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Reflections on improving drug success rates with AIDD and CADD
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Abstract The rapid advancements in artificial intelligence (AI) and computational sciences, particularly through
the introduction of artificial intelligence drug design (AIDD) and computer-aided drug design (CADD) technologies,
have revolutionized pathways in drug development. These include techniques such as natural language processing,
image recognition, deep learning, and machine learning. By employing advanced algorithms and data processing
techniques, these technologies have significantly enhanced the efficiency and success rate of R&D processes. In drug
discovery, Al technologies have accelerated the identification of drug targets, screening of candidate drugs,
pharmacological assessments, and quality control, effectively reducing R&D risks and costs. This article delves into
the application of AIDD and CADD in drug development, analyzing their roles in enhancing the success rates and
efficiencies of drug design, exploring their future trends, and addressing the potential challenges.
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TSR A R AL B 25971 1 (computer-aided
drug design, CADD) ARG | ARIH 245 A isek™ . 7
MRS R, CADD 255 1 ik R, B
BT Z R HIV FIE YRR SE000 B 25 A A A itk
Y, 1979 4F, A B % CADD 4] Tripos A7,
A TS il AL 2 FE . 1990 4F, Schrodinger
N EVRST, I S CADD & T8 fe 2 i it
(artificial intelligence drug design, AIDD) %3 3 [) 45
Sk2E . #] T 2006 4F, Berg #1 Kiromic BioPharm 45
AN FEVOL, RN TR REBAR FHB 2 s fnA:
YikrEY) . 2010 4-2 )5, LA Insilico, Deep Genomics
LERREM AT LET IR AIDD AR, -5 7 2%
o 2015 4, P ERHERHE T, bRk T E 2
WFRHEA T HIB B, 2020 4F, AlphaFold2 %R 145
F TR AL T AR T k. 2021 4F, Insilico
JF i ISM001-005, X S22 Bk 582 i ATEAR
UK Sy (18 e e AR () A il 27 4 A6 (TPF ) 48 2 Fn 2459
R I, FAEHE R BURGSHIE, XU Sy, Toit 2
CADD i&J2& AIDD, #225Yicit 2 HE R —

1 CADD 70 AIDD fyEAEE

1.1 CADD

CADD J& —Fh Z =R WL G HOR, BT
TR A Y2 BRI 5070k, 8 FHRRE )
THEALAR FF 2k 23 B . AL T30 25 4 53 1) 2544
SRR, 4551 52 KA Ko+ Z I
FIAH EAEFBLEL, LA AR50+ Z TRl AR 5 s
[Spur e

i H, CADD J5iE o AP R ST IR 25
Y% i1 (ligand-based drug design, LBDD ) fIFET-45#4
M 25915 1T (structure-based drug design, SBDD) ™,
LBDD, JRFRIE4Z 2510, 2T E mAROCR
(QSAR) . 25 A A FIAH LI 48 255 . 1] SBDD,
INPR B2, E T o0 . D2t
oy B J1 A5 J7 7k . SBDD ST 32 AR S5 4411
FRIE, DL sz AR SRR 256 072X, SR A B AN AN
WA, RIS LG E
111 A T4Mmeszidpikit SBDD X Rt
T BCAAR L5 #a T 52 R B 45 R i 25 e ™ B L
I, SBDD &4 5 T 32k S5k i 25 it BRI 5
25 IR AN 24 Bl . iR
MR . 20555 B = 4E 454, SR o+ 1H 00 B 2 CEL AR
PE) R T RE IR SZ IR B 6 T, SRS C 2

FIVE 1 SRR RIENGH AL & P 2538, LA &
PEPESr T o AR RS SBDD s2 45X — 8 3 |
HE T2 ARG I 250 1T T -

1894 4F, Fisher & th 1 “ iEA JFL " A i BERC A
5ZARMEEA P, BECIA S Z O R B TS
PR EC G, BLARRES A 040 A Z R 2 s, A
M5 EABVE- . SR, X — ISR ik 5 52 4k
Yot el Zug T eI, SEhs L,
BCAR /NGy S0 R Y B — @ Rk, %
A PRZS ] ORI AR A . AR IR SRS 45 A o
o, BR TS ARG UL, IA i e BEaE VE AT, Rp4h
A HH B AR R RENIh S & . Ak,
[V L N S Dl 1 RS I R N (A I X e
1. HE AR 2 ORAVER T . T S e
WX —H4, 1959 4F D.E.Koshland #H T “i% 53
G2, N B SS A AR I 45 A AL A /Ny
T Y45 2 A B I & A28 4. 7E SBDD Hr,
AFF5E B B A 32 AR 1 /R AR
1.1.2 A TEetkey2h 4383+ LBDD Z7E LY
SRR O T, i BAA RS Egs A e
FIEARI S5 H 5 B, R RIS G e,
AH L EE T 32 R 250 1 25 4% 11, LBDD LA “ /N4y
TR F7 R AT, LA O R o T AR L
B, BRSE R AR BLRY 4338 H EAA AL A i
S FAUMEAE R F B A F A8 R | BT F1
SRS AN T IR R AR R 2

£ LBDD H, iR f 2 A o FAR M A A
PRV, RECHIARST F L5 325 —4E(1D) ik
5, T A Y EEA B M 48 2D) ik fF, 2T
R EIE sl gt Bt AR e = 4E(3D) ik
5, W Koy FHIBARSERRE . 1A, S FHE 8 R
VER—Fh o MR TR Tk, BT i li— &
G, MESI T B . PR f
FHRBUEANE N UM 43 FRAF T3, 72 AIDD H
WARE] T Tz N
1.1.3 AT HEMGYIGTE R THRA e i
it T AP Yt s LR TR T R
Bt 25y it (fragment-based drug design, FBDD) .
FBDD J&—#FI F/NAL S | Bei A T 250 A ) 3R
WU, XN e B TR I SR IR RS &
A7 8o A T A% 58 1Y e 38 5 i %6 (high throughput
screening, HTS), FBDD (1) i Bt ELA T & A9 45 & 44
R, ARVFENTS Ko F SR X U8 B %
% AR AR BRI EAE MY, 7E FBDD He, #40
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BUI AR SRS E5 A 0/ N+ R B, 2 F
FR (Can =R 55 B AR IR | B . R ILR) X
BEEHS E A TR AT X —F BT
S BRIk A M, e S R A R s R A
2R BN Ty SRR A S I, B R R R AL
2iMMEEY) . FBDD Y SCARAL A T HX T {24 1)
M RARER, Retl K AL Gt 7k vl e Z m& 1) 1 ik
G AN, T AE A B XE LU [ ) 2 R (A 1 -
B AEMEAERD BB R R 099 1. 4R, FBDD
TG 2 PR, e an S5 ISR A T 7 B TR B 1
K FNZE R R xs, LK /Ny B B Ao BLAT I
ZREWILNEE Y/

B R Rt R IE - S R W NPT Y/ aa i
DA b, 3T 2530 A 1 2 R ICT R B 5
Beo W BAE FEEAR 558 5 A WA R
56 R BER AR, 1M HLIE 5 K ARG AS 7] 1) 253804
TETCER XS BRI F AT 207, 25504 i 2Y
BUFIETC R WA 1, X2y e e R e/ NV T 5
S A A EAE B R [ BTk
12 AIDD

£ AIDD H, 1 B RIS ) I R AL B
Y S5 R RVRERE, DUAE A LA T 16 P R A 241
I3 2 120 B S8 ) CADD J7 5, A4 43 1 R
Fz . e R | A 1 AR A AR BT R 24 I DR S AT
S, PROE T R 0 o A, X R R i T A AR
K AIDD FoHE & 2> AIDD AYFEAR AR 1 S f
BRI AL EE, 9 Kok B 24 24 500 (G35 2
IR N T 2540 B 2550005 845 IS | A
FRUEAL AL 38, B 5 2 B E T AR R RAE S, a0 4&
FBURI 73 F B9 R AEPY, 76 AIDD s 2 i, AN ik
SRR 3 A RS 2 B N TR, A Ty vk A A
PEFN R AR X B R PR BB B . e Bl
MY RAE T 165, (o FHRR 2 A P 50 b i 7R
AIDD Hi SR, WIRIFFE 5L 0 R EERE Y
L. HHETH AIDD BF5A EE A e TR 2 1,
g e (M AT TR Y S K et 8
W il iEy o

121 RAES T 3 Y B RAE TR AL RE A AR A
AL b AW RS B B, i H R A 2L
iR B B () AR AT A P, DT 4 v 235 R )
HERRVE TR TR RE™ . TR R I sEh, o
T FAE R FH 2 R A 22 X 4% ( convolutional neural
network, CNN) =i & 5 # £ % 2% ( recurrent neural
network, RNN) P, CNN F 2 T K415 B 194k
L, A0 TE Tl WAZTE MR LA R AR R
E, HOCHETE T BMR S5 L 0P R A28 A% TG
W ZE BRI —38 ), HN R R L, 55
—J7 1, RNN £ 2 TAN AR5 5 557 9 5085
Tt BRI 210 5 8, BT )8 TR A [ 5
i, HRE RUZ SR SR, FEBL S A 5 2
B G S AS LI B, e BB () () F R R 25 . A%
HEH) CNN I RNN J7 3k 75 4k B 28 A IR G 25 18] %1
PRI R I

H T, 765> FRAF 7RGk, B2 MES R
BT RS TR kDT BR W
Dk Horp, BT AT R AE DT 7R CADD
SR O AT B R SRR, AR Ao T ALt R
ik & 4t (simplified molecular input line entry system,
SMILES) . [ Frfk 2% 45 i1 4F (international chemical
identifier, InChl) il 5> T4 8055 770 XRFARF
PRI 26 EE B A bR i Ut (ASCID
FFLA R, AH B A FRAE Ty i B A B g i A =, 3
Sy TN . A, T4 8 098 T LA
A7 FAL B
122 o F AR BEE RS 0 5
L N T RE 40 R R, 2023 4F 3 H R A Y
ChatGPT-4 f& 81, $il A7 L 1 TR S8, Frik
FH N TR Re ) — 2 AR

TE5T LR RN B b, B2 R AT 80) Tl
AR %) A RRRE BR RE T T B A R I R B 2
BT ARz 8] L5, W AE 25 b & Pk
TR E] 107~10%, BXOMHT 2 L P2t T E R I
IR . 25 7 A A PRAE ) S E T S5 T

FHMIETTR Erpvdaaka

SSEZ IR sp2asp3 2 P AY SR T/ 5 Bk 5L 1 LSV SO ZE A S 5L 1/ S5 e it 1 LA DU a8 = SR B UL 1
ESR74ESEN FURT AR Z AR AR T R R T

Bk L FUBERIANHS L SR i SR O 19— 2L S Pk SR T U FUgii K e

LR 5532 (I AT sl A8 0 e e AR ELA T, AP A WA B9 BT A AR B pH T 2 S A B B A PR
IR e AR A, TOCE N0 5
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BEEAMAHEAER, i/ 5SS EAYSE
J& B R E R 278k, IR A= BTG 5l . 5IA
N TR I i N FA VTR T 2
& tE. 5 CADD AL, AIDD el 2 7E
LA B2 RS G O SRR 25, (1
H 2019 4E5] A AttentiveFP(VE & S HLHD 7 5, 245
2 GRAT TP B 8 R 50 1) ) 5 T vk A 3
R, B T8 22 252 MR | AT rpr . DU
i &, CADD 5 AIDD AN{UHRZ HbrAf ], 75 5L
Tt Tk AT 2 LS . B 4 AR AR R 4
KL 2,

F2 MO N TR

fit 2 IOk

2T BT A7k

BIAPRZE 2

A ARSI 2%

AR5y F i

ke~

BET 32 RS R I A AR Y

HE T BLIR G AL B A AT

FET 2R A A Y

FET R B A A

Foft FE T B A AT
FET 27 SN AR A

il A\ 22 R AEL A 2 A Y

2 CADD A&t AEN B REH

2.1 RTERGLEMe MLt

2.1.1 ¥eEZRaLMIN CADD FikpmEm T,
B, NEA R &, MR T A,
WA 2548 T RN 43— X 42, SRS/ Nor L AR
H PSR- TR G . B2 TR, RHE 2=
BFIIER, 856 X ST IR S A R AR+,
R, W4T H5EA W = TTIRA DT .
J&, B AN R R, RIEHEE RS
7/ v ST Y N A g = K S ol a
A7 TH, TR T A5RAE AR it i
Bk

212 ZAR-BeAk B oMM IRAN FE CADD i,
— R S5 R S AR-BCR B S 25, X
WHRTEOASM ., X TIRLC A MR Z K-
BCARSE G4, lad X B4k ke | ARG R R R
F B ARG R i 4540 02 S AN O, 4R,
IEWNHTSCHTIR, 5 2 E A5 v R R, HAEZAY)

Wit B, Wik 5 E A NS T
Tkl S HAE e . L, BlA A TH R
BRI, WXz o3l 1R AR, ok
T AZ AR-BeAR S SR A5
(1) T iz

H Al e 5 0 40442 T 2ALRE Autodock™”
AutodockVina®” CDOCKER"" GLIDE®* DOCK6",
GOLD"" | FLEXX"™ H1 SwissDock®, M 5% I ifi
LT AR, (D) WX 2, RIECAFIEE
ST GE A S W ), 78X 0 B v R R 25 A AN AR
(2) x4, RIEC RSS2 S PR Y, # 5 2 K
B, X AR TR R R BT v (3) R PR, B
PRI (25 R A M T AR ) o X 2R PR B AR /N
-, N RFEEA MR FIE KA. VLA
R AL . X R S B 1 R
WA 0T 1k MEE R K& k. It
Ak, BT A VR 2 5 TR 2% > 1 5 vk A T Bl
T4 TR o L 01 B P IR &5 5 A =X, 4 DSDPPY,
Diffdock™ &, X LEILFPRIE 2% > 1977 1L REAS KR
P R LT L B RCR, 1T AN SZARSE G B AL A
AW 57 kT E
(2) T3 1 AN

5T 717 (molecular mechanics, MM ) & —Fiifii
FZ T 223 AL 51 LA 48 & T 1 2# T 5 1)
TR G A R, 20 4l MM R R I
N RNt N R Wil K o et o
FHEHEEEEEH. 547 b — P EESE
B« 7737 (force field, FF) "™, & 43 F J1 2 A\ g
PRECTHR, ACREBA S EP AR REINMLEE .
MM G pRECHE T 2R RAE T 15, nsr+3h 112
I DL K 5 4R 3% (Monte Carlo) J7i%™. 40+
Bl 1 R e e L T B B 25 e ity vk
Z—o YENFRIMATHRER L Z —, 0 F 8 J158
) FH A R AL B, N Verlet 55.9% | Leap-frog &
15 1 Beeman 8.7k 55, Ok il B 42 ML) 4R il iz ) Oy
o AT B M e 45 e R R h 15
SR MEGD | AR S A EAE R DL R R
Bl FsF ) A AR A i B o 0T Bl ) 2R R LE R o
—NEARR, BV E A5 S s, 25
AT LA R 7 X A5 F A T A, X B4R ik
AR R ARE = 2 8 (R S5 M B TS ik, B
SRR FUIOE iR Y AR AR, (RIS AR T i e T 45
PR o3 B o SRR RRPE R T3 A X AR Sk
SEPAT B R A, R R . TR
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PIXA ), B2 AT Ve VR BR, il o 525 P
i AR 1) 20 R DL 42 o AN R sl AR IE 1Y 2
FIA5HE o SRT, A BT R AR AR R R L B h e 2
A 3 w3 PR G R OGN R (HAE S
Pt AR b, PRA 2 B R R S B S A A s 2R, )
i ZR R A A AT A SO . AR AR g
TR AL B J5 v 09 R P A A 5 5 i JL AR 24 1Y
AlphaFold #BREAE HEHLLF 1 AR FN R FI 450, 7843
FB AR R T, RS I 0 A T I
[ A EAEH], 3Bt R G0 SRR . STk —
P A=z Bl JERE , IF R BA AR 135053
T BRI R R GG .

TESrF X2 5, 78 12 Bl g g 2
AR R, IR B WSS A& D48 M s R
PRAHE AR A G o I AM o330 7 2E U R] LA
TR R e e iide ., il 454 |l
RETTHR, 43 2h 1 2= A 40L B A8 v i b P41k 3 F0 )7
e G YTRE RE R a i, W]
IS/ N &8 CORELE ) #1750 30 )
SR, I LA PR 5 A AR ELAE T, R
B — e )

22 k- TEik g ikt

221 A THAAM T W LA
AR LT DB, (1) 38— 2 B0 R A A=
Vi PE R N 2R s (2) I ZRAE rh iy B AT
PR G2 25 ] LA R BE A A 52 324k, BRI RL
FHIETCER s () IRBCYIZRAR h YA, 1 E AL "2 4R AR
FEH 2GR AR AL 5 (4) XS A E 47 40 B AN 56 3IE
X} Log U443 #r (Cost E 4T . YIZREEVLED ) I X5
WAEFATHRAE. H AT A Y 2588081 A= 07 2 45
Catalyst™ | LigandScout"”, MOE"” | PharmMapper™’
il PharmaGist™ . HA A F] B AEA AU EAEH
FRCAAR T L o T RO 1 7 R A TR %

S 2 M) 253 IR 25 ) it rh R 45 T
HEANEH, AR EAETE—A W2 B Bl TS
BRURFRA T E S AEY) R gE, BRI AR E.
VE IR AT Ak Ry BEAS Y LA R AE . Sl B iR GX —BR A1,
A 2GR AR 1) A 4l & 1AL 58 24 U AT A AU 1)
JRBRFN 532 Ty BB BOR o X TR AL AR A% 1T
SR AL GE BT T LA B A rh FCAR 2355 1) T b 4
5, FARAE ST A [R) 45 S B ORI AR 1Y)
GeitH B . X O RAE T RE A T A

IRECAAR S 32 AR B Sl AR FAE R, DI H2 AL 58 v
AT I 25
222 REMHKEZ EEMECR(QSAR) BT
Fff R BC A ) A S T N AR . o AR e
16 B9S2 2510 3 1 22 4R AE, €045 ADMET A H: At 4
PEo SERREETE AR BCAR Ak AR . Bk
T3z N T 259 & B ad AR v i) e AL A & BRI
oAk, FEwe) 3z N FH F 0 B AR B A s . —
A QSAR ALY i 2 LU LR (1)
G A Jr 22 iR AS B AR W T 1 1 2 A
(=20 MEEY) MBS () EFEIE LG
RAG YNGR TN 1A 5 (3) BC AR Y 38 75 Z 18] 3%
A H A K ik BE PN S 00 G5 (4) 38 P ERAh
FREGIF A K e 241 QSAR A, DU IEAR R 1w
Sk

R E R AR, QSAR #5745 1l LA
518 6 25: (1) 1D-QSAR, M A WiEYE S 25019
FRAL 2FERAE AN LogP M pK, Bk Rk, 3L TiES
RT3, T 4EFE ) QSAR J7ik; (2)2D-
QSAR, 1A Wi 1 55 LA A0 25 R R RAE 1 22 0 R 17
AN B =HERAE; (3)3D-QSAR, FAE)iE ML ik
Jél FEL AR AN A AR HER SR (4)4D-QSAR, )
AN B 7E 3D-QSAR FER F (Y T (A G2 1 JLATT 5
(5)5D-QSAR, iR T 4D-QSAR HIA[RIHESAH
%; (6)6D-QSAR i — 454 SD-QSAR AU A [F] ¥
FEAETRY , BEAh, JE TR R BRI A W T S 2 A
fE2Z 0] 56 R AR, QSAR 7 ik 4r kb AR £k
PEJ o MR ARG . Zondk it mlE
{1 o N 7 S 50w A 1 P | 253 G S e )
FEN T DU 4 55 S TR 2y
Priit iy QSAR ZEK, A& T4 F5 QSAR
A 2 B9 T. B, 4 Cloud 3D-QSAR"" I Web-4D-
QSARM, Hi4K QSAR HAT —E L #, (A fA7E—
SRR BN, v o A AR N R R AR A A
ATEEY) QSAR HEAIARTS FRINE
2.3 5-HTIA 2R sh A A

AR R HBh B 257804 kg 1T 5-HT1A
ZARP 2R . H3m A 4 YR L %8 LA B A
THEIE, M 228401 440 e i 10 40+, 4
23N, AT . AT E] ECso N 7
nmol/L & & T/ NF FWO01™Y, JE2kxtiz i Tt
Trit— i tk, DLRCE A s oM, 4E i 3|
— RIS 1, A 1 BT
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F3  ZTHERMEINY S-HT1A ZER/ N Fis 8

Hit AHX 43 o Az ik ERiiEIEN ALogP [*H]-8-OH-DPAT K/(nmol/L) [*SIGTPyS ECs¢/(nmol/L)
FWO01 476.6 5 1 5.84 51.9+16.4 7
FW02 3475 4 2 3.35 70.5+14.8 77
FWO03 350.4 4 1 4.04 96.5+13.1 404
FW04 3945 5 2 3.77 103.5+23.4 128
FW05 429.0 4 1 6.10 123.6+32.0 534
FW06 2943 4 3 3.27 133.4£9.7 434
FW07 397.5 4 1 4.60 225.2420.2 340
FW08 344.8 4 2 420 294.9+5.0 572
FW09 446.0 5 1 4.74 320.1£76.9 597
FW10 396.9 4 1 427 351.7£19.0 ND

S-FRO R 1.8+0.1 3
2. W R WIR I -t i 28 P e 24
N
o0
N
ﬂ NC
&SN gy
SRhe
F (0]

1. WS RIR A 3. RHER IR IGE S

\/Rz ® FWO01 o
L (\N/\/\TTTJ\©

e Nepi ~ N\) R?
HN \ N(\\) o R+ y
@)Vmp -
: 0T D
| R
O0—N
B 1 fiiH CADD J5i, MEEH FWOL FF iR K B G325
2.4 CADD ik % W,

CADD 1E W& 25 Yseit ik, 2458
KR —E AR5 A RR R o SR, 41T
CADD Ji ikl & A T8k 2%, TR R
il CADD % # s B K T e IR, Jo R AE k1T
02 Z 10 53T R AUURI g 3 AL O S ), SRR ) T e A
FEMRBERITR ARREE . R, BRI ME AN 2 .
XFRAFRG, WEH B A Y, Wi 0w
RIE—Ah R . FRIR, AbBEAZ J A W) 25 5 10 TR M
YR G R Z2 2 AR MR T CADD J5
RUEATRE AL ME RS . B JE, QSAR HEALMY )5 IR
P, BEARIFZ CADD J7 ik MK T QSAR L%, {H
X S A5 A e A B A 2R RN v 4 RO B A AR AR

3 AIDD Z¥ R E N BR G 5S5H

3.1 Z#HF ARG ®

EPNIR B oS- 2L TIPNEL e ks
2y A R BRI e e 2% B 3 T 2595
(A A B, B X 46 11 4 A AR AR, A b 48
W 26 2 2] 43 F 1 25 BB e, SR AR R Ak A
XA 2 br S A TR BEE A 2545,
SRR T B, AHA Jim 25 0 2 2 MRS A4k 1) 7 vkl
ST A B (A ASEAR AL S (1) 33 VT i 22 R 4%
(RNN), 3l 33 P A6 20285 44 ok b B 7 5 B, 4%
AL PRI SMILES “#4F # 45 0 R Ak, BT
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AR, AT DT — 25 A S5 A i 5 2o
T —A R, (2) A sh4Rises (VAE), H %
TS PRI B 2 . Al 2R i A BE (a7 1%
TN G R v AR 23 8], T ff R 2 DA A 2 T v A
VLA WA B o 3% 07 1k AT DA 2 o i Y i
WEAS ] o (3) Az XL M 4 (GAN), FH AR il #% Fil
FUMNERARL o A5 s Az R BRI i ) 25 4
X 53 L SR A A BRSO o % AT DA
i R M Zrad BT Re AR E . (DIRE
174 (hybrid models ) 38 33 58 14 5 2 X Tl Y11 2R 4 1
TSRV TI0M , R — 2025 WU o5 0 S0 7
B

I S U A8 56 T N TR BB Y 0 A iR AU T
It & JLAN DGR I) . 15 5, AR 2 K B ok
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