEE Ry XU 7HRICHND, W) FERH D, ZOF
E% X B I D <Y v 7 BEEFIE LS, X BRiEaEE 7 & OF5R

M2 WD RERFEIL, TR EeH A TDary 7 A—2 a VEBibz g AT
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LZETHY,MEO/NSREDONE, V=T ORERBEETEETEHZLITH D,
LU G, B2 L2 OBKRMIZHIR NS b T2 TW DL 2 7 E T, o
e LThleole— 20 FERMIBENHFGOLNTNWDLIDHTH D, £ T, ZDHELT,
WIREAIZE A TE D5 FIETH D, o EN)F (MD, Molecular Dynamics) X = L—3/
I N E R EOEE WIS H DI, K WL TV S, MD IS F (VT R,
ZUNTBEROKERE) OERREIZOa L Ea—F T Ialb—varyThb, 22
TiL, o Fidd 2ROt Osr 7 LHEAERT 2 2 LN TE, ZTOROJF - OF) X
BRLHZENTED, ZO%GE, O N7V =7 N VIFHEERR AT L0OH)
OV TO=a— b RAZHEMIH 2L THOLLD, MD h 7Y =7 U »
SBELNTEAFT YT vay hT U T IRy TR TO X o BREE L L
EHERWDZENTES, B —RIIC MD ¥ 2 b—3 a3 VORI, Eanbs
B OREEA 7 — BN T H vy SN ERE R L B —89 5, % =
DFEZE MD ¥ 2 b—3 g VCEDS B S RV EREY ) T B RS, =0
HELTIE, A>T a2a—A7 4y b RKy¥>27 (IFD, Induced Fit Docking) Fi£%
HIERD B, B ® L, Ry dr JUEOETICEES VR EE YT RO
BXOAMELZHEL, ThEAHTLHIETHL, B, bLIOX L RIEE
Uy ROEAMENGR S, EMfRAa7BEEEFIATE20, IFD I3& b Ef
BREYyX U TFELERAD, LNLRRG, BBRIZIZA T 22— 7 1 v FORZE/N
ERBLOLED TR TERBTLZ LT A F-F o RV EHAEROBERE L
HERT-DICNEETH Y, A T 2—AT7 4 v FORRDPMEILENTLE D Z &2k,
IFD I BELARVEARDLY Yy h Ry XU 0T 05528035 5,% LEN-T,

AT TIIH B OZ# M2 EET 572012, IFDIZHAWT, 6RH 7 BD X
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MRS ARG N BRI TV D EAITIE, X SR miEE I IS Bk v X7 BT
HEERV, S84 87 B O X MG i SE 2SRRI T DAL, MD v
R b=y a CESKEEREEY T VS FEERAVWD I ENEE LWV EE R T,
WIZ, (2) 3D-SB FiEIZH T A E&EMTH| (3D-QSAR ET /UL) ZA[REIZT HT2HD
2 a7 BBOMEIZONWTE R D, < DT Ry X FFECBNT, KEOZ=a7
BT Ry oV R—XER 70 77 JMHELTEBY, Z2ORMTHWLNLD, —
DIV HY ROELWHEAR—AZFRET LI ETHY, bo—2FFllshira7r
(FAEMEA =R =) [HE2AWTY 2 ROEEBFIEZIEMAT T T2 2 L ich
5, FIBITRWIIISECTEDY, FIZIZH LR IR NONNERN Ry X7 Ta s
T LA LT A a7 B, U ROFER—X % THIT 5720 Hnsi, 20
BThy7RAaT7OIHy RR—RIZHE 2 b AaT E%E, O E EESBRIEOIE
NAHT TN D G603 o 5, £7o0 213, G AR —XFHE TIXFE CFIETH 528,
ZOBRTry ZFAAaTERLT Ny TEHUWUANDZ a7 2Ffo U I RAR— ATk LT
RIREA X PO D, JVIEMRA 27 BEECHEFR LT, Masfmte Zoxa7
B2 W TNERAT T PRS2 DICHWDHGEREN DD, 7 F Ry F 71285 A =
TBEIIRE =20 X A T30 b, HGEHIEE, RREREIBIE K OV %
%, NGB IR 72 I SO TR A EAE &2 3R 35 2 & TR A B
PEE AL 5 H DT, DOCK™ < Autodock®™ 7¢ &3 % 5, RERMIBIEILY 7 v T D
— VATV F—, FETRLF—, WM RV X—72 COMEERHEZ A 2T >~
T DI DA EIRT A—H K> TREBICEAMIT L2 O TH Y, Ludi®, FlexX?’,
ChemScore®, Xscore® K Glide™ 72 i b, ZNH/8T A—21L, MEREAERE >

FOFEBRFESBERH TRV —INE T 4 v T 4 T Ko TIRESINL TV D, FESk IR
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BTV o R-2 o7 BEEAKRTROND AT HEHE ORI bR S O
THY, SMoG™, PMF? K1 DrugScore” 72 E3d %, & 512, 2000 LERTHE NS0 1
NFH TR N F—LBETRWVWEEE TV T&H 5 molecular mechanics-Poisson
Boltzmann/surface area (MM-PB/SA) £ " molecular mechanics-generalized Born/surface
area (MM-GB/SA) R HB =X AF—5H 0T Ry S 7#fIcsRg Lz, » ™"
FHE A MEA 523, MM-PB/SA 5L MM-GB/SA 1L I RIRD 2 =2 7 BI¥ L v & 1B/
Thd, ZEOMBICIBNTH NI E- VI REGOFEBRT —2 2 HNT, o1 F
v X T TOEL DAT L MM-GBISA L& Lhlz L7, #ia AR — AR OWEAH
FPE T, MM-GB/SA IEM X VBN TN D ZERRENTND, " LLans,
2 a7 B E LTHWZSEED MM-GBISA 227 2 &t Ky ¥ ZIZHnbihd A2
TREBEORNOBBIZHLEL LT, ENENO A 2T BEEOFEMTOREIZZ 7 E
DB RVRAT AMEEMER S D LT L H RV EITE 220, " 2 2EE T,
B D A 27 B EARAE DE THWE By %2 B OREFIA 2 T 5, % 5 &
BB ZOFEICE ST, WS NI L ST BT D) A RO X R S
BE2@mMERTHIETE 228, —MRAVIC X BAEEIEMEOBI LY bisa B m T3
PEDPCNETH L ZLPMON TS, X237 BEOHTTIE, MM-GBISA 1) K
LSBT HICEN TV D LOWERH LD T, ZHUEHANDONRE BN TH D
RPN, TN TORELLAERHL EEDI D&/, 7

ORI RGETE, Ryx I TRONTERD ) T FOGFT7 T4 A ba
VT Comparative Molecular Field Analysis (COMFA) &7 /L &1ERL L, FEABFET I %
ITODOBRRGBEEOBITLHETHLEEZDND, LLRNRE, CoMFA EITHE

HBEIZHSWEFETHY, N—=u 7T =%ty MEAEHN 10 [t L0 -
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EERHELE TR D, LIZh- T, AWEMEERGONTEY, Pr—=0 7T =2ty
FELTHOWD ZENTE MLEMOEN T TH L HEITDIH, ZOF{EILIE M THE
TH 5, COMFA IEDFEMITIRDIEY Th 5, £T R LT HEMACEWRED S 17 F
A AV M, ZRHT =RoesF BICBE L, RIZEAZNOK T RIZBNT, T r—
TIET (FLICWE L7 sp’ k) KT T A A b ENTIELAY & OSLIRFEAAEA
TRAF— (LT =R a = ART vy ) KOFEMBEERT LY — 25 5H
T5, TLT, ZOFRTROTRLF—ELALEWDOIEMEIEZ VT PLS f#fr 217
W, AEEBOEEEE TRIT 5, VW) HIETHD, ® RO L 51, 3D-SB Fik
EHWDEE, 2O CMFAEZEMT D8, VY RORFT 74 A M3+ Ky
XU ORRERNDZ LT D, O, ZOFEE SB COMFATE LIRS, & =
F TIZ, SB CoMFA £ TIEZ < ORIIFIAIE S TH Y, 213 acetylcholinesterase
(AChE)®, glycogen synthase kinase-3 (GSK-3)¥, c-Jun N-terminal kinase-1 (JNK-1)* K& Tr
vascular endothelial growth factor receptor tyrosine kinase-2 (VEGFR-2)* 72 &3 5, £72,
CORyFITHEZNWNZ, AT 7 F v —_"=ATOIUH Y FOZFT T4 A
DEAHE, VA RR=ATORFT T4 A2 b XD COMFA £ 7 /L DRER AR A E
NboZied L@tshTing, #%%%® X512, COMFA E7 /UL Y Hv KON #E
(COWTIR R OFERNCAFE LWGITEAFE L ROWGTIC O W T OERERE 5 2
DT, VHY TP CRESKEDLDEEZBND,

VL2 E 2T, AFm3CTIE, in silico BIESAN 251 L C, FEyEhRa T 4 B 35d
7 vt 2 OB T2 2 & T, BrREBHIE I o K e K& OB 8 B H ORI &
%, R ORI E AfE I Z LI Lie, BiARyeFikL LT, 3D-SB Fikz v,

Z Ry EOFNET T DMEE LT, {RZ ST HD X B SEE D 2 5% )

29



NTWDEEITIE, X #faE IS <Y V7 BEFEZ WV, R N
7B D X MhE A E DS N TS T RO DA, MD VR 2 b—Y 3 TS
SEEHE 7V S FEERACDSZ LI L, £, THIOEE(IZE B9 AT
TR T AE L LTI, Ty MEEMNR D IRWIGEITIT A 2 7 B A A
AOETHY, 7—2ty MEEMR+07235E81201% CoMFA E2 b Z L2 L,
EPTH-EHTITEEY O CYP3A4 [LFIZEIT % in silico HF7E”, 25 " F TP D PXR
IEMEEIZ X % CYP3A4 553812 B89 5 inssilico #F9E”, 25 =% Tl ¥ D CYP2D6 Diltfs
FZRIHEIZBIT 5 in silico MFFE 24TV, AIEEAIHIBREIC R 1T 2 EE M EmML & O

SEWERE T FIEOMNL 2 BR LTz,
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132 FEYo CYP3AS FEEIZEIT 5 insilico AFEE
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1.1 Fe&wm

CYP3A4 [T WHEBL L~ L2 5, IRIR WEZHT 52D T, CYP 77 IV —DH
Th, FRCEERMETHD, P 7% £, EHSNEMOK 40%1L CYP3AL DL
WEZFDHZENMOENTNS, P Zhwx, CYP3A4 DHITENEZ HLE T 2L AWIE
fno> CYP3A4 SLEDIRNEREIC % . %, DDIs Z5| &2 L, HEEREWEAZH <
ATREMENN B B, 100 10 102 103104 g fEi L A DDIs 25| X R TRV B o T
A2, & MEERRBRAIT O MERH 20 E > 0 E YT 5729, FDA 72 & O
Rt 2T 2R B AR HND, ¥ Lo T, EMibE o CYP3A4 L D
AAEMITABED T PEIZHN TR ZERBEMTH Y, ZNZi~<25 DI LIXUIEATF
S uY—hEANZ CYP LEERPEMS N TN D, ® LLAERD, ZH0noiz
FRIITEN E NMREEES N LD T, BRI b EMEIIIRA R H 5, Z DR,
insilico FiE&4 W T CYP [HEDO PHIZIT 9 Z L3 TEAUE, 7l T = 2L EmED 7R
BRICHO D, FEEZNE T, CYPIA4 IHEICET 22 < OFETHIET LR S
TN 5, 106 107 108,109, 110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115, 116

2010 E £ TIZ & b~ CYP3A4 D X et IE N BEIC W < D TR Y, b X
HfG A& o PDB (Protein Data Bank) = — K%, 1TQN, 1WOE, 1WOF, 1WO0G, 2J0D,
2VOM K TR 3NXU Tdh 5, 10 H8 120 1TON & IWOE OFEEIZ Y H o R LT 5K
EThHD, MM IW0G I% Metyrapone 2355 A L2 A MRS TH S, Z O Metyrapone

I35 T8N 226 & ELERH/ NS WD, TAREE L IEE A EED SR, B IWOF 1
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Progesterone & OEAKRIEE CTH DA, Z O Progesterone 2354 LTV D WA Mt & v
NIERETHY, ZOWBELT AEELIZEAEEDLRIoT, ZOMREYA FA
BHOVA NCHLONT —T 47727 ETHDLIONZOWTTE RSO TIEH D
B, 2OV A MIRHBIENE Z Db BI2idien 2 &3k cdh 5, 20D 1%
Erythromycin & OE AR TH 573, Z D Erythromycin D& R — A Tidfiians 2 &
G TV DALEE I REELL, EISUGE Z D~ LIZHNWTE LT, ZO/ME R
RITEET L T 4+ A= a VTRV EQVRIR I TN S, ™ 2VOM OfiE

Ketoconazole & DEEGAEIEETH Y, F-G il O C RinD/L—THEIZIBNT, U
¥ RDRNT RAEED CYPIAA TN TEIN a7 A= a YRR Z LT
7. T RKEIEIZ Z O Ketoconazole G AHE 2 HIAGDOED &, M TD CaJEFICEL
T RMSD (Root Mean Square Deviation) (% 1.6 A (23 L 7=, ° 3NXU O#ii 1% Ritonavir
EOBEBEBETHY, ZOMETS F-G LU C RGO/ — 7 REEIZ I\ THIE
fpay T x A—va VEERI LT, Y S b ED Y B RG22 A B
LIciiR, ZOOEHBERT I V7 NV—TOHENER S T& e, — D BITBUKET
LBIZEDL O THY, ZoHIZPhe iDL LOTHD, —DHOBIKET I/
fe 7 v—"7" 1% Tyr53, Aspbl, Asp76, Argl06, Arg372 XX Glud74 260D, Ziuh
XY T REGZEMORNCER L TEY, KEJBEERICEEREHZRZLTWD
EEZLNTWD, W 22T I NEHAKMEICE AR LS, COHOT R
W 7 L—7°1% Phel08, Phe213, Phe215, Phe219, Phe220, Phe241 } UF Phe304 7> 5 R0 ,
INBITY Ty REBZEMORIFFITER L TEBY, U N OBukMEHRAAERIC
HEREEZRZL TN LEEZLNTND, ™ ZZTIEINE"Phe 7 T A X —" LIE
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ZOWETIE, EWICE D F CYPAMILEZ THIT 572012, arta—4 Ky
X 7T HS 72 SB COMFA Fi£1C L W 3D-QSAR £ 5 L& 1ERL L7z, Z @ SB CoMFA
T VT EE A Z TRIT 2720 TR, VT RORER—X&THlT5Z L
MTEDHDT, CYP3ALBLEREBEDT-DOMERE L TES NS 2 it s, *
LU 6, 4 B ETIZ SBCOMFA FiEx CYP 7 7 X U —IZ@E M L72BlFIER 124
220 T CYP & v R IR E DN RN E A TN DI Ky F U F#fEE1TH 2 &
WEELLS, CYP 77 XU —IZBAL THEEINTWD PRIETZ VTIELAER I TR
NR—=RAT T —F Th 5,2 12218215 = ¢ CYP OO Z wfikd 5 72912,
AIETIE R v F 77 7B E L THEEO X #i Gz IV, Wb 5 X i
S IC S B VR BREE L T V- Ry R S REE RV, S BI,
Z N YE-) I FHEEH= LR —3EOT-0Z, Fikpy A 27 B TH S PMF
AT ERWD 2 LIC Uiz, ™ BRICRENRIGEDO Ry %0 VR — X% 8152
T5HZET, CYPIAL TEZOND Y T K- 2 T ERAERIZONTOBLEET

77,
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1.2 #RbE JFiE

YA RF—=4F & b COMFA ETAARRDTZOIMHM LY T R OfesAtis %
Figure 2 IR L7z, ZHUBEEIZZERLEMIEL, —OOXRKIZFEEH I TV D H O
NOEG LTz, 2o Kifao B R%H (pKi ) & F72[F UCkICEEaE s Tn b
bOEMEH LTz, 72, ZOFEBRTIINFIZ vy —2%HNT Ki EORIERTTHILT
Wiz, 1 ZORFFETIE, CYP3A4 X L SV EICHHKETEC Ry F s animnot
WL OMDIEEY) (macrolide antibiotics K O Itraconazole) XV » 72, b7z 17
EobEME —>D 7 N—T12531F, —21F COMFA 7 MER DT D hL—=27
T—4&%y h& LTHW [Figure2 (a)], %Y © 27 /)L—7 1% CoMFA &7 Vil D 7= D
TARNTF—=ZtEy & LTHWE [Figure2 (0], 7 A FTF—4% v k& L TEESICE
X7z = >DILEMIE, Fluoxetine (5575 M:BHLFAl), Nifedipine (P FREETEMERRFEAI) K OY
Saquinavir (FRIGTELEAD) Th 5,

Vv RO : ) T Fo ket P& % Ligprep 7 = 7Z 2 [Schrodinger Suite
2010 (Schrodinger Inc), NY, USA] % N C =R b @t I 28 e L 7=, Ligprep 7' 1 77
I TR R oe b A & OPLS2005 /15312 & » Tk v F—favMb L7z, fbé
MDA A ALIRAEIT ADMET Predictor (Simulations Plus Inc., Lancaster, CA) % FV Tk
EL, IbAYMD a7 4 A—3 3 UERFRIT ConfGen 7' 1t 7' I [Schrédinger Suite 2010

(Schrodinger Inc)] z HVT3hE L7z,
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qm’ E? Wy B
N, N,
~, Ho // N = ="\ = \
¥ N v A({N* " e
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=
F H,r: lo
Fluvoxamine (pKi 4.98)

Cimetidine (pKi 3.86) Ranitidine (pKi 3.77)

Np—

. A

— ”Ij o—
o N=-

g ~

Q D\

\

Diltiazem (pKi 4.21) Verapamil (pKi 4.78)

Terbinafine (pKi 4.00) Fluconazole (pKi 5.07)

Quinidine (pKi 3.80) Isradipine (pKi 4.77) Felodipine (pKi 4.96)

il z ]’ "\//‘M ’ :SLNNU\Q
(1 i‘/\Es\}‘< ”ﬁ\ w /ﬁ M/u (4”}/—/7 NF

13

-

Nefazodone (pKi 5.92)

Mibefradil (pKi 5.60) Ritenavir (pKi 7.19) Ketoconazole (pKi 6.70)

(b)

.

Fluoxetine (pKi 4.32) Nifedipine (pKi 4.85) Saquinavir (pKi 5.46)

Figure 2 BFFRICHV b vz CYP3A4 FREH

(@) CYP3A4 [HEH| COMFA ET /LD hL—=227F—% & v b, (b) CYP3A4 [HEA| COMFA ET /L DT A

rF—%%v k
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CYP3A4 WD : £ I CYP3A4 O X #ff b E T 2010 £4F £ TICHEE D b D3
PDB |28 &k LTV /= (PDB =— K 1TQN, 1WOE, 1WOF, 1W0G, 2J0D, 2VOM K&}
3NXU), HHHSUSI0 R o T ok X =g TR W AR B D b D (IWOF K Y
2J0D) #FrZ, - 7= oD % Maestro clustering module [Schrodinger Suite 2010
(Schrodinger Inc)] (2 TR LNTZRFMMEHNT Y FAZ U T Uiz, Z OMHTIZIXIHH
rn P EAIEL 4 A LNICNES 57 XV BREEZ W TiTo 7o, ~— VHEHE 15 A O
THEZITV, &7 7 AZ—OVPEEICR bIEWH O 2REME L L TRAL, BT
MT-HEEIT IW0G, 2VOM KT 3NXU Tho7o, T BIEIED SR ITH Y R,
£, T VBESION, RisEoORBEZEB LT, 30FHMNDH 496 FHETOT
LEBERG, 0FEENG 496 FEHETOT I /B TREOH D DL Prime 7' 1 7
< I [Schrédinger Suite 2010 (Schrédinger Inc.)] % W THi» 7=, AR Z ORE#EIE
OPLS2005 /)32 T F—H/MbaAT - 7,

IUEa2—F RyXr 7 RyX U 72iEGlideSP Ky¥ o 77 a7 J A
[Schrodinger Suite 2008 (Schrodinger Inc)] Z MWz, Ny F 2 TR T A=K L, Z X7
'& van der Waals (vdW) 2 A7 —v% 07, U2 RvdW 2R —1% 09, 7 U v

R A KTV H REDAA DT I JBICELEZE N 10A3E LT,
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R—=APESa®R : R—=XREDT=HD4L7 1k A% Figure 312k L7-, COMFA T
MWD 5FT T4 A FEBIGT 2720120, B/ ) Ty RifGar 7 A—var
WLETHD, =DV T FIZRH LT Ry F U ZFEICE D WL D0 R— X035

W, EOR=ZEP+0TholeHE, TNOR—AOHFITELWR—AREFEN T
HEBRDIENTED, ZTNENDOIHFAID Ry F 0 7 OfERNOEDKR— X% FE
T 5720, ZZTIEPMF 2A=7 [SYBYL 8.1 (Tripos Inc.), St. Louis, Missouri, USA] %
Wiz, 2%V, Glide Ry ¥ 7ICL o TEMRSNIZHRTOR—XIZH LTPMF 2=
TERFEL, ZAaTBRbE»o (IR X —H) A —X%, ZEhOREH
IZBWTEOEAR =R LIIEWVIRER—RX L Lz, ZOR—APRET 0 ADRY
PEZMRGET 2720, X HIEREEETR DY T ROWER—%, ZOo7akv Rk

W TAERL, Tivg X Bk E T COME & i L7,

Ligand 2D structures

y

Ligand 3D structures generation by Ligprep

y

The conformations of ligand 3D structures generation by Confgen

V

Ligand Docking to each protein, and generation of docking poses by Glide

V

Ranking all poses with scoring function: PMF score

V

Binding pose decision with the lowest PMF score

Figure 3 R—XWE S 1 X
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COMFAET YLV T : 1T 74 A v MY, ETR—RREINTI AT RE4A
DT I B TY T F=2 o\ EEEREEREGDYE, RIC~LEHZ O RITEEZTY
< = & THUE L7z, #FEIE CoMFA module [SYBYL 8.1 (Tripos Inc.)] M=, & Z T
® COMFA [ X9 X CHEHEF 7¢I 8T A — & Z 7=, QSAR E7 /U pKi fEIZ x5
COMFA #8H & LIRS D PLS fATIC L > T B 5, 2 1§ 5172 CoOMFA £ 5 Vi

MNo—=0 77 —=2%y FOTHREKR T A M T =21 v ~OAEBIRGREZ Fhi LTz,
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1.3 R

R—ARES T ADEYHERFE: N — AR ET R EAREY TH D Z L aRiET 5
728, CYP3A4 O X #EIEFICE £ 5 k5L Y 7 R T % Metyrapone, Ketoconazole
K OX Ritonavir DIRER— X% R— X 7 & A (Figure 3) (2 L7223 »> THERR LT,
Z OFER, X BEEAERITIC L > TIRIE STV DALE L OF A, W s RMSD
TRALUNTH 72D T, AR THN R —ARET 1 ZIZYTHDH LWL

(Figure 4),

(@) (b) ()

Phe241

Phe215
Thr224
— Leu210 Phe213 Phezs1
© Tyrs3
Leu4s2 Leu21Y Arg106

\ Phe304 ) Phe108 Leu211 | eua10

\ , ,
Arg372 Deso1 Arga72 Fhesod N Hiedit Met114

\ ser11o NX's, = Leuds? Arga72 A

Met371 11300

Y Phe57

Ser119 Leud82

Argl0s Thr309
il \ fleatt e301 ppe3oq
\ Glud74 P—
\ Ala305 \ Ala305
Arglos ./ Arg1os|
A 5 11e369 Ala370 _\Thr309
~ \ Ala305
/ S N \ —< ,
Ala370 ‘ = THe3go Thr309
Leu373 /
Heme Heme Leu373
Heme

Figure 4 AN—XRET 1t A DY HRGE
5T U 4> RiZ Metyrapone (a), Ketoconazole (b) & O Ritonavir (¢) T ¥, JREAY X Mk A& i ic &

STREEINTY F o FALE, SENRFR—XRETBERZ LR TE LY F > RALE, RAERT
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COMFA E5 )V : COMFA {£12£:-5< 3D-QSAR EF AR DT 0D MNER U T KD
DFT T4 A ML, R—=XPE7nt A (Figure 3) IZ L7228 THE Lz, ER—
ANBIRD50FT 74 X MInThvb s LICERE S, BRROEEEL R L
(Figure 5), &2, ZD317 74 A F&HWTCOMFA T NV EEK LT, ZOET
NVOREHER % Table 2, TRIFER % Table 3, # L CEBRMEICK L THRIEEZ 77 > b
L7cb D% Figure 6 IR Lo, ZROHDORER LY, fE 7z COMFA E7 L H155
D TRMEITEREE R<—&HL T,

Table 2 CYP3A4 fHZE CoMFA EF VOSSR

Cross-validated Conventional Test Dataset
CoMFA Model . . No. of ve . . Contribution . L
Dtraining q- Spress® components p* S F ST®  EL® Diest !

Human CYP3A4 14 0.565 0.804 3 0.974 0.197 124.578 0.487 0.513 3 0.986

“ The number of ligands used as training data set. ° Predicted correlation coefficient in leave-one-out cross validation.

¢ Standard deviation for the sum of square predicted errors. ¢ The conventional values of correlation coefficient.

® Standard deviation. F value. & The contribution values of steric contribution. ! The contribution values of electrostatic
contribution. ! The number of ligands used as test data set. J Predicted correlation coefficient in external-validation.

Table 3 CYP3A4 FLEERE & CoMFA EF/VIZ Xk 2 FHEIE

Expetimental  Predicted Experimental Predicted

Training data set Test data set

pKi pKi pKi pKi

Terbinafine 4.00 4.45 Fluoxetine 4.32 3.97

Fluconazole 5.07 4.84 Nifedipine 4.85 4.73

Cimetidine 3.86 3.81 Saquinavir 5.46 6.08
Ranitidine 3.77 3.77
Fluvoxamine 4.98 5.13
Quinidine 3.80 3.87
Isradipine 4.77 4.80
Felodipine 4.96 4.68
Diltiazem 4.21 4.12
Verapamil 4.78 4.78
Mibefradil 5.60 5.58
Ritonavir 7.19 7.27
Ketoconazole 6.70 6.65
Nefazodone 5.92 5.86
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Figure 6 CYP3A4 fHESEBRME & COMFA T MIZ & 5 FHIE
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COMFA LI K OB B ik DRk 1% Figure 7 (2R L7=, 7238, COMFA ZE#t T
FERMOCIZE ST, Uy RPEEEESRIETEERLUTOL I ICRE > TV D,
RRENT Y I RICSLIRAIZ S W B B 2 56 IEMED & < 72 2 5EI, shEAix Y 7
¥ RISSLRRYIZ & i OISR 3 B 2 3 SIS TEVEDMK < 72 2 58k, JREUTY B> RIZAD
B2 b OEBEEN D D56 FTIKBIRFZREN & 55 iGN & < 72 2 31,
FEOILY I RICIEOER 2 b DEHIEN & 256 FI0I3KB R 5 ER & 5355
(CIEMED m < R DR TH D, TN OFHEBRKTIE, K& RFOFERmWN I T NisE
ZEM DOBIKMET S A TEHEE ) O Phe 7 T A % — % S EefEIR O < IZ R B AL, BB EO%R
RIS DJED R O 87 8 L #%¢8 L1SG 5 L 9 ZefEikic Lo iz [Figure 7 (a), (b)), &
7z, REDOEHUITIEICHEL TWDLT I/ BOEIZR LI, FaOEEHITAICH
BLTCWDT I EROILIZR Bz [Figure 7 (c), ()], L7223 ->7T, CYP3A4 DU W
¥ RREEZERIC BT DD, CoMFA FEEMIC I S KM E L TWD EE 2 b,

REW LB P DORE R — XL : AWFZE TIERR L7z COMFA £E7 VD7 — 2 & v |k
ICEENTWD, HEEEO RS RENRMEEMORER— X2 BIZE LT, CYP3A4
DI BN RO 21T o 72, BEFEMEOIRMEE & LT Quinidine, PBHETE M2
FEDIbE¥ & LT Nefazodone, FHFEIEMEDN EVMEEY) & LT Ketoconazole 71, Z 4L
5 3MLEMDOIRTER— A&t LTz, ZORER, HEIEMEOKY Quinidine [T~ iz
LB L7=b D00, vdW FHAEH R O#EMRAFENOMIZIE, JHY 07 I /L K&k
BOKMEAR HAEF B OUKFEREAIX R 52~ 7- [Figure 8 (a)], — 5 C, BLETRMEHRLE
Td % Nefazodone T, vdW tHAEM K OFFEM EAEH OMIZ, Arg372 & Nefazodone
Dx—T VI L O CKRFBREADBIEE ST [Figure 8 (b)), 7=, BHEIEMENEW

Ketoconazole TiZ, vdW HHAAEH K OV EFE BAEH Oz, Nefaodone & [FIERIZ Arg372
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& DEIZ Ketoconazole D 1 ViR = VK EREE 2> TB Y, X512 Ketoconazole

DY 7 muX B UER) Phel08, Phe304 7o & & BKYEME BAEH 2 £F-> Ty 7z [Figure 8

(©)]
(@)
rhe2iy
Phe21d  Phel20 Tursd
o, Phe2ls
Phe2di Fhcles AspT6
Arglos
.
. Asptl
;) ArgiT2 d
Glus?d
-
Heme
(c) (d)
Phe21y
Pheld  phede Tarsd
he21s
Phedid
Phe2d] Fhel A6

Arzl
" "
‘.
> ., Aspol
‘ é .r.lu.tu e
B

Figure 7 COMFA &M & UV T NEAEMED DT 2 J BROKET

(8) Yofkdy, (b) Sifkd L V0 RREEEALAIL T 2 /oK mE, (¢) #EHLC (d) #ER L UV P

op

EALJENL T 2 BROFEFR, (3), (b) TIX Phe 7 5 X % — (Phel08, Phe213, Phe215, Phe219, Phe220,
Phe241 ;0% Phe304) & BI/AKMEIZE ATZHHIE (Tyr3, Asp6l, Asp76, Argl06, Arg372 J T Glu374) AS#ii T

ENTW5, (d)TIZETA, RIZECIVHFELTWAZ EEZRLTWDS,
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Figure 8 CYP3A4 REFHERIDIRER—X
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(b) Nefazodone g
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Figure 8 #i &
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Phe215,

(¢) Ketoconazole w7 s 7 hene
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1.4 B

Rydr77a 77 hROAaT7EB RLEVWFy X770 s T AR T
BoERL, EHTLRICRELALAET D, — KIS, EHTLIRICH LT Ry X7
Ta s T hERaTEEOKL A GDEER LT, KT a ha L ERET LN
BE LW, O KBFZETIX, CYP ¥ U NV EOFRBRMEEEETH20IC, Ry
L7 a =L LTHEEBOZ NV EEEENE LI, £, VIV R Ry F U 7 AR—=-X
DRFEIIL, Glide Ky ¥ 77 n 7T AL PMF 227 B MAGbETHW, 1E
% S 4172 COMFA & 7 /VIE B 7e st b ez m L7 DT (Table 2), X #pibsbgiE|ciLo>
WIS R EREY ) V- Ry X T FRER D Glide KyXx 77w s
L& PMF 2 2 7 BB O A& o1, CYP3AA DFFZRICHE L TV D b D & B 2 bz,
PMF A =t 7 BASUIKFEIR T2 CHEE LW = 0, MR BUK R BERICE S %
B2 TR THY, Z ORI COMFA ICRFARHERE2 - 0T HBO —~>TH
HEEZEZ DI, ¥ CYP R ORI ILHEREIY, BUKMELA D Z ML A A L
T, AL EAKEMEICL, B OEMPRE LT S22 LThD EE R LN,

ZAULPMF A2 7RIS CYP O Ry F U ZHFEICHE LT\ D 2 LI F/E Ly, %

COMFA BTNV OFRMERE : Table 2 (2R L7z L 512, CYP3A4 [HETRO =D
COMFA &7 /L CIIMMFTAIC BRAF2FE R 3G B Av7z, Table 3 127~ L7z pKi Tl % 525k
fEIC LT F ey b5 L, FHIME S EZRIE L ORICIZIROFEEI & 537- (Figure 6),

X512, CYP3A4 U By FEAZEM O BB L COMFA & mEfRKIZ B < MM STz
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(Figure 7).

KREOWFTIE, £/ bty s REAINEOLEE, T/ 5 CYP3A4 OLFEAl L
LC—2DbEWIEd M < Fmiz gl L, LA > 7T, Phe 7 7 A X —3MiiEd
%V W FREAZEMOE EORIFITITERRNBLN RN oI, ~Tr hr ey 708
A, 7725 CYP3A4 OLFEHAIE L THEE DL M FIRFZE < 351 C COMFA €7 /L
R CE AR DIE, ZOWMNICHEERBBINTL D AREMESRE D, 2 £z, ABF
TR DI o 7203, WA T A E & 1358722 2 Bt CREE 2 %9 % Mechanism
based inhibition |~ & 7EH 23 E > T2, 2 BLBRECI, Z ORI BLERE S R T o
EEMTHLNTIERVWO T, ZAEFHEET /MET 52 LI ICRETITIH 503,
IVERER Z OEOMEIN S HIcHEde 2 & T, ZHUCET 2B THIET LV OMER b E
ERHEHE o T HTHA I,

COMFA E7 /WVZBT A fEREF LD L, AL TIER L7t ~ CYP3A4 FHEA
3D-QSAR (SB COMFA) E7 /L idhkx 7 bA It LT pKi Z IEMEIC FRIT 25 Z & 23w/
BRTHY, ZOETALEMANDLZ LICL ST, ABEOYHBEMEIZES W TEEH D
CYP3A4 [HETEMZFMT 2 Z LN TE DL LEX B,

CYP3A4 FHEMHEAEA RO « AEMRbEY (HEEMEOERVEED
Quinidine, PHLETEHMEHREE DA% : Nefazodone, BHETEMED BV MEAY) : Ketoconazole)
DPER— R &g L= & 2 4, £9° Quinidine Tl vdW FH A 1EF K O FEFE EL1EF LA
N OBKMAT EAER R OKER-EEOWT b R oo ic, TR, CoMFA % &t
EDERY ZMNTH, RNV RELRERVITRONR T, TNHDT Enb,
Quinidine I£7 X /i & DM AEAEAN L 720728, CYP3A4 LEIEEN TR 720N &35

Z Btz [Figure 8 (8)], ¥kiZ, Nefazodone Tl vdW A8 AA/EH K OFFEEAH ELVER LIS T
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KEFREENRLENTEY, ZOK CoMFA Fmfk& DALEDERY 2 /15 L, KFHE
% > Nefaodone D= —7 /L4y 1X, SEARYG TIIsktad (U T2 RISSHRIIIC mE O E
BIEED B 258\ TIEERE < 72 5) SEBICER VAR O, FERICERES TIIREo
(VA FICADEMEZ S OBEHEN D 556 T IKBRFZREENH 556 115
N 72 d) T WELES RS-, ZhboZ &, Nefazodone 13 Z D/KERE
BEFFOIZD, CYPSA4LENTREICETELTWDS EZR b, £, ZOKE
WAEMEY T I BRIT AQ3T2 TH -2, ZHUE “BUKMEICE AZTER IThE LT
B, TNETIREBSINTND, ZOHD &EOMHAEIEM CYP3Ad LY T KD
FEABMMEEZRO 5 —HETH D, EWIREE T HHDThH-o7= [Figure 8 (b)].
U %12, Ketoconazole Tix, Nefazodone & RIERIC “BIAKMEICE ATZRER” (SO L
72 Arg372 L O E T Ketoconazole d 71 ViR = VLK FEAEE 2> TR Y, Z O
COMFA SE ik &L DER YD 2 B5 &, SR TIIRkEOIRICE R Y AL, §HES
TIHREOFEIRICER Y NA O, S 51, Ketoconazole TiXy 7 v B BN
Phel08, Phe304 & D RNZB/KMAAAEH 25> T\ /22y, Z @ Phel08, Phe304 |3H/E
FEGHNLORIFERDIAFET D “Phe 7 T A Z— “O—ETHY, ZHNETITRBIN
T\ D ZOHERsy & OMEANEMA CYP3A4 L U J v & OFSGBFIPEA R 5 —ZK T
b5, EWIEHEXFTALDTH 7= [Figure 8 (c)], M°

LLEX Y, AIFFETIE COMFA S Efit L U T NG ZEMICH 2T X /ML OB
5, BEROIEEOETIL, BKMEICEATLERKICSH ST I/ (Argl06, Arg373 &K TN
Glu374) L+ DKFEREA K Phe 7 5 % % — (Phel08, Phe215, Phe241 J% 1} Phe304) % &is
U A REEGZERIORIFH o LT I /8 E OBKIEHRBEAERIZ K - T, Kok

ESNDbDEZELLNT, 2B, ZOBRIINETITERSN TV DOHIERR L —
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ﬁ(b“(b‘éo 117, 118

famm e LC, AFETITa o Ea—F Ry X 72EDSF, TRKE DSV CYP3A4
(24 B PLEENE T 3D-QSAR (SB COMFA) EF VA2 1EkT 5 Z &N T, F£77,
72 B EFIEEZFFONFIL AW ORER— XD N, “BUKMEICEALHER” (12
HDHT I MEDKFREEKLDR “Phe 7 T AX—" Ete) Y FEGZERICH DT 2
J L OBKYER EAERD, (LAY D CYP3AL fEHE OILEEMEOBIHICEE CTH D 2
AR ST, ARRFSETHESE L= b CYP3A4 PLEA] 3D-QSAR &5 /L1 pKi % IEH
ICTHIT2ZENARETHY, ZOETAEHND Z EIZX - T, AIEKOYHIEREIZE
WTEEREATET 5 Z LA ATRRE 72, ZIRARAIKICEMCTE 2 bDEEI bR

7':,
—o
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2 E EYo PXRIEMHIIZE B CYP3A4 FHEIZEE
93 insilico A2
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2.1 fEm

PXR (NR1I2) 1T LA k- CTIEM L =41, CYP3A4 <° P-glycoprotein (P-gp) 72 & D
LA ORBC N T v AR—F —DORBZFET DENZRETH 5, ¥ CYP Bk
(D ORFNEE 2 BZENZRIZL TRV, TEEAI DR 40%13 CYP3A4 (2 L - T
WEND, P Ffz, Pgp ITEERZAPEL 7 AR -2 —L LTHON TN D, P
SARFEOHIM M JRIE, A T 2B RULEM N PXR G LS L Z L 2 ER
WV, RERBIE, FO LD AWML DDIs 25 & T RREMER E WIS TH D,
B, AL EMIZ PXR OIEMAGIC X DB RFE LK 2 ietEnE 2 on-ha, ol
SEE b MR Z ML T D Z LN RGN E D EiHET 5720, FDAZRED
B JF2s B MORER A K> b d, ¥ Zhdbx, FEEBRE OV R C IR
BIEMZRARD ZENEETH D,

PXR D7 T = MIMLEMERNLNEHIEZ RO Z ENR< MO TEY, 71
Tl ALEY, PEEER WL 7V aaLFadf RREND D, P BEHEOH
2T DY Th D, 7, U KRR PXRICKHEA L, BN~BET 5, KIZ
U 77 R-PXR AR retinoid X receptor (RXR) IZHEAT 5, 612, VAV R
-PXR-RXR #4141 steroid receptor coactivator-1 (SRC-1), hepatocyte nuclear factor o
(HNF-a) K OF peroxisome proliferator-activated receptor y coactivator-1lo. (PPARy-1a) 72 &'
AT FN— S =Ll TREIS D, &IZ, U K-PXR-RXR-217 7 F—4

—HEERH, CYP3A4 Lt ™ xenobiotic responsive enhancer molecule (XREM) 7' & & — %
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—HEIRICRE ST D 2 & CRERAE ALY D, B0 N E TICPXR U A RiEA
fE#% (LBD, Ligand Binding Domain) @ X #is St 1L 2 i i <5, L& %o PDB
a— R&ELUTFICHIET 5, PXRLBD #i&ETix, 1ILG (7 &)™, 11ILH (SR12813 &
D 3AE L), 1M13 (Hyperforin & o3 % 1E) %8, 1SKX (Rifampicin & o> 35 i i

1)1} Of 3R8D (PNU142721 & o3tk fbiiE) 238 %, PXR LBD-SRC-1 # & it i
T, INRL (SR12813 & ik i), 20091 (T-1317 & D3k b kEE) 2 K ) 3CTB
(7 RIEE) BN 5, £/, PXROU H Y FREAZEMITIE E A EBBKRT 2 /1
Lo THER SN TEY ¥, 1ZLALEDPXR 7 =2 MIEWIEEN 2 /R4 2 & 2A
ERTW5S, ¥ ZOFHEL, CYP3ABEED AR EREN, BUKMALAY 2 kb
ML C, AbEMEKEEMEIZ L, BiE» oM LT < S8 EEXLND
ZLIZ-BELTEY, ED CYPIARFE LT A=A MI Lo TIEM(L 7z PXR 3 5H
FHETHOTHLND, ZOBETHIC)H RS> TNDS, 0%

BUE, BEAiba O PXRIEMNIC X DBERFEIL, LR—F—8BF7 v A00F
A V72 invitro EBREZ VTS TWS, MMM UasLanins, Zhb®E
BRIZITM B L MBI 2 A2 SR 0)D T2, Z OFEBRTHHEICTX 25 OEITR 5
NTnd, Tz, MG O PXRIGHAGIC & 2 EERGEEZ THIT 5 insilico F
%, Tl TE 2{EEMOEITHIRA 2 <, AIRICAHTHLIbDEEZBND, 5 H
T, PXR-U B> REFIEICET 2 2 B a— 4N L+ R Sho2ob 5,
D RNyx U THETIE, VA REBUKMEE/EN 2R SEERT I /gl LT
Phe288, Trp299 K TN Tyr306 23RBS T, £V Ty REKFHEEFFOT I/
ikl LT GIN285 /RIS LTV D, M X B5IT, HHFEE W Ry F 0 778 Tl

U7 R EOKEREEIT Ser247, GIn285, His407 K& O Argdl0 N EE e kElz2 R4 2
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ENPTRIBENTND, M WL O0OHFZETIE, (EAW D PXRIEMEALIC X 2 B EIE
PEDERIFHE FRNCHEL L TR v, iR 28 2 W FiE0, A EiE Bl RE o
LB DI % SBIT U T35 6 O B TR CTIERR B LD BTV DY, Bix 2 bt
Ex R ObEWZE x5 & L7z COMFA {£<° Comparative Molecular Similarity Index
Analysis (COMSIA) %72 £ D 3D-QSAR E 7 /L Cl, &< BHRERBF LN THR,
190, 151, 152, 158 gz B 1X PXR ~0 K v 2 70%, PXR & L /37 E OF#E, WA
Hy REREOT-ORETH L EERL TS, B L Lans, flE7 a2 T
LA LA E 1S D 72012, & DFREEMRIE ML S 2 R ke & B0 o
L7 B0,

AWFZED BENX, SRS Z R LG D PXR IEMEIKIC K D EERFF BT 4
ERAICTRIL, RORABEKICERT S L THDH, 22T, PXR ~DY TR
O K DR FEIGEL THT 5720, H1IETHWZFIELFREEIL, arEa—%
R % 71235\ 2 CoOMFA 12 & 5 3D-QSAR £ 7 /L& {ERK L 7=, SB CoMFA 5
JVTITERFEIGEE THIT 52720 T, VTV ROBER—X%2H52 L TE,
F AL E DR FBOALE WIS Tl <, Bz b HBE & R EmaHR > = &
WTE D, O

JEATRRIED D, PXR LBD-SRC-1 D217 4 A—3 3 VX PXR LBD &3 #Ep25 2 &
PRI S TS, B 22 TREDHZETIE, PXRLBD ~D U 7 RiSA 25 E
EIEERD D Z LD, Ry X WS & v 87 Bk & LT PXRLBD-SRC-1 T
1Z72<, PXR LBD DA & M52 Lic Lz, B8 £ ZhE ClosEs g <
W5 PXRLBD DU > REFEENL A2 BRAEOELZFT, W D007 I/ B THEICT

NN % Z ENghotz (Figure 9), ZO7 2 JBEOTHIE, XBROfKREE7r v AT
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ECTbDTHLD, ETFIV T ROA T a—A7 4 MZEDHDOLDONT )
ThdLBEZLND, ZNHLOEEEZE LT, Ny x o ZHFRICIIKFTO MD & 2
2lb—valrO IV NS TN T U, RO Ry EREEE VT,
FThbL, ZOMD VR alb—ya NCESSERY VR EEY T Ik o
T, AN IEREOFBNEE Ry XU ZICBE L, ® &5ICZ22T, ELWRy s
VIR ERIRT D20, UH Y R-PXR HAEKRDOEAHBHZ AL —%2£T,

MM-GB/SA A a7 OFtREZTo72, KIZ, RESNTZY HY R Ry F U T HR—=AD5y
F7 74 A FEHAWT, 3D-QSAR (SB COMFA) 75 /L& 1Emk L=, %I, KT
EFHEEN LTI B D 6T, BERFEEEOR R DILEWITHOVT, ZAbD R
XU TR R T D 2 LIC LT, TORERNS, BEEHEIEIEOZEOF RO

TEERLI-,

Figure 9PXRLBD YW v RARDAT I /B X BEREEDERASDEX

7K€ : 1ILG (apo-type), A L > : 1ILH (holo-type), #kfa : 1IM13 (holo-type) K UVEifa : 3R8D (holo-type)
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2.2 Bt JFE

YHY RF—4% : COMFA £ T WAERD 7= DW= Y H v Rofb#4#1E % Figure 10
R L, BERFEEN (LA —¥—85 17 vEA TOpECsfH) % Table 4 |2/~ L7z,
ZNOALEWITRENIZRIE LD, — DO HIEBATE [Z O TIE, FSCHRIC
BV THHERR O 72D ECs EAY 200 UM LU ETH o726 DI, ECsfEA 200 UM ThH
HH0OE LTHRYH#H-72 (PECsofE : 3.70)], ™ F£72, W< oD~ r 74 RRLE
PIIRE LTZ PXR % VX7 HgE~ Ry X 0 75 B ICIEREBE -0 THWe o Tz,
7, M EDOEM EFERFHEIEMEERIEIZ LR > T, EIZRSD 7 N —712551F
7o WIZ, BTN —T DR RAHEOBERFEEMEZFFLEMET A T —F v b
(ZEATZ, T7bb, COMFA E7 /UAER D20, FL—=027F =2ty P& LT
285 EREL, AT —¥%%&y b LT6/bEMmEHE L (Table 4),

DAy RO : VT Fo _koufb P& % Ligprep 7' = 7Z 2 [Schrodinger Suite
2010 (Schradinger Inc)] & MW T =k Jofb P &I 284 L7z, Ligprep 7' = 277 F A Cldix
T Z R TeAbF A 2 OPLS2005 1351 & » T ¥ —fivMb Lz, (&A1 4
{EIREEIX ADMET Predictor (Simulations Plus Inc.) Z AW THkiEL, (bAMD =2 7 4
A —3a EEZEIL ConfGen 7' vt 775 A [Schrédinger Suite 2010 (Schrodinger Inc)] % Fv»

TS5 L7,
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oy __="'
P :3.\\/"' \f—f' ~
/<4
ST P
e ° P
¢ — [ LT
1. Hyperforin 2. Felodipine 3. Lacidipine

Y .
W;CA,\DJ\ Q

'Jk/T? . O - J/;

7. Ritonavir 8. Clotrimazole ‘9. Amlodipine 10. Nisoldipine

13. Mifepristone 14. Haloperidol 15. Lansoprazole

16. Verapamil 17. Terbinafine 18. Omeprazole 19. Sulfinpyrazone 2(0. Phenylbutazone

[}

N

W5

21. Phenytoin 22. Rosiglitazone 23. Pregnenolone 24. Sulfamethazine 25. Naproxen 26. Caffeine

/\Qf\/\ M\
27. Piloglitazone 28. Dexamethazone 29. Sulfasalazine 30. Theophylline

A s
L'\\ i H n=£=n E@

d N

/@/‘\\n T

Y
- ~u i
q | )&D
-

Hf

HOY

31. Tolbutamide 32. Probe;:lecid 33. Diclofenac 34. Doxorubicin

Figure 10 AFZEICHWVWO N PXR Y TV K
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Table 4 EBREY pECS0fiE COMFA T —# &y b AT Y —

CoMFA Data Set

Compounds pECso Category
Hyperforin 6.70 Training
Felodipine 6.60 Training
Lacidipine 6.49 Training
Nicardipine 6.40 Test
Nimodipine 6.35 Training
Isradipine 6.17 Training

Ritonavir 6.10 Training

Clotrimazole 5.89 Training
Amlodipine 5.80 Training
Nisoldipine 5.72 Test
Nifedipine 5.66 Training
Nitredipine 5.52 Training

Mifepristone 5.51 Training
Haloperidol 5.38 Training

Lansoprazole 5.19 Test
Verapamil 5.02 Training
Terbinafine 4.80 Training
Omeprazole 4.68 Training
Sulfinpyrazone 4.55 Training

Phenylbutazone 4.44 Test
Phenytoin 4.35 Training
Rosiglitazone 4.31 Training
Pregnenolone 4.00 Training
Sulfamethazine 3.72 Training
Naproxen 3.70 Training

Caffeine 3.70 Test
Pioglitazone 3.70 Training
Dexamethazone 3.70 Training

Sulfasalazine 3.70 Training

Theophylline 3.70 Training

Tolbutamide 3.70 Training
Probenecid 3.70 Test
Diclofenac 3.70 Training

Doxorubicin 3.70 Training
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PXR & v /7 BEEDRER : AEOHIFECTHV /- PXR LBD @ X #ifkdtEiL D PDB
22— FIZ1ILG, 1ILH, 1IM13 X U*3R8D Th D, £7, Mid/Kam TR RE, Zhb
HEO T X BRSO, R OREEZBE LT, 198 6 420 FHETOT I/
it L7, I, 198 725 420 FHETOT 2V BOM TRIBEDOH 5 DIE Prime
v /' A [Schrédinger Suite 2010 (Schrédinger Inc)] % W CTHii - 72, B iEHIIC Z D%
%1% OPLS2005 /13512 TR L ¥ —fwIMb a2 4T 5 7=,

SFEANFEYI2b—va KPP TOEEaA T+ A= a &5 5720, HEfFL
72 PXR % /R 7R [1ILG (7 RHEiE), 1ILH (SR12813 & Lk ik E), 1M13
(hyperforin & O I:fE L) KO 3R8D (PNU142721 & o IfE A E)] 2 AT MD &~
Ralb—rarEFEE L, FHEIL OPLS2005 /)35 % M = @& e VAl T T Sh,
Desmond ~'&2 277 . [Schrodinger Suite 2010 (Schrodinger Inc)] O#IH/NF A — & Z
THEM LIz, K3 TETMITIPP ET /L E L, RIZC-CHRI LT, ISR G &
OIEREAAEAER O N v b A7 9.0 A %, #F&E7E 10° @ Particle Mesh Ewald 4%
WEEFBMEER O FTHWE, MD ¥ 2 = L— g O FENERTIC Desmond O )%
f7e havzEY, ZRucslEkeE, 45nsec (nanoseconds) DI = L— 3 V&
NPT £:4:® T C Nosé-Hoover thermostat A O° Martyna-Tobias-Klein barostat 2 > C 3ji
L7z [T =310.5 K, thermostat relaxation time = 1.0 psec (pico seconds); P = 1 atm; barostat
relaxation time = 2.0 psec], JA 7L~ T Y =2 U7 — X% 20 psec & (ZFdk L=, U
Ty RREAZEM (VA ROBEMA4A) OT7 2 JBOa 74 A— 2D 3505 45
nsec ® k7 =7 VU %, Maestro clustering module [Schrodinger Suite 2010 (Schrodinger
Inc)] THEOLNTZHEi~ N 7 RAEHWCTYZ FAZ Y 7 Lz, KRIZ, B~ FU 7 A

TENEND Y T AZ —H A X WEANHWT L, 7 7 A Z —5EN O RMS (Root
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Mean Square) fEIZHHITWVE D&, TNEND T T AKX —DREMEE L TRATL,
R&%ZIZ, ZhofREREE Desmond 7’1 77 AzB W THvMEL, U F, C-EW
KT HBENZHRIZ, arEa—F Ry 2T,

AUE2—F RyXU T RyF 73 GlideSP Ky Fx o 77w s 7L
[Schrodinger Suite 2010 (Schrodinger Inc)] ZHW\\z, Ny X TR T A=K L, Z X7
B vdW RS — L% 1.0, VA2 FvdW R —1 %08, 77U v R X300
YREBAA DT I JBBICELEBE W 1I0AR L L,

MM-GB/SA 22 TIZ L DR —APRE : R— A&7 m& AL Figure 11 1IZ/R L=, &
1 TR LFERIZ, —2D U H Y RIZ LT Ry F U 7HETHL OhDR—X
BIFHI, EOR—=ZEDB+ 7 Tholcmty, ThOHOR—=ADOHIZELWR =R E
ENTVWDHLEBRDIENTED, ZNENDI T RO Ry F o T OFERNG, HO
N—=AzFET D720, VA F-F "7 EHEEEROREG AT RV F—D— [HEtH
Z#E T MM-GB/SA A2 =27 #F|HF <<, Prime/MM-GB/SA 7' 7" Z 2 [Schrodinger
Suite 2010 (Schrédinger Inc)] =AW THEZ{To7-, 22 TiL, TNZEh DU H v KT,
K& 7R —ZAD Glide A 27 EAL 10 R —X|ZDW T, MM-GB/SA A 227 3R %52
Jii L7z, > OPLS2005 /735 & U® generalized-Born surface area (GBSA) continuum solvent
EFAEANTHARO = R X3 E 21T o7, HAAHTRLF— (A 11K
DOREHNTHEE LT,

AGping = AEum + AGgoy + AGsa
AEum 13 OPLS2005 /1454 FIWCEtR Sz, U Ty R-2 U X0 AR X ¥ — &,
VA REVTRRLDZ NI EDTRLF—EBFDOETH D, Ay 13 Y H > K-

2R EEASIERD GBSA BRI I r X —&, VB REUT L RRLDOE X7
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EOEMM T ANV X —{FDETH D, ACGalI I HY - 2 R EHA RO R
FNF—L, VT REV T RRLOZ R EOEHFRBTRLX—DETH D,
R¥, T b —MIE3AThRo N, FERITLOLL, KRV RLF—DOR
—RAEBRER—AEL LIz, ZOR—ARET BT ADIGEEREET D720, X MR
EEET D) Y ROWRER—R%, ZO7a A LN TERL, Zhz X

b A IEARAT COALIE & el LTz,

Ligand 2D structures

|

Ligand 3D structures generation by Ligprep

|

The conformations of ligand 3D structures generation by Confgen

{

Ligand docking to each protein selected from MD simulations,
and generation of docking poses by Glide

|

Ranking Glide top 10 poses with MM-GB/SA score

|

Binding pose decision with the lowest MM-GB/SA score

Figure 11 R—XPEF & X,
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COMFAET VU T : 5317 74 A M, T VA NELAADOT I VBT
¥ R=Z R EBE R EREDYE, RIS, Uo7 EZRERS 2L TRG L,
#t%1% CoMFA module [SYBYL 8.1 (Tripos Inc.)] #H\ 7=, = Z CT® CoMFA |%, §XT
TEYER 72 /8T A — & & T2, QSAR 7 /L% pECs fEIZ K% CoMFA Fi s &
RSO PLS fRATIC L > TR B D, 5172 COMFA T VIZIE hL—=v 7T

— Yty NOZMBEROT A FT— 42t v N OINERRGEER FEH LT,
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2.3 FER

PXRZ Uy BHEa T3 A—ay MDY a2l —3 g O EICH D
BHRFIZKHTDHRMSD D 7 V=7 hU ZTZFT, #iEOZL#E N 3.5 )25 4.5nsec T

P L TV DR MBIER S iz (Figure 12),

(a) (b)
4.0 1 | 4.0 1 I
< I 1 < I Lt 1 1
g 3 ] ] g 3f N ] |
E 2 30 | 1 E B2 30 . h 1 1

= % 3 z | = = 30 ‘im
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i< M50 rlade : | | =% ons o . :
é" = @i : I 1 :% = 1 I
T w0 i i ZE 20 ff i [
S: sl ! ! 2 . i |
g J_; 1.5 : : %‘4_; 1.5 F : :
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= = 30 F i | 3.0 I I 1
FEN] T - hamter S
v st e I 1 =% oS | 91 ¥ I ]
2= 4}‘5' I 1 Z= Mﬂ d'; | 1
= a9 b I 1 = 0 - ! 1
s E 3 I | s & -'\f\ | 1
= I 1 = 1 1
E‘ = 1.5 \ n 2 = L5 i .
= E [ I 1 = E 1 1
ERE I 1 zg 10 r I I
= I 1 = 1 1
(%} ' \ 0.5 ) \
0.0 L | 0.0 — — ]
0o 0S5 10 LS 20 25 A0 35 4.0 45 0y 05 L0 L5 20 25 3.0 35 40 45

Elapsed time in MD Simulation (nsec) Elapsed time in MD Simulation (nsec)

Figure 12MD ¥ 2 = L—¥ a U TOFHEEN S 0BERFOTH

MD 3 = L— = U HIf#iED PDB code (3 1ILG (a), 1ILH (b), IM13 (c) JT*3R8D (d) TH %,
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MD ¥ = L— 3 VIR 3.5 75 45 nsec (BT 5, KX X EEEDY R
REAEMOT I/ Bar 74 A—32 3 2O TO 5= 2 kU % Maestro clustering
of conformers module (Schrodinger Suite 2010) (2 CZ ZAX V7L, 7T AX Y U TIT
FoTHEoNn-HEE~ Y 7 2% Figure 13 12k L7z, BEEE~ b U 7 2R 2 RAIHIKT
L, 1ILG, 1ILH, 1M13 K Tr3R8D O AT v Fra v haZFNnEi 2, 3, 2 T2
Dy FAZ—IT531T T, ZENEND Y T AZ =L BINAREBEDOMD I =2 L
— a3 URREREFIE, 1ILG Tl 3.60 & 1Y 4.40 nsec, 1ILH Tl 3.66, 4.16 & UY 4.50 nsec,

1M13 1% 3.88 X1 4.32nsec, 3R8D T1% 3.62 Xx1r3.92nsec TH o7,

_
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n

Elapsed time in MD Simulation (nsec
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9,
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£ 43 =
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35
35 3.7 39 4.1 43 45 35 3.7 39 4.1 43 4.5
Elapsed time in MD Simulation (nsec) Elapsed time in MD Simulation (nsec)

Figure 13 Fgff~ VU 7 X
MD 3 = L— = 4l PDB code 13 11LG (a), 1ILH (b), IM13 () & 0} 3R8D (d) T %, ALY

7 AL —DOFS, OREME,
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W, ZTHBMD Y alb—yarDhoV=7 MU nBEEINT, PXRICFEMHEE
DV A v REEAZEM % Figure 14 1273, 2O 5, fRFEPXR X LR EiEED Y

H o FFEEZEMIE, SRRMEICEATWD Z E RS- Tz,

Figure 14 MD ¥ X 2 bL—y a VREEED Y Vo MEEHMER
MD 3 = L—3 = > O/ X 11LG [(a) and (b)], 1ILH [(c—e)], 1M13 [(f) and (g)] 5% 0t 3R8D [(h) and (i)]
THY, MD 3 = b—3 3 BRI 3.60 (a), 4.40 (b), 3.56 (c), 4.16 (d), 4.50 (e), 3.88 (f), 4.32(q),

352 (h) %13.92ns (i) TH 5,
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R—RAPE S ADZYMEREE : Figure 11 TR LIZAR—XIRE T 0 ANZY T
b2 Z LEMFET D720, HWIz PXR X #fde ST ICE EN L EHER Y T R TH
% SR12813 (PDB, 1ILH), Hyperforin (PDB, 1IM13) J% T} PNU-142721 (PDB, 3R8D) % 7~N—
APRET AR A LTEN ST, TOWRER—RAEAER LT, ZOR—RL XGRS
BT COMNBE A I LT, ZOREE, WINoMsERE Y U0 R X B S iE i
TONEZ RMSD 2A N THELL /=D T, ZOR—ARET 1 2I%Y TH D L f

r L7= (Figure 15),

() (b) ()

Figure 15 R—ARE T 1 & A DZYHERRFE

X #pdftsh U v R1X SR12813 (a), Hyperforin (b) & O PNU-142721 () CTH ¥, Fktand X ik s i fed

TWRE ESNTNLE, REDK—ARET TR THREINTEHR—XThH D, HERBIIKERLA.

PXR COMFA BT )V : X U X BREEIZFE SN\ 077 T4 A2 RRR— AR ET 1
T A (Figure 11) (T L= o TER S LIz, FHNTZT 7 A * > ~id Figure 16 (a) (278

Lice SONFT T4 AL FEHOT, CoOMFA EFLEIER LTz, HHRLETLO
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HathE L% Table 5, Tl pECsofE % Table 6, = D FHIMEZ FEEREIZxI LTy L
71X % Figure 17 {2/ ~x L=, 2D DOFER LV, 1B L7= CoMFA €7 /L COTHMEILSE
BRfE & B < —E LT\, COMFA S @m# & o317 7 4 A > N DK% Figure 16 (b) — (e),
COMFAZ @R LV B v RiEAZEMEL O % 237 (PDB 22— R 1ILG, 3.60 nsec) 3 ifi
DOEFHF Y BT 4—& LCFigure 16 (f), (9) (TR L7z, 728, H1ETHBR0,
COMFA EE#UTHERMOAIZ L T, VT FREEEEA~RIETEEINRLLTO L S
ICRE STV D, FRAIT) F o RIIENICER OVBERES S 25BN EL R D
Rl IR U FISRRZ E @ W B & 5 5B I TTEMEAME < 72 D kL, AR
EN I e HOEBEN D D6 ETITKRIRFZBEEN D D56 1216
PEDS < 7 DRI, HEILXY W FIZIEOER %2 b O EHILN H 558 F 7 I3KE R T
5N H LG EITIEEN R 25 TH H, AL TH LIz COMFA 7 /L D%
ERRX TIE, FREOFEEREF Y ET 4 —OWNRINZH Y, HEDEGHREF ¥ BT 4 —
DIMANTFAE LT [Figure 16 (], %72, ARAOEEHITEICHEL TVDET I/ BO
IR BN, HOOESHRIIAICHEL CWDET 2 /o< IZR 57 [Figure 16
@], L7 oT, PXRD U Hy REEEZERIZIIT HEREED COMFA 5 E#RIC X < Kt

INTWDHLEEZ BN
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(b)

(d) (e)

(2

Figure 16 3 %7 54 A > k & CoMFA % & #t
(@ 317 74 A}, (b) COMFA S &EHRALINS, (€) 5317 74 A2 k& COMFA % E#RaL kY, (d) COMFA
LEREEY, (€) T T 74 A N L COMFA % &MErE

EYy, () COMFA S Gk &V v REAT

X ERIREMER v E T 4 —, (g) COMFA ZEfEsESR & VW AW T X /HEX Y ET 1 —
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Table 5 PXR CoMFA &5 /VO#EEHER

Cross-validated Na. of Conventional Test Dataset
0. 0
CoMFA Model . . Contribution ) ]
Dieaining q*" Spress component  ptd 5° F' ST®  EL® Myegr ' rti
PXR 1] 0.518 0315 4 0.971 0.202 189385 0450 0550 1 0.969

* The number of ligands used as training data set. " Predicted correlation coefficient in leave-one-out cross validation.

* Standard deviation for the sum of square predicted errors. * The conventional values of correlation coefficient.

* Standard deviation. *F value. * The contribution values of steric contribution. " The contribution values of electrostatic
contribution. ‘ The number of ligands used as test data set. ' Predicted correlation coefficient in external-validation.

Table 6 SZERHY pECsofEl & COMFA IZ & % pECs, T-HIfE

Training compounds Ohserved Predicted Test compounds Observed Fredicted
pECs; pECs;, pECay, pECs;

Hyperforin 6.70 6.79 Nicardipine 6.40 6.29

Felodipine 6.60 6.19 Nisoldipine 572 5.87

Lacidipine 649 646 Lansoprazole 519 4.94

Nimodipine 6.35 6.21 Phenylbutazone 4.44 4.14

Isradipine 6.17 6.03 Caffeine 3.70 3.63

Ritonavir 6.10 6.29 Frobenecid 3.70 387
Clotrimazole 5.89 6.00
Amlodipine 5.80 572
Nifedipine 5.66 5495
Nitredipine 5.52 5.73
Mifepristone 5.51 5.39
Haloperidol 5.38 5.38
Verapamil 5.02 4.81
Terbinafine 4.80 4.69
Omeprazole 4.68 4.83
Sulfinpyrazone 4.55 4.40
Fhenytoin 4.35 4.35
Rosiglitazone 4.31 4.07
Fregnenolone 4.00 4.13
Sulfamethazine iamn 3.84
MNaproxen AT0 3.67
Pinglitazone AT0 .91
Dexamethazone 370 3.99
Sulfasalazine AT0 3.97
Theophylline 370 344
Tolbutamide 370 3.62
Diclofenac AT KX K]
Doxorubicin 370 d.ol
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7.0 CTraining Dataset

o
& Test Dataset 5’
O.d g
6.0 (%?ﬂ
L.JE )
) co
E "J'
=2 50 _
T OO
&= J,’G
ol
D J‘
4.0 e

KX | 4.0 50 0.0 7.0
Observed pEC,,

Figure 17 SZBRAY pECsofE & CoMFA EFIMWIZ X 5 FHIE

Ry FR—AOBREVHT VR - Z U EHREER: ZOETHW =Y TV
N&PXR Z 7 EDT X /e DHAERIZONT, WS O0D U T RaelY &
F5, O TIIEEN SR LA ERNTEDT, Ky %0 7R — X585 LT,
ZOMEMEAERDL 2R TH - 72 (Figure 18), JCATHFZETIX, PXR DU H v N & Dk
MR AAEH 21X Phe288, Trp299 K U8 Tyr306 32 7o e 4 /- L, AKERE A 121X Ser247,
GIn285, Hisd07 & (N Argdl0 N B /e E % i3 Z L AVRB I LT\ e, ¥ Z o
MRIC L > T, Bk %2 72V B2 RCHUKMEM E/ERIZES L T, Phe288, Trp299 K X Tyr306
72 TR <, Leu209, Val211, Met243, Met246, Leu308, Met323, Leu324, His327, His407,

Leudll B XPhed20 72 ¥ < O T 2 J BN Y v REFMBEAEHT A Z LRI
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(Table 7)., %72, AFERAITE L TH, Ser247, GIn285, His407 } O} Argd10 |2z C,

Ser208 A EE AR E A By LT D ATREMEAS RIR S u7- (Table 7),

HIS

(b) GLN aol.’

285,

PHE,
420

LEV
209 @
308/

(€ys:
307

VAL
2V

HHED
243 RP
299
WEN
246 R
306
SER
247
VAD
PHE 291
288
HIS
(c) 407 piE (d)
P v 420
e @
-4 R SER,  (LED
306 <

E oi\//o (321
1L
} 414
VAD
291 (& oy /N\_/ (€0
206 @ N o 324
P (€0 =N _/
288 209 ) e
323
o TR,
MET
SER 299
: 323 247 MET, GLN,  PHE,
GLN (TRP) 43 285 288
285 HIS 299

327

Charged (negative)
o Charged (positive)

Polar

Hydrophobic

e T-T stacking

-~ H-bond (backbone)

-» H-bond (side chain)
Solvent exposure

Figure 1I8PXR Y H v K& 7 X ) BOMEER DT

U > R Lacidipine (a), Amlodipine (b), Haloperidol (¢) } O® Rosiglitazone (d) T %,

Table 7PXR U v REMEAERTAT I /B8

Key amino acids for ligand-protein interaction

Enzyme Hydrogen bond: Amino acids observed more than  Hyvdrophobic interaction: Amino acids observed in
three times in used ligands maore than 50% of used ligands
Leu209, Val2ll, Met243, Met246, Phe288, Trp299,
PXR

Ser208, Ser247, Gln285, His407, Argdl0 Tyr306, Len308, Met3213, Leu32d4, His327, His407,

Leud 11, PhedZ
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2.4 ER

PXR RREF 7 BHEED SN . PXR LBD O X i & Lol L2 Fr, X #fsdh
7B A TCOOTHELZTI T ROA T a—A7 4w NMZLD, T JBOTH
Z R 7= (Figure 9), =T, KHFTDHPXRLBD OiFM a7 4 A—va 25857
D, MDYV a2lb—varaEEL7z, MDY ol —y a3 rnbigbitiz PXR O
FEBIIZARIECEATND Z L0, VY FEAEMMLORER TN SHS N THY
(Figure 14), XHICZFDOF v BT 4 —REZ2BIRT D5 & —BHWATH 7= (Figure 19),
DT X, ZURTEOFRMEN Z O TIIHAICBREINTEY, L&V
ROLEEENSZHE TH T L LTH, EffER Ry ¥ 7 R— X% Am & 2 AHetEn
BWZ S AR LT, P

3D-QSAR (SB CoMFA) E7 /LD TFHIMERE : Table 5 1273 L72 K 51T, AWFIEIC THEEE
&7z COMFA £ T NV OMFHERIZ B AF TH > 7=, Tl pECs % EBRfEICxf LT 1
v hTBHE, ZHD OOMITIRWVAEEIMEN B S 7z (Figure 17), & 512, PXR U A
¥ RREAZE M OBREE A COMFA Z @fIC K < KBS T\ b LB 2 b7z [Figure 16 (f),
@ ZhorEELDDE, ABFFETHE LI 3D-QSAR BT /LIL, Sik/etiE 2 o
LB OREFEFEE 2 TR 52 LN TE, ZOETAEZHANDLZ LITL- T, AIZE
DYHBL I THHBL R LG D, PXRIEMAIZ K 2R FEO N Z1T 5 2 &3 T

TnHEERLNI,
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Figure I9MD ¥ a2 L—¥ a U RE PXRIBEDOREEE ST Y T 4 —
(8) K% (b) DI : PDB code 1ILG (¥k(2), (c-€) I : PDB code 1ILH (k2), (f) KX (g) @
WIHAREYS © PDB code IM13 (4L > ), (h) KOt (i) OXIHKER: : PDB code 3R8D (48f4). MD + 3 = L— 3

= VR IFHTIE 3.60 (a), 4.40 (b), 3.56 (c), 4.16 (d), 4.50 (e), 3.88 (f), 432 (g), 3.52 () X U 3.92 ns () T 5.,



RBLEID R v % 7 B— XY - ARFFEIC TRERL S 4172 3D-QSAR £ 7 /b & IV
T, ZWIAESEENMUL TV D IC BB 6T, BESRFEEE DR DA OV T,
INHDO Ry F U T R—R W LTz, ZORERND, BRFEIEEOZORFIZ OV
TERETHIZ LI LT, UFIERT, 2207 =4ty MZOWT, RyFrrR—
A L COMFA %5 =43+ £ 721X MOLCAD 7' &t 7' 4 [SYBYLS.1 (Tripos Inc.)] 2 & - CTIERk
Lz By FRERZEMBDD & 3G & 2 abE TR L,

(1) AT7uAf FR{LEYW . —oHDF—X+¥ v b & LT, Dexamethasone, Pregnenolone
KON Mifepristone 22H %% A7 v A RR{EEWZE AW, 2o OLEWIIANTED
COMFA FL—=7F =%ty MIEENTEY, IRER—RTR—ARET 11 X
(Figure 11) \Z L7223 > TR L7= [Figure 20 (@) — ()] 24 HAbA M ofEE TG
PECs, R DNAF TR Dl Y TH %, Dexamethasone (pECsy: 3.70) < Pregnenolone
(PECso: 4.00) < Mifepristone (pECso: 5.51), = DKf, AHFFE CTIERR X172 COMFA €7 /LiZ
X5, 2o ba8% T3 pECs fE 13, Dexamethasone (pECsy: 3.99) < Pregnenolone (pECsy:
4.23) < Mifepristone (pECso: 5.39) T~ 7= (Table 6), Z i HALAMDOPE R — X %8152
ToL, ZOoOFERY T R-Z2 X ERAAETENLSFES D Z L5370,

F—OEALIL, Leu209, Leu240 KON Met243 DBR/KIMET I 7 BRFRIEEN B Rk T\ e,
NHOT 2 /T Dexamethasone Tix U Ay R-% Uo7 BRI EERIZHO BTV
Mo 775, Pregnenolone K& O Mifepristone TIZ VYL T 72 [Figure 20 (9) — ()], Z D
EALOFEAEM L, CoMFA ZEEMRIXIZIIT 5 KX kDM (VU F v RITNIRR
(2 m WEHIE D B 5 55 I @ < R 28E0) ITKMEN TS D LEEZ HIL
7= [Figure 20 (d) — ()], 25 _—D#ALi%, Phe288, Trp299, Leu308, Met323, Leu324 K *

His327 DOB/KMET X BRFRIEDN DR > T2, 216 7 2/ B2l% Dexamethasone & (X
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Pregnenolone TiL U ' R-%Z X7 B EAERIZHW BT WD 72723, Mifepristone
TSN TUW = [Figure 20 () — ()], & OEAZOMEEAEA L, CoMFA &Ik
JB/N SR EOEERICKE SN TS D EE X BTz [Figure 20 (d) - (. ZH
HOFERND, KL THW =20 AT A FRICAVORFEFETEOER Y, =

D ODOBKMEAHBEAEF OB LD HDTHD L) AIREMIRIR ST,

() (b) (c)

(d) () (M

g : ; -~ ‘2%&?“/
Experimental pECS0: 3.70 Experimental pEC50: 4.00  Experimental pECS50: 5.51
Predicted pECS0: 3.99 Predicted pEC50: 4.23 Predicted pECS0: 5.39

(i)

Figure 20 A7 u A FRILEHDRER—X

U7 R, (@), (d), (g) Dexamethasone, (b), (e), (h)Pregnenolone, (c), (f), (i) Mifepristone T %.
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(2) Tropane F@{t&# : —>HDFT—4% %~ b & LT, Schering-Plough #EiZ & v B

¥EInl, /T FoIALTI=A M2 EELE, Moo Rt bFEEE DLl
Tropane [l (LA % AV =, ©° 2 BALEWITIARIED COMFA T L OTFT — 4 &
MZITE EN TV, £72 pECs ED T — #1315 5TV 72043, Rifampicin 1 uM (2
£ % PXR IEMEAGIC KT A6 72 PXRIEMEE G BTV 5, {bE¥ 24 % [8-
benzhydryl — 3 — phenyl — 8 — azabicyclo [3. 2. 1] octane — 3 — carboxamide] %/ > & 75
SRR 28 EEZ RO v MEEWTH DD, PXRIEMAGIZ L 2R TGN
HIFRIRFICRF - Tz, £ 2 CHBEE BIL, / e 7 F U BERBRAME AR B3 5, PXR
ISPEDI, Fil7Z: Tropane RE/LA® E LT, L& 33 3% [8 - benzhydryl -3 — (4 -
chlorophenyl) — 8 — azabicyclo [3. 2. 1] octane — 3 — carboxamide], &%) 34 & [8 -
benzhydryl — 3 — (4 — bromophenyl) — 8 — azabicyclo [3. 2. 1] octane — 3 — carboxamide] A& X
k&% 35 2% [8 — benzhydryl — 3 — (4 — methoxyphenyl) — 8 — azabicyclo [3. 2. 1] octane — 3 —
carboxamide] %, (LA 24 FD 7 = =NV EA~DILFEREREDEAIC L - T LT,
AFZETIE, ZNBIEEHDR— R % R—XPE 7 vt 2 (Figure 11) 12 L7z - T4
% L7z [Figure 21 () — (D], 24 5{LAED CoMFA &5 /L2 & 5 Tl pECso B 1Z, pECso
EDEBRT —Z N0 DT, HENAKORIETTE /2, L LR s, Pl pECs

EIZER SN 2N BEEWM O PXRIEVEDIESE % KB L= 6 D TH - 7= (Figure 21),
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(a) (b) (c) (d)
ff@ @@ fﬁf@ eV s
S

(e) (M) (2) (h)
72 .
2 nM= 31 nM® 40 nM# 22 nM=
().890 0.05" 0.05 (.06
5.92¢ 5.30¢ 5.32¢ 4.38¢

a: Ki of Nociceptin receptor, b: PXR activity of ration to riftampicine (1 pM)
¢: Predicted pECS0 value by PXR CoMFA model

(k) M

Argdlu, =y

) Mea¥es

Figure 21 Tropan {b ¥ DR E R — X
U RiE, (@), (e), () (kAW 243%, (), (), () (LEWIZE, (©, (@), K LEW34E, d), (),

() LA 3BHETH 5,
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F7, LAY 24 FEOWER—ATIE, (LEVMD T = =1 JE L Met323 KT His327 &
DRFFA 22 BKPEA BEAER 2 7 5007 [Figure 21 ()], & OFFEAEA X CoMFA 25 i3fjic
B /NS A0SR SN TNDE LD EE X BT [Figure 21 (8)], — 7 T,
{bA9 33, 34 M35 &HED RNy X v VR — ORI LAY 24 T L K& B2 v, b
B 33, 34 KU 35 FTZ OBUKMARAAEM 2 R7- 9, RERaoF&Ei (V7R
(ZNLARBNS @ B O UL & D5 A ITTEMEDME L 22 2 68lK) & 0FEA Y ZFfo T
[Figure 21 (f) — (h), () — (N]. = DFEFA S, Tropane [FE[LAY T PXR IEMAL OFLE 2
B o TWEDIE, (bAW2AFED T = oV EA~OH - b FERREDEAIC L > TR
v F T R=ARLAM ORGSR S, VA R-2 o _ 7 BRI bl
Z L7z, B0 ATREMED R Shis, & BIT, T ORERIE, ARBFFEIC THERL S 7u7z COMFA
EBTNDN, INRBORRA 727 — 22y FOTHNTH L THEENET D L9 T L bRk

L7,

fame LT, REOMIEIZEL T, MD ¥R = bL— 3 UCEES Y v X7 Bk
WY TV TREEE, RyXx U 7R — X0 MM-GB/SA 2 a7 |2 X5 A a7 {kic &
ST, HatkERICENT, BRFBEEE TT 27200 COMFA ET VAT 5 =
EMTET, £72, Ry U ZRNS, VY R-Z U EEERICE > CEHE
EERADLNDEL DT IV BIVRESNTZ, EHIT, RER—AL CoMFA &t &
OB, ZIRTeALEREE DR B < ICW 2 RBL A O R & BTG O 22 5 2 33
LD EMTE, KBIZ, AR TH LI 3D-QSAR 7 /WX ZEk el Z Fr ok i
WM OREFFHEIEMZ TT 52 ENTE, ZOETALEHNDZ LIZL-T, AIFEOY)

H BRI CHHLRMEM LA O PXR IEMEIVIC XL ABEEFEONMMAEIT ) 2N TE 5 L
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BRONIZ, LIZA-T, ZOFETEERFEICER T 2 Rl 22 K E e O T 2 T HE

& LTe, BRI rERICHERT 2 b D EB I HND,
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H3E EWYD CYP2D6 DBEEFZRIAEICET S in
silico AfF%%
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3.1 #Eim

AR, BEEEEEIC L > THRENRZ2 b2 S TR FERA KT 5 2 L1, E
N#ED DDIS ~DXEENFREL 72D Th A I A —F —A— FERZREZ2 L L, £TF
THEIIRSTETWD, LENR-> T, BIETFEZMEZE L IEABHBNLEIZ /> T
<% Z LIFMEN RV, ARETIE, W L T CYP3A4 [ZIRWT _FHIZEHE
7R EEI 2 Je72 LTS CYP2D6 DR -2 AU E R %Y Tz,

CYP BRI DK 0% DRHNIEAE- LT, ZNENDZ L RIET AV T+
— L ORHH G (4 CYP HHI1CHT 5%) 1%, CYPLA2, CYP2A6, CYP2C9, CYP2C19,
CYP2E1, CYP2D6 % T} CYP3A4 (28 TZ LTI 4%, 2%, 10%, 2%, 2%, 30% K% (X
50%CdH 5, ¥ Il CYP2D6 IXF CYP & /3 D AEIZH LTl o 72 1-2% L)
FELTOHARWVCHLEDLLT, £ oY TEORFIRERFGE2RZL TS, ¥
CYP2D6 (3% DG L CTEWWBRtEZ R > T D — 5T, /NS 2232 AFVERFE L 2
FoTWARWEEZLNTEY, HBHEWVEETH-> THREOMEE2 5, 20
728, CYP2D6 13 < DM L » THAHIRIEEZZ TR <, ks LTHKTO
HFE/2 DDIs 25| X2 29, ™ DDIs #1E L< RS B 72012iE, #T o4 53
BMROBNZHRET L ENEETH D, ZNDLEBRICANRI TG, HLEY
D i PR C i | AR L R BE O 72 DIZ A MED S DAL, F 72 13 s 1Z &  ifi
HIREDODICEEN BB L CLE) 2R ERZLxLNDH, 22T, CYP2D6 BEIE T

DT = ) 2 AT H53¥E7T % &, Ultrarapid Metabolizers (UM), Extensive Metabolizers
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(EM), Intermediate Metabolizers (IM) } T* Poor Metabolizers (PM) D UU->D 7 )v— 71255
HEIhd, UMDT =/ Z A 713 CYP2D6 Bin FOEH = v —NFKTHY, PM D7
T ) ZATITOL bEEA K- T= X T VLVOFENRERNTH S, 72, EM iT—
FIFZDOEERT IABFELTND, —hHT, IMDT7 =) & AT IRKE—D>D
AT Ve Y ) —ODOMRENHE L7 UANRERTHS, P FIZIEPM DX T
(ZHREEZ Ko T2 BESE COMRBM AR O DO EDOG A, B ORIz HIcEr &5
WITRWV, LNL, IM DX IZERDIICEERE & 2k o Tos8 O L O DFLE DY
AL, T OREFIEVERE) ORRE 2 IEMICRAED 57217 7ud, DDIs Z1E L < #Hiid 2
ZEIETERY, IMOBEFZRIIAFEIZL > TRESERDLZLNMLNTEHED,
FH R —OO#EE T ZM CYP2D6.10 & Y CYP2D6.17 3% %, CYP2D6.10 IZH AN,
EAKOEEANREOT VT NCROND —HOD7T 2/ BRZEE (P34S/S486T) % Hfo
SRITH D, BB L LA s, CYP2D6.10 (TSR TARLETH D Z ENMmb T
512, HAIZ CYP2D6.1 (BFAE{AT) & CYP2D6.10 it L 7 =~ / ¥ A 7Tt 5
ZLFTERY, 0 5T, CYP2D6.AT IFIEHICRI L TR Y, HIEET LT O

RFRLRVELEDOEFZ X, CYP2D6.1T X7 7 U W NI LTEY, =207

/U

J BRZEHL (T1071/R296C/S486T) % Hi>%MTHh 5, 1 CYP2D6.17 DENEND T
U 7 OE % TOEMRSIIROBY (FEICHT 5 CYP2D6.17 % & HEROES
ZRT), PUNRTIZ TR, TF AT TN, X =7 TI18%E, TR T

284%™ F O\ —F T 28%'® TH 5, £7-, CYP2D6.17 D IE K F k1% CYP2D6.1 & 13
B ERELMONTEY, £< OH, CYP2D6.17 OIU#HHEE /1% CYP2D6.1 124

BT LR TN S, 166 167, 168, 169
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TIE, FrEEOBRIIE LI LITH R T TIThh TR v, MREER IR~ 7ol ¢ %

S TW5D, BENTEERT —21%, TOF— 2R3 EoNTE~ORFEEEE LTE
T, ENLUSNOE~OHGEEEE LTHWD Z N TE D, 20T —F OIMEE
IZOWNWTDHTA RTA LICH MHREINTEY, ICH-ES A RT7A4 & LTHIDL
NTW5, YICHES HA RTA NIERAZEZSDRAT v T aHTeZ & ¢, BT —
B DT ANIVATREM DY AT ) 2 L ZIREL TN D, AT v 7L LT, IRFEHED
BRRT — 2 Ry r—VOEEMEFMIL, b LEKRT —& /3y Fr— VR Thiug,
WICHE AT v 7 & LT, ANRICET R F~DOIRFEDORZ AT+ 5, £ L THE
ZERT w7 LT, 1BHEIED NFEICET 2 R F-~ DS EPNIBRIE DL 2N, &
O BIUGHEC 5 2 5 B OMERITIE SO TGN LB O B2 |l 5, 7o
L2 AT AT 001 85 T, RERENOMRA AFEOEREE Z 09\ E ) E R
652 EX, ESDBRIRT — 2 BT ANOND b DNE S a2 DIZEHETH
Do

Z 2T, EYEhRETHIO - @ CYP2D6.1 &Y CYP2D6.17 (2%t % FLEIEH D&
BAEAELT, AEOEYILE~DEEBIZSOWTONEEZIT- 12, & HHFFETIX, CYP2D6
FHEEA [(S)-Fluoxetine, (S)-Norfluoxetineg, Imipramine, Cocain, Quinidine & U® Thioridazine]
7 CYP2D6.1 } 1} CYP2D6.17 DILEEH (Ki ) 28, A— 38—V —A%HA%E AT
wEINTWD, T ZoBE T, 2 bERIOREEMEL, CYP2D6.1 FLED A
CYP2D6.17FHE LD b K& o7, LMLAERRDL, HEOCEREIIIENHD, Zib
FLEANX 2D N—T1T031F 5 2 ENTETZ, —2D 7 —71%, (S)-Fluoxetine & O}
(S)-Norfluoxetine %z & de, CYP2D6.1 Bl L CYP2D6.17 [lEE T, HEV KX RENR

SN oT-bDTHD, b O —D>DFN—71%, Imipramine, Cocaine, Quinidine &
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O* Thioridazine % & e, CYP2D6.1 [l & CYP2D6.17 [E & T, KERENR LN
DTHD, TDE D7 CYP HEHFDLERMEKH DA OWTIE, CYP3AL HIARZRIKIZE
TLORIDOMZET, Z o BRBAENE AR L LXTEDLRWGEE, 2oV olciE
DRRITY # v ROFEFRHR TOREE R —ADENNI L DD TIEARWD, ERBIFLTH
Ho M8 T, BERT I MRITED CYP2D6 X VNI EREEDEVCERT S &, b
HHFZE T in vitro FRH IR M O FEEAFEER O RS, T1071 KT R296C 13 FHFIZ
ZE BT OICKREREEZRIZLTNDR, —J5TS486T ITHEL H 2 T\
EWELTWD, VP ZoWEOR T, FHE 5L S486T ONLEILY F v REEAGEN D
EWOIZXF L, T1071 LT R296C DALEIL Y H > RFEEHNLIEW 2O Th D, L ik
SFTWe, ZbT X/ BEEREFTLSNTIE, CYP2D6 DEEFEFRIZW < 20T
JBENEETHLEEZXLNTEY, FyF U 7 RKONEREANFZROERND,
Phe120 X% U8 Phe483 73V 47 KD n-n #RAAF M 72 & OBUKHEF AAFHICEETH Y,
Glu216, Asp301 K TXSer304 78 U 42 FOKBREAICEETH D & FESHTWD,
181, 182,183, 184, 185, 186, 187, 188 |_7n U 7e 8 B, Z U6 OAFFETIE R v % 7 H{EIC CYP2D6.1
DT HRKERE (PDB =2 — [ 2F9Q) %A T iz, *® f%ift, CYP2D6 O Prinomastat & 4t
fEdh (PDB == — K 3QM4) 23iED L, U H v FIZX > T CYP2D6 IER&E AR 7 4 A—
VarEbEEITIENHLNERY, ETHTICEANY v 7 AOFERH B E
o TNG,

ZOWFED BEVIE, (L& DOIEMENTET R DT=DIZ CYP2D6 HY)LHE D A% %
CYP2D6.1 & CYP2D6.17 & D 3 RTTAEIEDAEF L L BICREL L Z & TH D, ZOHTE
T, Ryx > ZTHZ 7 EiErE L LT CYP2D6 O Prinomastat & @34 (PDB code

3QM4) ZHWH Z & L L, CYP2D6.1 K TF CYP2D6.17 DK TOIEM = 7 4 A —
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2 EGDHEDII, MDY alb—2a D777 R NHN DOEE
TV LT, ZOMD ¥ 2 2 b— g NS ER Y VR EfEEY T O F
BIZEY, KD Ry X 7 TRE AR TEOTRENBETCELbDEE LT, £
T, R00EMEMD v ab—rarD IVl NUNLH T Y T LD
CYP2D6.1HEEIZ Ky ¥ 7 L, FiAEHBTZRNLF—%FKT MM-GB/SA A 27 OFtH

AT ol WIZ, FAO CYP2D6.1 [HLE 2 THIF 572012, MM-GB/SA A a7 (THS

BRI EAT -7, S HIZ, CYP2D6.1 & FIAED J515 T CYP2D6.17 L3 Dt 247 -

7’:,
—o
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3.2 Mt FHE

CYP2D6.1 #1ED#EfE : PDB = — K 3QM4 @ X # (Prinomastat £t) #& st 2 vy,
FPREAAKZERY R, RIS, 7R BESION, R OREBEEE LT, 34
FEEHND 497 BHETHOT I S ATV, 34 EHND 497 BEHETHOT I BET/KRIA
D& D H DX Prime 7' 777 I [Schrodinger Suite 2010 (Schrédinger Inc)] % H VN CTHli -
2o HALHIC Z OREIEIT OPLS2005 /145512 T b F —HiwMb AT > 72,

CYP2D6.1 ~DAYEa—F RyF 7 FyF o 7I2LGlideSP Ky ¥k 77 ns
7 Iv [Schrodinger Suite 2010 (Schrodinger Inc)] Z Wz, Ny X I RF A —2 L, #
YR VAW A — 2 1.0, YA FvdW FEER 7 —L#2 08, 77U v FHhA X
ZVH Y REDAAOT I 7 BICELEBENZ10AY L Lz,

CYP2D6.17 #3& D ¥ff : PDB code 3QM4 @ X ## (Prinomastat 1t) #&dtt#iE (2 7

771

/

fZs ¥ (T1071/R296C/S486T) % Maestro fragment tool [Schrédinger Suite 2010
(Schrodinger Inc)] # W CTEAL7-, F£72, CYP2D6.1 fEEDHEFIZ LIz, 7/
FEBCHI DN, K OXBEBE LT, 34 FEBH 497 BHETOT I/ BEH,
UFEANH AT FEHETOT I VETREOH S H DX Prime 7’1 7 Z A [Schrodinger
Suite 2010 (Schrodinger Inc)] Z W THli - 72, FcA&HIIC Z OfEIEIX OPLS2005 /13512 T
TR F—fIMEEIT 5 7,

CYP2D6.17 ~Davyta—F Ryx /. NyFx o 7IZILGlideSP Ky ¥ 7 7'nm

27 I [Schrodinger Suite 2010 (Schrédinger Inc)] # HW /=, Ry X 77 A —4 %
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Z R VAW EEAR T — V& 1.0, U RvdW A7 —L% 075, 7V v R
A RFYH Y RELARDT IV BICELEE N 104 & Lz,

DFBNFEVIab—va v KPP TOMREEa S T3 A= a V&5 720, B L
7z Prinomastat 7% & CYP2D6.1 #4514 K& U Prinomastat 7 CYP2D6.17 &K% HW\ T,
MD > X = L —v 3 & F i L7z, G5 1E OPLS2005 /1554 FIV 7 @B 7R BRI~ C %M L,
Desmond ~"© 27 2 [Schrodinger Suite 2010 (Schrodinger Inc)] O#IHEA/NF A — % Z
THEHE Lz, KOFET/MITIPP 7 /L& L, RiT Na+ THHIL7z, AR S0
OFEREEMBEAER DS » N A7 9.0 A %, FF&ZE 10° O Particle Mesh Ewald 7 %
WFREMAEERO FTHW-, MD ¥ 2 = L—3 3 O FEHiRTIC Desmond 4%
7w saEfv, FhIChIEfREE, Snsec DY I 2 L— 3 &% NPT &£IFO FT
Nosé-Hoover thermostat & OF Martyna-Tobias-Klein barostat % F\ N T5fE L 7= (T = 310.5 K,
thermostat relaxation time = 1.0 psec; P = 1 atm; barostat relaxation time = 2.0 psec), Ji 1A%
NZ72x27 MU TF—HX20psec fEHZRidk Lz, U FEAZEM (VT RThD
Prinomastat DJEPH 4A) OT7 X VO T A= a DA 5nsec D TV =T
kU %, Maestro clustering module [Schrodinger Suite 2010 (Schrédinger Inc)] (2 TE H 7=
e~ R 7 22 MWTor I 22 Y 7 Llc, RIZ, i~ R 7 2ATEREND YV T
AR =Y A TR L, 7 72X =GN OV RMS B K bt b D %,
FNENDT F AL —DOREMEL L TRAE, &&ZIZ, ZhbUFMEiE% Desmond
7' 77 LTCHvME L, Prinomastat, Na+& UVKFZBRWZIC, a0 Ba—2 Ry
X IOV,

VY RF—F%y b WY B ROL2EHEEIE Figure 22 127 L, £ H D

EIEM A Table 8 12k L7z, 2T DALAEWIT BRI ERZEIEICEATEBY, 2
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SALE W OREE K TNCYP2CD6.1 & CYP2D6.17 1Z %14 4 FHETE M 1T —> D STk D> & B

[/ 71—:._0 177

2 M B

Imipramine Quinidine Thioridazine

Figure 22 B2 V7= CYP2D6 FHEHA
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Table 8 CYP2D6.1 U} CYP2D6.17 IZ%3 % &-BREH D EERAY pKi fH.

pKi value
Inhibitor CYP2D6.1 CYP2D6.17 ApKi value
(wild type) (natural variant)

(S)-Fluoxetine 6.01 5.89 0.12
(S)-Norfluoxetine 6.03 5.82 0.20
Imipramine 5.50 5.03 0.47
Cocaine 6.12 5.26 0.86
Quinidine 7.98 7.17 0.81
Thioridazine 7.66 6.87 0.79

ApKi value was calculated from pKi cyp2né.1 ¢wild type) minus pKi cyp2p6.17 matural variant).

VAV RO#EfE : VT N ZRoufb#i#EiE % Ligprep 7' = 7 2 [Schrodinger Suite
2010 (Schradinger Inc)] Z MW\ T =Rt b P& 1T L=, Ligprep 7' 7 77 A Tldik
FEIZ Z Rt b & OPLS2005 /15512 ko T v F—fiwMb Lz, (L&D A F
AR BEIZ ADMET Predictor (Simulations Plus Inc) Z W CHiEL, (kAWM D a7 4
A —3 3 UEFRIE ConfGen 7' 11 7' L [Schrédinger Suite 2010 (Schrodinger Inc)] % >
THEM LT,

MM-GB/SA 2 2 T7IZ L BR—ARIE : R—ARET v+ AL Figure 23 1ITx L7z, &
1, 2FE TR0 EEERIC, BE—2DY T FIZH LT Ry XU THETH L D0
DR—=AB/ LI, ZOR—AEB+5Tholeh, TNHOR—ADHPITELWR
—AMEENTNDEBEZ DT ENTEDL, TNENOHERD Ky X 7V OFERNG
HEOR—=REFET D720, VI -2 R_R7EEGEROEGHB =R LF—D— 8
% T MM-GB/SA A 227 ZFIH 3= <, Prime/MM-GB/SA 7' &2 /' A [Schrodinger
Suite 2010 (Schrédinger Inc)] # W T A ZITo72, Z 2 Tl FhEho VY T R T,

Ry 7 R—XD Glide 2 =27 A7 30%IZ2-2UV T MM-GB/SA A =2 7 D354 2 FEii L
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2o B Ry R—X T Prime 70 7T h&EHNTY A REE10LEOT 2 /1
D= FLF—Fi/MEAZFTVY, OPLS2005 /)45 K O GBSA continuum solvent &5 /L% Fu»
THEAERD =R NVF =GR E T o7z, HAEBBATRLX— (AGpn) ITROKEHNT
HeE LT,
AGyping = AEum + AGgory + AGsa

AEwm & OPLS2005 /1552 W CEHR &Lz, U Ty R-Z R AR R L F — &
YA REVT U RIRLOE U RITEOTRNVNFX—FEOETH D, AGson 1TV T K-
BN EBAEIRD GBSA VRN = x L X —L, VAL REV A RiaLoX Ry

BOWEMT XN F—EFTDETH D, ACGsalTV T -5 ™V BEAIRORmET
INFX =L, VT REV T R LOZ RV EORFHRAEERLTF—DETH D,
¥, = b E—MIEF fThRrol, FERILL0OL L, HHLENZRLF—DR
— A EPRER—XE LT,

R—ARE S A EADKRIE : IRER— ADOZYMEERGET D720, R—ARE S vt
A (Figure 23) (2 L7223 > CTH7E L 7= Prinomastat (PDB == — K 3QM4 O 3EfES U o R)
DIRIER—ZXDONLE &, CYP2D6.1 HAKRD X it ihEd (PDB == — K 3QM4) fi#tr />
56TV 5 Prinomastat OALE % i L7z, ™ & 512, CYP2D6.17 121 X Hi
BIENPHE LN TWRVWOT, Z2R{LEY O CYP2D6.1 & Y CYP2D6.17 (2331 HIRER
— A& LT, Z OSRLEWIZ1E Debrisoquine % V7=, Debrisoquine (% CYP2D6.1
& CYP2D6.17 (231 HRHNERE R /N T A — Z IR ERERN R, ZNEOREHH
A4 FHE—THHZERMLN TS, 7 Zhwwx, L Debrisoquine ? CYP2D6.1
& CYP2D6.17 (281 HIRER— X RN 2L, CYP2D6.17 TORE R — X1,

CYP2D6.1 IZBIT HDIRER—ADRUMELFFTH D LFR D,
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MM-GB/SA 2 2t 7 & AW /= #) D CYP2D6.1 K TR CYP2D6.17 FRETHI D 7= 8 D [al)F
M AT A DU H Y ROEIZAHSTHY, COMFA 172 HREF 2B TlEA
W, T, o CYP2D6.1 N CYP2D6.17 [LEFHID -, BLEEMEICRT 5%
NZNDOY B RO MM-GB/SA 2 27 O[EIGE/5Hr (Microsoft® Excel® for Mac 2011) %
1T-o7,

MDY Ialb—YarvdDbhIPxy Y hoH 7Y v 7 LEEREBEOHNT : K
?® CYP2D6.1 & CYP2D6.17 & OEIFEMHDZERIZ OV THRS720, MD v = L —
TarDRITV=s NUNSY T Y 7 LTz CYP2D6.1 K TN CYP2D6.17 D FEHEE
DY I REEGENLEDIZDNWT, Z o7 EREEIERE % MOLCAD 7’1 75 A

(SYBYLS8.1) (ZTHERRL, FmLTiz,
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3.3 HR

CYP2D6.1 TOWRER— A DZYMERFE : CYP2D6.1 O R v ¥ JHHETHD, A—X
WET T ADZLMERET D728, R—XPRE7 1t A (Figure 23) I L7223 - T
R E S 407= Prinomastat (PDB =2 — K 3Q4M D ILfES) OR— (@ &, X Bksdnk i
(PDB =2 — R 3Q4M) FRHTIZ L » THRIE S 4LV 5 Prinomastat DN & % beifs L 7= [Figure

24 (a)].

Ligand 2D structures

|

Ligand 3D structures generation by Ligprep

|

The conformations of ligand 3D structures generation by Confgen

|

Ligand Docking to each protein selected from MD simulations,
and generation of docking poses by Glide

|

Ranking Glide top 30% poses with MM-GB/SA score

|

Binding pose decision with the lowest MM-GB/SA score

Figure 23 ;R—XPRE S 1 & R
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Z OFER, PEAR— XD X BE S E T OME L IZIZFETHY [V FEIR
TORMSD:1.23A], UH v RET 2/ BROMEMERBIMITIBAEWVIZIZIERETH- 72
[Figure 24 (b)].

CYP2D6.1 (2513 5 FEEMRE : CYP2D6.1 O MD ¥R = L—3 3 » OYI G E
JRFICkT 2 RMSDICEET 5 h o9 =2 MU AR L, HMEEOZEEN 4725 5nsec T
PHITTEE L T DR BIEL S 7= [Figure 25 )], £ ZC, 4725 5nsec THO VYU H v
RASBMNALOT 2 Va7 4 A—va M4 5 T =27 b U %, Maestro
clustering of conformers module [Schrédinger Suite 2010 (Schrédinger Inc)] ([ TF 7 A % —
AT LTz, 2 7 AZ Y 702 K0 GG~ N U 7 2% Figure 26 (a) (&~ L7o, R
BE~ RV 27 22 BREHMT LT, #ER Ty Ty a y bR TOD Y T RAE =TT T,
ZTNEND T T AZ =P HBEINTAREMIED MD ¥ 2 b—1 3 URGERFHET, 4.24
MM 4.84nsec ThoTo, MREEI TR —APRE T B A (Figure 23) IZ L7283 ->T, N
DOHERZMD I alb—varDO b7V = ML 7 I
CYP2D6.1 fXiFEMEE~ Ky ¥ 7 L, MM-GB/SA 2= 7 Z&HHE L7 [Table 9 (a)],
MM-GB/SA A =17 733 CYP2D6.1 PLETEMERHIZ Z 4 7 & 9D a5 72,
MM-GB/SA A 22 7 1Zxf9 % FERAY pKi [= —log(Ki)] % 7' 1~ k L7z [Figure 27 (a)].

Z 2T, MM-GB/SA Z = 7IZkf4 % HLETEMEORIF 2 ERk Lz, 5 b iz mlmai

KDY [Table 9 (a)].

97



Predicted pKiin CYP2D6.1

=-0.11 x MM-GB/SA score (kcal/mol) + 1.07 (n=6, r* = 0.81)

CYP2D6.17 TOPER— A DY HMRFE : CYP2D6.17 D F v ¥ ZHZRIcB T, &
—ARET O ADORYUMEERFET D120, R—AWRE S oA (Figure 23) (2 L7=28
- TRIE S 417z Debrisoquine @, CYP2D6.1 & CYP2D6.17 TORE R — A DALE DE
% bl L7z [Figure 24 (c)], BEIZHR 7= X 912, Debrisoquine DREHHEEL R/ ST A — X
[ CYP2D6.1 & CYP2D6.17 TR & 72781372 <, AREHH A MIAWIZ—EH L T2, #
H & LT, Debrisoquine ® CYP2D6.17 TOPER— XX, CYP2D6.1 TORER—X &
FIEREBETHY (VH > REFEFD RMSD: 1.88A), VA K&T I/ BROFANETES
MBIFIERBETH 72, E7=, Debrisoquine DRHY A H I ~LEIT KT 5 FEEEN
CYP2D6.1 (6.57 A) K TrCYP2D6.17 (7.07 A) &, WP HIZHBW T HREIEA 431t
Z0 9 BHEETh-o7 [Figure 24 (d)],

CYP2D6.17 iZxt3 2 FLETEMEFTE « 3£ CYP2D6.1 (Zxt3 5 HLEEMEI I L
B, [/ CARSDEEY) 0> CYP2D6.17 (283 H I EIGMEF R AT o7z, £7, MD ¥ 3
2 L—a U CEHICE LT 4 725 5nsec O CYP2D6.17 U 2 RiEAENLOT 2 /R
AT FA—=arDrITVel N &, =ODO7 T AKX —T5F 7 [Figure 25 (b),
Figure 26 (b)), ZNZEND 7 T A Z = HLIBITNTAFRMEDO MD v 2 2 L—3 3 Uik
EEERIE, 4.50, 4.72 K r4.88nsec Tho7-, H—APRET 1A (Figure 23) IZ L7
MWoT, AODERZMD V2l —2arDO b7 V=7 NI LHP T T &R

7= CYP2D6.17 Dt E M~ K v ¥ 7 L, MM-GB/SA A =1 7 % #8 L 7= [Table 9 (b)].
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MM-GB/SA A = 7 MEM) D CYP2D6.17 BHLETEMRMIZ 22 02 8 ) a5 720,
MM-GB/SA A =2 7|2k % F25RI pKi e % 7' = » k L7z [Figure 27(b)], = Z T,
MM-GB/SA A =2 7 2% 2 BLETEME DO ER N E BN LT, o 7ER2UITROE Y

[Table 9 ()]

Predicted pKi in CYP2D6.17

=-0.09 x MM-GB/SA score (kcal/mol) + 0.81 (n=6, r* = 0.92)
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(a) (b)

(©) (d)

Figure 24 R—XIRE T 1 & 2 DR YMREE
(a) Prinomastat (co-crystal of PDB code 3QM4), (b) Prinomastat @ X #fs fa A AT (3QM4) (2 X » TIRE &
NIALE (FA)E R—RRET 0w A LEN> TELNTERER—X (413, (c)Debrisoquine, (d)
R—=RPET 1 AT LT=08> TH B 7= Debrisoquine @ CYP2D6.1 TOHRER—X (B 27)E
CYP2D6.17 TOWRER—R (H{h) D/REINTWD, 723, Debrisoquine OIEMENREE R/ T A — & Tk
DY, CYP2D6.1; Km: 73.7 £ 7.0 (uM), Vmax: 1.32 £ 0.04 (pmol/min/pmol P450), CLint (= Vmax/Km): 0.0179,
CYP2D6.17; Km: 108 + 8 (uM) (1.47), Vmax: 1.24 £ 0.03 (pmol/min/pmol P450) (0.94), CLint: 0.0115, (0.64), ():

ratio of CYP2D6.17/CYP2D6.1.77
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(a) (b)
- 3.0 _ 3.0 : :
o 4 I I
£z 15 £ g 28 i i
-2 ¥ "
5% 20 25 20 ,
33 33 L
I I
zE 1.5 = g 1.5 % . .
e Tz 0 i
=% 1D 2% 10 1 1
2t 25 '
= = i i
== 05 == 05 i i
I I
0.0 0.0 ! |
0.0 1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 0.0 1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 5.0
Elapsed time in MD Simulation (nsec) Elapsed time in MD Simulation (nsec)

Figure 25 MD ¥ 2 = L—y a Y COFIHIBEN L DERFOTH

(a) CYP2D6.1, (b) CYP2D6.17

~
1
-

QN
=

»
)

»
N

»
IS

»
i

Elapsed time in MD Simulation (nsec)

4.0 BE——0~ X i o
4.0 4.2 44 4.6 4.8 5.0 4.0 4.2 4.4 4.6 4.8 5.0
Elapsed time in MD Simulation (nsec) Elapsed time in MD Simulation (nsec)

Figure 26 ipfi~ F U 7 X

(a) CYP2D6.1, (b) CYP2D6.17
BEEUIE T T AL —, OlF7 T AZ—HOREEEEZRLTND,
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Table 9 MM-GB/SA &2 27 L [EIER

(@)
Inhibitor inst CYP2D6.1 MM-GB/SA score
Hhfbitors a"gamsv Observed pKi value Predicted pKi value
(Wild type) (kcal/mol)
(S)-Fluoxetin -48.4 6.01 6.32
(S)-Norfluoxetin -45.3 6.03 5.99
Imipramine -46.4 5.50 6.10
Cocaine -41.2 6.12 5.53
Quinidine -60.0 7.98 7.58
Thioridazine -61.7 7.66 7.76
Regression equation: Predicted pKi in CYP2D6.1=-0.11 x MM-GB/SA score (kcal/mol) + 1.07 (r* = 0.81)
(b)
ibitor i MM-GB/SA score
Inhlblto{s against C.YPZDG'” Observed pKi value Predicted pKi value
(Natural variant) (kcal/mol)
(S)-Fluoxetin -51.0 5.89 5
(S)-Norfluoxetin -55.4 582 =]
Imipramine -47.2 5.03 527
Cocaine -46.4 5.26 520
Quinidine -68.8 717 7.32
Thioridazine -60.9 6.87 6.58
Regression equation: Predicted pKi in CYP2D6.17 = -0.09 x MM-GB/SA score (kcal/mol) + 0.81 (r* = 0.92)
(a) (b)
.00 B00
750 750 rr=0.92
.00 T.My
£ 450 1 s
5.00 600
5.50 5.50
5.00 S.00
650 0.0 550 500 4540 400 700 -850 <600 S50 -50.00 4500 -40.0
MNM-GB/SA seore (leal/mal) MM-GB/SA score (leal'mal)

Figure 27 MM-GB/SA 2 =2 7 & EBRE pKi &

(a) CYP2D6.1, (b) CYP2D6.17
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REMEA DO Ky % FR—X : CYP2D6.1 & CYP2D6.17 TOIMIT X 5 PHEFEM:
DIFEVITOWTHAND T2, ZHOORFEEHD Ry F o FR— a2~
(S)-Fluoxetine L Z OWFFE THW b TALEW O F T, CYP2D6.1 & CYP2D6.17 [Z%9
LIEEEDOZEN R D R2VMEEW TH Y, Zhxz—D2>HOREMEHE Lz, KIT,
Cocaine |Z Z OWFFE THW L NTZALEWOH T, CYP2D6.1 & CYP2D6.17 (Zxf7 % fHE
EEOEDR O REWVEEYTHY, e —>HDOREEWE LIz, ZOfMOLE
¥ [(S)-Norfluoxetine, Imipramine, Quinidine X O® Thioridazine] & & 7 &R E R — X%

Figure 28 (Z/r L7,

Fluoxetine : CYP2D6.1 & T* CYP2D6.17 |Z %3 % Fluoxetine ® K v & > 7 AR — XD
AR E M B < LTV = [Figure 28 (@)]. CYP2D6.1 & CYP2D6.17 Dl fFIcx LT,
KFE#ES X Fluoxetine D7 2 - %& (Figure 28al) & Asp301/Ser304 & D TR S 7=,
F72, CYP2D6.1 Tix bV 7vA v AF )7 = =/LH (Figure 28a2) & GIn244 DT
IKFREG DB Sz, CYP2D6.1 & CYP2D6.17 Dl FIZxF L C, BUKMEFEAAEMIX
Fluoxetine ® —->? 7 = = L3 (Figure 28a2, a3) B\ CTHIZR S 7-, CYP2D6.1 &
CYP2D6.17 D ifi Ik LT, —>D 7 = =/LHk (Figure 28a2) XV H > FiEAZER DR

HIcHE L TRBY, b9 o207 ==Lk (Figure 28a3) 1T~LIZHEEE L T /-,

Cocaine : CYP2D6.1 (Z%t3 % Cocaine @ K & 7R —AXDRELAIE, CYP2D6.17 (Z%f
T3 R oF o 7 H— ROl L K& < Brg o Tz [Figure 28 (b)], CYP2D6.1 T, /&
FRERIXT Ve a4t # 3 (Figure 28b1) & Ser304 ORICIEAL &4, BiAKIMEFE A

TERIEZ T ey s a2 2 (Figure 28b1) K UOY7 = =/ LJE (Figure 28b2) THIZ X
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Niz, 77 uts &3 (Figure 28b1) & 7 = =/ LJ (Figure 2802) OALE X, +
NENY T > FREG ZER O RISy & ~DITBEE L Tz, CYP2D6.17 Tid, /KK
BITR LN, BUKMHAEERIZT Yy 7 a4t % 5 (Figure 28b1) & 7
= =/LH (Figure 28b2) THIZ SN /z, L L7225, CYP2D6.17 TDO 7 = = /L&
(Figure 28b2) DAZIEIX, CYP2D6.1 TONIE LV b ~LIZIHEEL TW e oTo, o,
CYP2D6.17 TH 7 = = /L3 (Figure 2802) & 7 3 / it b OBKMEAE EA/EF O,

CYP2D6.1 £V &7 o7z,
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(a)

Fluoxetine in CYP2D6.1 (pKi: 6.01)

Gln244> Leu2l3
( Leud84

E f Phed83

(b)
Cocaine in CYP2D6.1 (pKi: 6.12)

Phe247 Leu2l3

Fluoxetine in CYP2D6.17 (pKi: 5.89)

I Leui2l W

Asp30 £ o) i)
20 Val370
Heme

Cocaine in CYP2D6.17 (pKi: 5.26)

Phe247

l& Leu2l3
Leu2d48 Val308
Leul
Phel20
Leul2l
E Heme a

Figure 28 CYP2D6 FAE#I CYP2D6.1 & 1CYP2D6.17 & TORER—R



(c)
Norfluoxetine in CYP2D6.1 (pKi: 6.03)

Glnﬁdt)-

Leu2l3

( Leud84

Phe483

(d)
Imipramine in CYP2D6.1 (pKi: 5.50)

Phed33

e,
e Vali7o
p
Phel20 al374
Heme

Figure 28 #¢ X

Norfluoxetine in CYP2D6.17 (pKi: 5.82)

Phe247

Heme

Imipramine in CYP2D6.17 (pKi: 5.03)

Leu24l

Phe247
Leu2ds

N

Y Vallo4
Phel20
Leul2l
Heme
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()
Quinidine in CYP2D6.1 (pKi: 7.98)

Leufel

Phe247 Leull0

Leu2l3
Leu24s

Phell2

| —
11e297

Heme

()
Thioridazine in CYP2D6.1 (nKi: 7.66)

’(Leuzos

Phe247 Leu2l3d
Leuz4s W Leulld (
( M vansos
ir Leuds4

11e297 Phell2

Heme

Figure 28 %X

Quinidine in CYP2D6.17 (pKi: 7.17)

Leu2l3

v

Phed83

Leu24s,

Phell& Ser

Leul2l

Heme

Thioridazine in CYP2D6.17 (pKi: 6.87)

Phe247
Leu24s ¥ Leut10 V2308 Leu213

} 3> Pheds3

Leuds4
Leul2l



3.4 B

MM-GB/SA R a7 Z&ES< BEEMFHE : Prinomastat & Debrisoquine % V7=
R—ARE T vt ADZLBHERFERE RS, R—XRET X (Figure 23) 3% T
bolEZoN, ZOMBIHNLNTY Ty RORER—XIL, CYP2D6.1 K
CYP2D6.17 DWW RICEBWTHFEEa Ly 7+ A—va i ot EZ bz
(Figure 24), £72, Z®O Ky X 7 THWOLNT RSO Y T RO Ki fEIX[F—O
A==V = L HWZERNLHE L TE Y, CYP2D6.1 KT CYP2D6.17 (I2%19 5%
PREDEIZE L2 b D Th D & E X b/ (Table 8),

MM-GB/SA 2 =27 L EBRIZ L 5 pKifEA @V 2R L7 Z & 1E, MM-GB/SA # =
TREBRIZE D pKIifEZ KL CWD T EERBL TS, LinLens, CYP2D6.1
JONCYP2D6.17 IZH5 1) 5 MM-GB/SA A =1 7 D 1d, F2BrfiE & —F L T\ o 7z,
725, CYP2D6.17 TOHEHED CYP2D6.1 TOMRME LV & K& < AR BN H -
7z (Table 9), # ZIZIZZ2SDOBEHNE X HivDH, FH—IZ, Prime/MM-GB/SA 35 1% K
THHLDOD, SHITEWHEZRF O A TR E D -DITiE, KR E LCch®E
SNDHMENRDHD, LVHZETHD, ™ BF L LTI, MM-GBISA A 27 Ot
DAR—%E, CYP2D6.1 & CYP2D6.17 Tix, 7 I /W (T72bb,
T1071/R296C/S486T) M H7e 5 7-IZ, EMROEMMAH A THRR-TRY, HAEHEHBE=T
FNX—FROLHAREIC R DD EEX bR, Thvdx, BIRERIZEBNT,

MM-GB/SA A 227 ORRHED Z D X 5 2 RA—FTdE T b2 nb o tE2 N5, £+
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Z CAMETIE, MO CYP2D6.1 K U CYP2D6.17 12 k9 % FLETEE O [EF % 2
PIUCSE TP, BAFRERANG Sz (Table 9), BRI, Z ORFZECTHEM Sz
[EFHTIC L0, BEAHSEY D MM-GBISA 2 27 % 5+ 9~ 2 721F T AR F 72 2 (5
FHEEEAHEET HZENTEXDH LD EE 2 B,

RER—RXEZOREEEL OBR: O THWLNTZY H Y RORER—R%
fifEt L7-pr, CYP2D6.1 & CYP2D6.17 (259 % [HETE O ERORREL, £ Lho
By RORER—RICKRE RGFT D LSz, 7

Fluoxetine } TY Norfluoxetine /& CYP2D6.1 }x () CYP2D6.17 |Zxf 9 D BHEIEMEIZIF & A
EENROGNRWMEEMTH Y (Table 8), & DBRHFEIEM:DFALUIIE R — X
CYP2D6.1 & CYP2D6.17 & THEENRNT LICHEKT 5 6D & EZ b7~ [Figure 28
(@), ().

CYP2D6.1 & CYP2D6.17 {2k 9 % PLETE M3 K & < $72 % Cocaine Tl (Table 8),
Cocaine DIRE RN — X DELEA CYP2D6.1 & CYP2D6.17 & THZR - Tz, T/hbb,
CYP2D6.1 THD 7 = = /L3 (Figure 28b2) DALEAS, CYP2D6.17 TONLE & /e~ T\
7= [Figure 28 (b)]. CYP2D6.1 T, KHKEMEAH YV, Val370 o Vald7s D L 5 7% < D
BKMET X e & OBUKMR EER DN R 67z, —J T, CYP2D6.17 T, Val370 &
W Val374 &L OBKMFEAERIZR B>, L7=23-> T, Cocaine ® CYP2D6.17
PR X 0 & 98\ CYP2D6.1 FHAE 1L, Val370 X° Val374 d & 9 RBKMET 2/ ik & OBk
PEFEEAVERIC X 2 ATREMEAY S 2 7z, Cocaine & [FIKIZ CYP2D6.1 fHE & CYP2D6.17
FLEIC KR E 22D & 5 Imipramine, Quinidine }2 O Thioridazine (23 T %, CYP2D6.1

L CYP2D6.17 TOWRIER — RITK & 7p 7873388 HiL7= [Figure 28 (d), (e), (], & BT,
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Impramine C# CYP2D6.17 TILH. B2 h - 7=, CYP2D6.1 (ZHFF 1172 Val370 & Val374
& DBUKMEA BAEAAS, Cocaine & [FIERIZFE® 417 [Figure 28 (d)].

Fio, ZOWRETHWALEMORERRIIRRER — X5, GIn244, Asp301 LT
Ser304 AVKFEREAICEHE R K E 2 R72 L TH Y, Phel20 K& Uf Phed83 78 Bk VAR A1FEH]
(CEERRE 2R LTS 2 ERBIE S (Table 10), Z OFERIE, DLAIIC Ei X

NRFGEDFE R L —Fr LT\ /-, 180,181,182, 183, 184,185, 186, 187

Table 10 CYP2D6.1 & CYP2D6.17 DALHEHEE D Hi

@

CYP2D6.L - RMSD (4) Kp1d
versus oF-helix oF'-helix aG-helix al-helix
CYP2D6.17 1202 loop
3.06 1.69 3.38 1.89 1.07 3.07
(b)
RMSD (&)
CYP2D6.1 B'-C loop oF'-helix K-B1-4 loop
CQ’I‘,’;;‘; y7 Valll9 Phei20 Leui2l Phe219 Leu220 Arg22l  Val370 Pro371 Leu372 GIy373  Val374
1.76 1.79 326 5.63 3.04 2.93 2.53 2.67 2.68 3.73 5.83

These RMSD values [secondary structure (a), amino acid residues (b)] represent the average of all the combination of the
representative CYP2D6.1 and CYP2D6.17 structures, those were as follows, at 4.24 nsec (MD simulation elapsed time, and so
forth) in CYP2D6.1 versus at 4.50 nsec in CYP2D6.17, at 4.24 nsec in CYP2D6.1 versus at 4.72 nsec in CYP2D6.17, at 4.24 nsec in
CYP2D6.1 versus at 4.88 nsec in CYP2D6.17, at 4.84 nsec in CYP2D6.1 versus at 4.50 nsec in CYP2D6.17, at 4.84 nsec in
CYP2D6.1 versus at 4.72 nsec in CYP2D6.17, at 4.84 nsec in CYP2D6.1 versus at 4.88 nsec in CYP2D6.17.

MDY Ialb—varvDbIV=7 NIhbF Y 7Ly Ry BREEE
DFRHT - FEMIZ K 5 CYP2D6.1 } TX CYP2D6.17 1Tt %, FEED®EL S X+
B R GBI OWTHERT 57201, MDY 22— a D b T V=7 bUDD
YT T LT REME DR 21T o Tco TNENONRFMED Y T REE2EM D
&Ry K%, Figure 29 |Z/x L7z, 22 °C, CYP2D6.1 & CYP2D6.17 & Tl K&

RHEENERN S D L2 RA LT, TNEThONREMED Z 7 EREZ LD &,
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NLERDDOT X 7 1%, CYP2D6.1 DRFEMIE TIL Y I o NS G222 A TV o
[Figure 29 (a) — ()], CYP2D6.17 DR FEMEETIX, U H > MEAZEMERICIESRK &
AL Tz [Figure 29 (d) - (9)].

F 9, CYP2D6.1 2> CYP2D6.17 ~DERIZEAE- 5 =207 I/ BEONLE =T~ T2,
F—1Z, T1071 (X oB>~V v 7 A2/ L THE Y, CYP2D6.1 T Thrlo7 & B-C /L— 7|
JE7 5 Leull0/Gly111/Phell2 & D/KFERES, F72 Thrl07 & aB’~U v 7 AZET 5
Vall04 & DKRFERES N R 57 [Figure 30 (), ()], —7/7C, CYP2D6.17 Tl 11e107 &
Gly111/Phell2 & O/KFEFEES N R 417 [Figure 30 () — (€)], # -IZ, R296C (X al ~V
v 7 AZ/BLTEY, CYP2D6.1 TIiX Arg296 & oG~V v 7 ZIZET % Asp252 & D]
[ZKRFEREE DI B AL [Figure 30 (a), (b)]. —C, CYP2D6.17 Tl Cys296 & DT
FREAIZA 2o 7= [Figure 30 (¢) — (8)], 25 =12, S486T IL p4-2 > — MIEL T
}Y, CYP2D6.1 & CYP2D6.17 (28 TZ L4 Serd86 & Thrdg86 & T, B4-1 v — K
B % Vald80 & DAKFERES N A S NT- [Figure30 (@) —(0)], L bEEL DD L&,
CYP2D6.1 CTlX CYP2D6.17 TE R %A%} 5 =>D 7T 2 /[ (Thrl07, Arg296 % () Ser486)
DI THKFEREE ZTERL LT 7= [Figure 30 (a), (b)], —7 T, CYP2D6.17 Tl Cys296
TIKRFEREEN A ST, 118107 (X CYP2D6.1 @ Thrl07 & et 2 & AKEREA DKM
pia< g5 TW= [Figure 30 (€) — (€)], Z AL & IFilZ, S486T Tl CYP2D6.1 K&K
CYP2D6.17 DWW FHLIZEB T b, Vald8d & DKEFEANFRD BTz, TS DRk Fix
T1071 }2 TF R296C 7% CYP2D6.1 /> 5 CYP2D6.17 ~D = 7 4 A—3 g VE{BIC K& 7
BB R L TRY, S486T LT H Tidl, EWVWH ZEA2REBLTEY, ZHITLIAE]

(2GS TS invitro fETER K O B AEROFE SR L B —&F LT, 7
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SHIE, MDY Ialb—yvaryO 7Y =7 Mbb' 7 Xz CYP2D6.17
DRFEBETRONTELETERT DT X/ ERIL, B-CL—7, K-Bl-4 L—T KN aF’
~NY w7 ZTB/BLTEY, 2D RIEED 2 7 5 A—3 3 F CYP2D6.1 DR FEHE
1L CYP2D6.17 Dt FA#E & TR - T 7= [Table 10 (a), Figure 30 ()], &iZ,
CYP2D6.1 ICBWWCHEEZT L7 X /D 74 A— a V&~ 5 L, Phe219 &
Val374 D=7 4 A—3 3 U, CYP2D6.1 D FEMERE & CYP2D6.17 D FE ik & T
#7025 Ty 7z [Table 10 (b), Figure 30 (9)]. £72, ZODOEZEKL TWeT 2/ RITIT &
Ao BRI S DT - 7= (Valll9, Phel20, Leul21, Phe219, Leu220, Arg221, Val370,
Pro371, Leu372, Gly373 }(* Val374), Cocaine ® K v & > 7 R—XTHR.LNLZ L D1,
Val370 2 0% Val374 [Z CYP2D6.1 IZ W\ T U v R & O E/ERIC K & fefedlz Forz L
TWe2y, CYP2D6.17 TIX I o7 I/ MIIHAEMENICEEG LD LE X LT
[Figure 28 ()], T 72dbH, Zi b7 2/ EeIL CYP2D6.17 CTidlE & k3 % iz < B
TWAHDT, CYP2D6.1 T U Hy K=% L 7 B OB AEIERICT ST 223,
CYP2D6.17 TIIHH LRV DTHA D, ThbLDRRIL, THENDILEWDIHERE
PER CYP2D6.17 1V & CYP2D6.1 TV 9 HFEE KB L T 5, $£7-, CYP2D6
O Prinomastat 3fESE N L SND ETaF’~V v 7 ADFEFM LN TN RN o720 T,

ZOFHRANY v 7 ZADFERITZOBORERIIHKHER LD ThoTm Lt E2 5, P
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Figure 29 CYP2D6.1 & CYP2D6.17 DR FEHEE DIEAMERE R
ZTNZEILMD ¥ 2 L—1 = URREEERIE, (a) CYP2D6.1, 0 nsec (F1###1%), (b) CYP2D6.1, 4.24 nsec, (c)
CYP2D6.1, 4.84 nsec, (d) CYP2D6.17, 0 nsec (#]H#i##&i&), (e) CYP2D6.17, 4.50 nsec, (f) CYP2D6.17, 4.72 nsec
K UX(g) CYP2D6.17, 4.88 nsec, R—/LFRIE (8) 75 (c) T, T107, R296, S486, (d) 7>5(g) T 1107, C296,

T486 T %,

113



()

@ l:hel

a F-helix

Kefild loop 0 \ KBl eep

a¥F-hdix

. ’ Kfild loop

o F'helix
l

AspZO; i
n r)m l}.}

Vallog
JUS lnnp @R -helin

(e)

W an.n.awi' ‘0
7 (o

.J\‘-( /

u\ 3"‘ 1ngHeme , S

Asp292
] "hell2  lleiot ﬁ aF-hdlix
Asn2 e \ _' '
) ~
Vallos
B°C loop } aBhelin

Figure 30 CYP2D6.1 & CYP2D6.17 D\ FE i D BEHE A RS

114



(2)

Leu220 <D

aF -helix

K-f1-4 loop

Figure 30 %X

VAR OEOITRDIEY , K CYP2D6.1 AFME (MD 22 = L—3 3 UROBIFFR : 424 nsec), ALY ¢
CYP2D6.1 fA#EMHEE (MD ¥ = L—3 3 U FLiBIF : 4.84 nsec), ##ta : CYP2D6.17 {LEHE (MD v 2 =
L— 3 URREEER 450 nsec), #Efh: CYP2D6.17 ftFAfiE (MD ¥ X = L — 3 KRR : 4.72 nsec),
et : CYP2D6.17 fUFEMkiE (MD ¥ X = L —3 = U RIEFER] : 4.88 nsec), A —/LFKRi% (8), (b) T T107,

R296,5486 T 0 (c) 725 (8) T 1107, C296, T486 & 5, A SHIIKERKEZ TR L TN 5,
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filiam & LT, AWFZETIE, ANFEZAEDEYILE~DE 4 CYP2D6.1 & CYP2D6.17 O 3
RITTHEIEDIENE & BT T2 Z LIgplBi Lz, £F, MDY Ia2Lb—va D L7
V7 NUNLOEEE LRI EREEY T ) T R To T, RIZ, 2 Ea—4 Ky
X2 T DRI, RNODOIEYOEEMEE MM-GB/SA 2 2 71235 BRAX HEHHE L
Too SR ESNTAEIZERMEE B —H LTV (P=081), S5, ZNHEYD
CYP2D6.17 1%t 2 BHETEM: 4 CYP2D6.1 & [A] U 5{E TRt L7z, 5t S v/ filid 528k
il B —FH LT\ (=092, &kiC, ZOFEE, AEFEZENFRRECTEZ %
CYP2D6 PHEZ, AIZEOHIHIBE CTRMET 5 2 L3 TE, 2R8I Yt 20

FHICHEMT 2 b0 EEZ BN,
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AFHCTIE, in silico AISEEMT27EH L C, BERIE L OBERHE IR+ 2 Epshhe
T2 HHEBRSE 7w X O YIIIBEFEICE M 5 2 & T, BB I o0 B M ONBR TS
MOIRRIC &2, HERTF ORI ba B L7z, 5 1 FEICBWTHEY D CYP3A4
BRI RE9 2 in silico A7, 25 2 FICE W CTIEHEY O PXR IEME(LIC L 5 CYP3A4 #iE
([ZB9 % in silico 7, 5 3 B CIXIEM D CYP2D6 DR -SRI EIZREF 5 in silico
WMEE1To7c, WTHOMEL X —F v 2 DG % &8 LTz 3D-SB FiE,
CoMFA JEX OB R A G DED A a7 MWD Z LIC& > T, AEEYHOR 7 U —
= ZIE M ATRE R FIE A MENL T & T2, BHARTFIEICE L TIE, % 3 =D MM-GB/SA A
a7 OMXHENEHEEE LT LR Lo/ 2 2B 25 &, ka7 — %> b
MHFIBFELNDGEITIE, 1, 2 FT{To72 SB COMFA VEAY X U EfEZR PN IXE
LTWDH EEZX LN, AR L > THENYL ST, 2O FEIZ L > THE LN DIEME
i, 2 E TITRE SN TV D2 22 38H] & ORI A FTRE 722 — iR LB P E 7 /L
EEBILHNWDZ LIk T, SLICHIKE CEBRMNRLDOILRETHAH, 191581
BN, AMFFRORIC L - T, EBIMIERE O RIEAHETZ LD EEI DN
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