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WE REHESN-REESNE—EEATREGM L FRECEE — 60 | %87
THBRERGE T R R L R, BH B 50T RESERA, £y | Dh-REEeR
FE BB T EHRA. B 20 S4NER, HHGENTESMITHBEN, 0T ggiﬁ

B H B ETH. H BN E RS AT B TN R, FITUB AP MBS | casp

F AR, N KR BT RA R RRRE, FREITH B MF A — | PDBbind-CN
ANERH . R, RNESERT IR GW-BFEERT BB Ew o Ekg | A TRAGYRT

(comparative assessment of scoring functions, CASF), 4 ##uiZ |a] M4t T — M 476 7 £.
BARE T —EEHET 0@ a2, AFMERRT TR EEH %, I
BT AT IR EMERHF IR LY RN, RATN T EERZ F RN E,
JR B xt PDBbind-CN #(# & & b -FARE G M HANEER#SE, RERGFHLAEENZ
MRS, SMAN XU EML, BRINOGTERRLARBHN R AW o #tE, X3
TEASEATE S ZIAT AR . KX T EATEL CASF 7 iR Z kit B, 3k
50 E AR R UL RCF AR

EH TS 250 - 50 hR 56 & M B T vk, R
A PEFT 43 B $(scoring function) ) THE G B FE R
R EHET, FraliE & 50 73855 715,

1 55
K% B IIA L 5 R R (0 A B A T AR 4 4

MR FEIEER. B, &R 7 m 2542 AR
VIR R R IR SR . TE SR 1) 25 W I R R
W, G AR RR (8] [ 25 A 1% (binding affinity)
& F R Ik 58 A & W i EE AR . i S mT LR
FH B 2 ke v e T 245 0 5 A 2 T B o A
NATE AT P B AL B LR ik, KRR K
WA HEDM R, AW ULHTIERESM
TG UEMEGESEHK. Wik, kKEEEIHE Y-
AR AN ES L, —HEAY S TRIFFM
At 1) L2 — 12,

DRI T 2 B AT B0 — 8T B 7 vk, 76 R POL0% 126 45 52 Bs
N B T YR 2 BRI 1P, H 20 T2 90 44X
WILLK, BT JEFT 7 B B8 — DN R IR 5
G AR, AT TS, G A TFR
HEWF R CEE FaMe 2. BalfE e+ o
BR AT LARI Ay DU R R, BN TR p vk &
AT 55 sR AL Giit 35 ek B DL S TR 7 AL AR 5 2
PEAISL T G e AT R B, AT N —
5 HI P 4K & (benchmark), X & #3775 bR %
1 B 2EAT 2 W0 IR0 BE . AR S PR AN A R 25 HH I 4



R EHEEE: MR- SEARSR A MEAT 2 R B VRN T VR 1R &

S, H AT LLZE R I FT 2 R B R i A Ak
N FAESE BRI Z5WRE R TAE . 4k, HER TN 259-
BEAR SR A A AR R — AN AR R e vl AT R
FONAEE T 4y R . W REIT R E R T
PEE T 5, [R5 B2 H BT 45 eR B0 AR S0R0 55
RO HE R, AR AR R ) B 4T T 43 R A
RALE .

b8 & 4T 7 R U0 A A e gk, st B AT
—HAESRE XM R, £ 21 4y, —
RN KT X LR 23 7 0 82 532 DA AT o e B
VEAF VLA TT R 2212 i, Bissantz 2 17E 10 AN EF
WBE S EYF 10 MESERZEE A Eahlxt 3 F
T WHEFER (DOCK. FlexX #1 GOLD)BA K, 7 4T
S EREGIAT T LR Ferrara 25k A 189 MEE-
FLAR 2 A% 9 BT 43 e itk 47 7 Mk; Wang 512
A 100 AN A-FAE A UEINEREE, 256 VP
711 FRE DLET 43 oR ERUIN £ A A5 2 R EE ISR A 1 S
AR R ). X L RO PR TAE B TR AR
B AR DA A B PR AR i, TS 1R IRA
W E M, BRI TN DN TAERH
ST AT B IS, WAE 54— T TAE
FEIVN ST R B T A7, S NEFTHEM.

FAh, I B TAE B R F R 5 AR AR A B
B IR R B, IR g R 32 B DU R A 7 THI:

B, PN TERRIEA AR, TR s S
G T A B A N L I B A R A T S
53 F 0T B A TR SR AR S BAR SR IE L, By
TR I O AN B B AR 25 A AR D, B
HEREAUT P BES EEERBEEESES
FHOG IS T . (H 27 F X AR R S I %
HRRHLRE, 5P g s 280k
P R, RSO EAE, WA SRFE R 45
SRPARKEEM. Rk, 4 75 BRI d & i 5 R
R BRI R WEIT 2 RE L — A
IR 28 (Ui N 25 F4 SCPF B AR B 7 00 JE Rl W s 1), AR
RS BT Ay R B PR RE. R R A
FECHT 43I ) 5 27 X 2 o I R 48 220 2 3 25 O F
K, A REF VL HSEHEAN T 43 s AU AR M e

R, VR FT o3 R B A DR A AR
M, EHREA R EA . E0 TS KH—
e LV = eSS R RS S R 1 B - AR R SR
RO AR, X AR R AL (1) WA E A
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FHRME/D R EACET DT 10 MERKE &,
BMIEEAAE TS TILERIE R EZ 5.
BT X R RIS P S i g5 R, B B R R T
TR T LA A E AR AR R, AR ok )T F)
FoAbREARAR 2R, (2) WHaAE O ) 2 i 260, 35 5 44 22
PR EE-IRAEEY. HEIEHNE WA R
X A J5t $4E JE (Protein Data Bank, PDB)! ! ] F i
FEAREAT RGEPRE 45 R, M2 H TR H
BEHLAR 2. XA AR AR B & 78 o AR SR M,
1M HAEA K TOR B R4S B4, B4 v 5 1
KUK EEMERKL T alib T HAD R REA. 7R
HER R, RERIP TP EMER-KAZ S
YIREA, Hor IR 248 = 4 45 M sl A 1 S 50 B0 7
T A7 0 45 e R0 1O0 K A v A7 (3K L o o )
FO, bR i 2% B PR 45 R aE BN E

BEXE b3 e AR PR ZH T A ok 22 0 A T % U,
ST — B VAN 25 - BEAR SR G VT A ek BV RE I
77 154K Z& (comparative assessment of scoring functions,
CASF), Bl AHIRBITARER VB m, =37
A AR RIAT BT VZ AN T, 3B R AT 73 B ORI 7 4
Bk — T FRTF R R NSO ERTTE R R
BT AR BT T RCR DL S ARG

2 PR AT B RE R TR R R

BATIT ) CASF Jiikk 245 3 MEE: (1)
— AR, AR IE ORI 195 N2
FEPEEE A-TA R &Y, (2) #8470 kB IEREm 4
Pl AR TR AR L SAH RPN 7735 () VRN ST R LG
FIRAW 5y &R ) 20 BT R %L
FAEVENFT 7 R B BE LU v — Ik B SR 3R, B4
TR A WA 2 T35 383, PR D7 VR0 24 T 35 38
R, T AE VP X ST 2 B B AR 2 T SR 2Rk
F. BAMIKT CASF Fikfk R B TAE&RFAE 2009 4F
KRR PUG XA AW St s . R S0k DR
MR FT R F TAE CASF-2013 A1 43 5428
X3 AR,

2.1 Mg R A AR

AT, HF PR 4T 20 & B — A i R
TR S 20T 2 LR LA SR A R (1) IS
HEADTMBECAD T RARA 2N, UIREES



hERE: (b 20154F H45% FH oW

WEMM L L, WRMREFFIESMNEA S TR
Z R, B ECAR TR 2 R R R 1)
AHUN 7 W BANE; (2) XS ) & BB A
A VIREA D 0B AT v T 5 1 o R 45 A RN AT S IS
A SR EE; (3) MR E AR L8 2 A, DL
RAE S & PN 45 BT B E SR X, EEE
FH R A P AR AR AT TU R AR, DA LRI R Fh
=P A AR PR e S M S NS E

AR @HEL L 10 FH), #ELIFEAWKET
PDBbind-CN % &, A#kik CASF 77tk & fir f
IR A PRt T A i m A . 2B EAEE R B
W ST RS HIEE PDB AR % 2K A-BL A = AV
YRR DL KR A T SRR, RS B A
A 2= PR 2 (A P IE &R, AT LA 28 R i 2
W AP AR AL, 2R B 2007 45 11 HEA
F KA (http://www.pdbbind-cn.org), H Al & & A K
H 5 60 & HE (kT 2700 &M, K2 H
FoREAZE AR BT &2~ 7). PDBbind-
CN ¥ FE i R R A L5/ PDB H H /N e 4
H5EASTIERMEEY. B 2008 FEIF4E, BT/
NYERE-EAEEY, BRANBTEREEA-EAES
Y. EA-BRESMEEM KRS TN E YA
FEEW, MR T X PDB WA BB . T4,
AR FRFE4ERT PDBbind-CN 38 P2 k4T 5 1 53T,
R R AR AU R T B PDB 138 K g
K. BHTH) 2015 iUk PDB H14 14600 ME &
YIRSE S PE 236 $d5 (R 1). 5% T PDBbind-CN #{#z
FETE Z MVEANTE O, 23 AT LS AR W R R
W Fe e 0

N T K5 CASF 7844k & v i il 4, kA7)
DL PDBbind-CN 4l & Fh il sk & A -Bo ik 5 &N
Femith, MRk s R REAS. BRI S EE R AR

Z 1 PDBbind-CN 3 22 & i A H 3 A

HERN: (1) X =4eg5 R i R, AWk
FEAR 2 #ER<2.50 A, R [F7<0.25; Feiksr T4 -R
SERE B B OGS NS R ESE N E AT
e, MNEAMEEMATHE, Kh5EAST
2 1B AFAE I S Al R (B R 1 1AL PR B <2.0 A B
THE. 2) MEAGHEIENREIER. NFERE
PR B D it 29 B B (K) B AT B (K I 2 &, oR
& VU 9 2 BN HIK B (ICso) I B & A T8
3 & M B B (Ko/Ki<1 pmol/L) 5% 4% 1% (Ky/K>10
mmol/L) ) B EWATH&; Sx& MEEE A= e E
FIR A K>10 pmol/L 5% Ki=1 pmol/L)AF % [&;
TR A RN & A 0 70405 2690 i ik
ghk R 2R A9 FORRE— B A kIR A,
KA BB, [FEL, TR A AR i
15 F A5 AW e A 45 F R LA 2 A
AHEFMESER. 3) NEEMHRMIER. (LFEE
HSEARS LA 1L EBIES I e B E&Y, N T T
5 2> TRV AL 3], Bk 2 T 45 Kb AN T L
THEEETEEERE WGE@ By Siv As), HECHA
SRS A AT DU AT R R R R TR R R 3
e R 43 1 43 F 'L AU F 10005 BE A4k 43 76 1 TH
BESHANT 15 E EWATHRE.

DL _F — B i i e v R OK T At N A A
K B Be e e A i bR v 22 DA B bR v 075 08 T 3R A5 1
SEW), BN REE4E" (3 1). Ll PDBbind 2013 A
B, AT 8300 RAEA-BLIEEEW , Phith
2959 NEAWIREA, Nk LB L 36%. 1% LL g3 5t
HFRATTFE PR B A BT AT 1 bR A

(ARG LA I A BE B SR 1EN CASF J7ik
ERPHFERMRE, —RENZESGHEASEZ,
TEM KW EE; R NIZES P R ™
HFEARTOAR, RIS Lrs g B 1 (W WL 25 P58 br)

&N PDB H 45K 5% PDBbind IR B E &Y S ELRNSE A M S I B 2 A B AL Kk S
2007 40876 11822 3124 1300 195
2008 48092 18211 4300 1401 210
2009 55118 23284 5678 1741 219
2010 62387 26434 6772 2061 231
2011 70224 30259 7986 2455 216
2012 78235 34180 9308 2897 201
2013 87085 38918 10776 2959 195
2014 96592 44569 12995 3446 195
2015 105183 48821 14620 T E 1€
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R EHEEE: MR- SEARSR A MEAT 2 R B VRN T VR 1R &

TE I E G PIFEAR B R m T HAWE AR E &
Y. R T RIS ), AT R R T
HHIEZEWATFE 08, CLE AT 51 >90%
NBE AT R BB RET K iEE
A5 R A B ARG AR E TR A,
WG BAINE e aidkig 3 MUEREY, ©
153 B BAT Z I Il Hp S it = AN KR
MISEA AR, BHANEAWZ RRSEAEEE,
ZERAIF/NT 10 £, BBz A0 4% 1) 1 K di
SRR, S K PR FE LR AT T FEAS I 2 R 1. ST
i Bhik AR R A, BT SR E
TEEEMONTALE, ks FuREAS S S
BT a4 5 i T IR B A A I E &
Y LAGI . Gi )2 )2 Bk 1) 5 & 25 S ED O a0
#£7, & CASF J7 kAR & BT A R 48
AR IS VG 2 R 1 CASF-2013 TAE,
B K FH 42 4 PDBbind 2013 WRAIAZ O, 5
65 FEA, I 65x3=195 MEA-IAEEY. RiE
DrugBank %5445 PE H IS B, Hdh A 33 REH(G1%)

60

(a) N=195
Mean=362
SD=172

50 4

IS
o

30+

Occurrence

20+

0 400 600
Molecular weight

Mean=5.9
SD=3.7

Occurence

5 10 15 20 25
Number of HB acceptor

ROA LA AL, BA 18 REH
(27%) /& VELE LIPS, A 35 T %% 259 IELEAS [F By
B G AR R I R B S Ah, BATHHE T iz g
o T — e R MR T, Hh oy Ta. S8EYe
AEH . SEEZAEBE M logP HRI ARG IE 1
Fras. B 1 AR el UG H, 12550 4 v 46 K 43 e A
ST/ T 500, FAth R AR 43 At R R K
SRR T RGN T EY. BRATIEM &
AR ER, HEAZEMIREERE S TR
S 7 V1L 7N e R VAT = 7 S 2T A (5114 Tl o 74
LI FEATE L 13X — 2 T8 %I ER 1 /2 A ER
EEMI 25058 0%, 82% IR 4> F#F & Lipinski [ H.
BRI 2% A% B 4 T ARG 5 2 - ¥
RAMERAT 7 R AR A&,
22 A ERIPEN T v

TEA N 58 B 1 F VRN TAE , X720 s 2

PERESR ZTHMT . RGHIHIAR T . BATHRET 28
BEEA 3 MEbRR AT (1) AT 5 7xHE,

100

(b) Mean=3.7
SD=2.7
80 -
3 604
c
e
=
g 40 4
(o]
20 -
0 4
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18
Number of HB donor
50
@ Mean=1.00

SD=3.30
40 4

30 4

20 4

Occurence

10

0
<12 10 -8 -6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10

Computed LogP

B1 CASF-2013 Frf FI Il th B & A 195 RV > TRCAR. X Eer 1 4 DN RGIERR AT A B 0. (a) 20 78 (b) i
GHIRBH; (o) ARZIAEH:; () logP 1HEAH. Elrh Mean F/~-F 1, SD Fonbsifif 2"
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hERE: (b 20154F H45% FH oW

MEE ST FREEHRA; 2) HTiHECHE
PR A -BCR AV s 6 8, (3) FT R0
%, MALA W) PE A i 3 TS . ARBEIX 3 AN
J5a, AR T 4 B A SRR R AT R 1T 4
R EL I PERE, 43N AT 43 B8 717 (scoring power). “Ff
J¥fE 777 (ranking power) “X}#:f¢ 777 (docking power)
G BE /1 (screening power), FFH ARMIEIF &
TF T AH R 2 VPN 7

“HTorRe IR AT o A E DL Z P B -1
WEEYRISEA LI IR RE /). &84 ] LLd
SRR A AT 0 3B 5 S 3R Y Pearson £ 14 AH K
FHR, bR #E(m 22 SD KT & . R, [HBK, SD {H Bk,
W3R B HT 20 R 4T 43 e DR ar . o< HEF g 2
FRIT R E ¥R AR RN E A IR e S
PR KT IE B HE T A8 0. R BATT B i i 4
W, B REE A SR A SRR K, <R
R EAKCERIE A Y. W R AT o R B
H AT D2 H 5 S 06 204 7 — 350l e 5 51, A
NATr BRBUAE 2B B (A B RERE IE R EE . AR )E Gt
I R EAENRE T A E S BRI 57 L,
HRBAEHHE PR S). “FT v Re 7175 “HE e 71 #8
K2 GEAT 43 bR B T SR 5 05 A M S 0N 2 1] (1)
A, HE TR 1 54T Be 1 AN, i dE AR
FHARERE BN RS EAE S L8 E 2 [T %
LR OG, HESRHEF IEMEN AT, Hah, “HEFRe
REX A —EARRAIE SRS, 14T 77 e
21 WESHE R R EA-ICAEAY.

“XHERE 1 R FRTT 7 bR BN AK 75 1) & FhaT
R 25 G M R (BB H A7) -l H TR 2 (R Sl Ak 45
MR TS S BORIEE ). IEWA G| F
vt i, 08 GRS FE AT 45 08 B0 1 E S AR
GrIF, A REIRIF X AT 73 o B e O VERA VR AT, IXIE 2
BATM CASF ik R I e s 2 —. FRATTHI S mS
se K Z Bl o 1 X B A (GOLD, Surflex #1 MOE-
Dock) L & Z Fh S8k B, *F T4 & —
o PR HR TR AT M A HWETNES, RE
Mk th 2 2 100 MURMER RIE AR B, 4
Ja AT o R R BB B hn S BN 5, R
B R S5 BRg &R 2 1) RMSD A/
THGEBIEMG 2.0 A), WU 7 R BAEZEZ S
R BT T, ARG GEiH 4T o o BE DR S
HEAW ERRRIIE, HREALAZIT 7 ok 00 42

Ael.

“PR L e ST BT R T o B BN — BN A Y
P H B OERES 545w S B A 45 A AR o T I e
1. BAMEA ML L 65 FhELE D, FEFEE
TR 3 AN CASEA BRI ECAAR 7, X 3 MC
5> 1 B R B B FE R A, kAR At
195-3=192 MECAA T W ERN N A BE 5 iZEH A,
VERBIEREAS. SR G50 TR Mt H, §7 70 k3L
ST AT LA 195 AN ECAAR 27 HR iR H 3 AN BEPERE
A NI B A4 195 DMK THE4ATHS 65 Fb
EA EREEHR, BISE X515 (cross-docking).
BNy FRAESEMIEEAZ NS EHRES
WA 3 Bl TR A 45 S Pk, Rt R
Kot kit B e 2 RARME THRIEARE. X T
ZWAR P FEFAT 0 R, S ERES I o iEmm
R BIME R H T 25 G R, T R 5E & 1
FI A6 WA iz oy PO 0 55 A M. 0 T Mt 2
H, Frd 195 MEAE 1 #F EoR S M v B A =
FURHEF, BivT LAk B AR R R 8 A LR L E
£E[KF(enrichment factor). ZRJGXTFTH 65 Fh¥LtE A
[ H S 2 SACTE A, R = VP 4T 2 ek E ) i
WEREEJI. Ao, ATEG T MR E S SR AT
I RIBHIEAL &P HE 2 AL T Top 1%+ Top 5% Top
L0% T2, R PEA 3T 43 bR £5 1) 075 12 g

2.3 PRERAT T 0 KB R IEM N SR

HATFAERIT kMR E 2, BARTIEET
PN B FATVEY TAE . HRERIE A K TAE
W SRR, FRATE B LR 9 TR R K
AT 5 R AR N PRI R B BATT A R 3R
Accelrys A @] H i ) Discovery Studio (v3.5)#4H i
5 #3793y BB % LigScore™ . PLPPY. Jain!®!, PMF!2627]
AILUDIY; [ CERTARA /A &) H i) SYBYL (v8.1)
A 4 FhIT 43 088 G-Score®!. PME-Score!?*?71,
D-Score®”fl ChemScore®'*; ## [F Schrodinger /A
H i Schrodinger (v2014) 5446 H1 1) GlideScore-SP
Al GlideScore-XPP**4:; FL[E CCDC /2w H 51
A GOLD (v5.2) 91 4 FT 4y % ASPR,
ChemScore'*?, ChemPLP®'f1 GoldScore™; fn%
K CCG A H ) MOE (v2013)4 44 1) 4 Fh4T 43
B5 %% London dG. ASE. Affinity dG f1 Alpha HB. A&
WA PR TAE R B X-Score 4T 4 BRI EtH 4
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R LS MR- FEARSR A VST 2 B VR TR AR R

AN ZIE LA,

PA L 20 FT 73 e B i 7T or 1 1 T
(GoldScore/G-Score D-Score) &5 4T 43 B £ (LigScore-
PLP. Jain. LUDI. ChemScore. GlideScore. ChemPLP.
London dG. ASE. Affinity dG. Alpha HB. X-Score)
DL 3 T Gi 1+ 35 bR B 457 (PMF/PMEF- Score. ASP)
3 RFEFE RN, BAVLIINT — AR EREIF] 7 2R
AR RPN AR R 1) S B %8 SR T A4 4y
T 5EAE G MR R IR A E(ASAS)
VB 9o — R 75, KA & 25 A - O A AR AR A 92 55
FIANS BRI R AT EAEE DK F, wH
FEFT 53 R B 3R I B 2 30 AN I A — A A ] SR A A
B, W E R G, XFERE L N N RE
—NMEARCELE 2 50% 0 Bk ) 20 N4 2.

3 XNETIRAT 5 R BCH TPE B 25 R
AT CASF-2013 TAEGLEE T 21 FhdT 49 B B4

KRS % BRI, BRANZI L/EM 2R

NAETF 857 T R 5 PR T 20 2R B BE 1 O

F£2 21 FT4 REE CASF-2013 5 CASF-2007 F14T 4} fig

& (B e 7 3R, R, FRATE A TR
FTHT 53 BB VA 45 R (R B ARk T 1 52 BRI gn), 5t
8 FH X 4T 43 R £ ) K P B A R S 0.
ARG T 2009 KK T CASF T iEAE F %5 16 Ff
T 55 BB 45 SR (LU R R CASF-2007)"7; 2 )&,
T 2014 FFH R KRR T LTSGR CASF Jiikk &%t
21 FhHT 53 s VEAN 5 5L (LA fATFR CASF-2013)1),
T, AR LA X P IR AR VR S5 SR AT
FrAnitig.

3.1 “ATorRe ) BIIR AT R

CASF-2007 Al CASE-2013 {8 Ff] 1 AN [ (18 42,
EEX T 2 e IR ik e A A PR IR VR
MWL R KE, S50 &P 5 R B0 HE 7 2
AAREF— (3 2). Hrh, X-Score™ [T/t 11 e i,
HArFE SSRGS A ¢ REGE T 0.6,
Ja k¥ J& ChemScore@SYBYL. ChemPLP@GOLD.
PLP1@DS #1 G-Score@SYBYL. 74— Gl %
W, BT X-Score™ Z AN, VA —FET 4 B BAE
TR ] DU T NS JRAE AL ASAS. XA

paiiplin e

S CASF-2013 CASF-2007
e N R® SD ¥ N R SD
X-Score™ 195 0.614 1.78 195 0.644 1.83

ASAS 195 0.606 1.79 -9 - -
ChemScore@SYBYL 195 0.592 1.82 195 0.555 1.98
ChemPLP@GOLD 195 0.579 1.84 - - -

PLP1@D$S 195 0.568 1.86 195 0.545 2.00
G-Score@SYBYL 195 0.558 1.87 195 0.492 2.08
ASP@GOLD 195 0.556 1.88 193 0.534 2.02
ASE@MOE 195 0.544 1.89 - - -
ChemScore @ GOLD 189 0.536 1.90 178 0.441 2.15
D-Score@SYBYL 195 0.526 1.92 195 0.392 2.19
Alpha-HB@MOE 195 0.511 1.94 - - -
LUDI3@DS 195 0.487 1.97 195 0.487 2.09
GoldScore@GOLD 189 0.483 1.97 169 0.295 2.29
Affinity-dG@MOE 195 0.482 1.98 - - -
LigScore2@DS$ 190 0.456 2.02 193 0.464 2.12
GlideScore-SP 169 0.452 2.03 - - -
Jain@DS 191 0.408 2.05 189 0.316 2.24
PMF@DS 194 0.364 2.11 193 0.445 2.14
GlideScore-XP 164 0.277 2.18 178 0.457 2.14
London-dG@MOE 195 0.242 2.19 - - -
PMF@SYBYL 191 0.221 2.20 190 0.268 2.29

a) #4750 ML IR CASF-2013 [FIiFA 45 R AR 2UIRHER; b) AT RARERB S E T RENE Wi HE; o KatkitEEm
SIS B 2 [ Pearson AHK REL d) SR A VETHSLE AN SR B Lk 400 & FIBR HE R 22, B0 logK,y: e) CASF-2007 T AR BT HIHT 73 B 4L
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hERE: (b 20154F H45% FH oW

XK FRAT 73 R B B8 AR B T 7™ IR PRk

“Herpae S il ik g5 1

X <He 7 RE 71 AR, CASF-2007 1 CASF-
2013 tHRH 175 FE RV Jk. /£ CASF-2013
t, HEF RE FTHEA T TLIOET 2 s Bt X-Score™.
ChemPLP@GOLD. PLP2@DS. GoldScore @GOLD
H ChemScore @SYBYL (% 3). iXELH: 4 FEFTHIHT 4
BRI BCAE “FT 43 B8 7 I Pt B AR HEAE BT 2. X FE I
SR RGN 108 1 FT 2 e E el B
BAIHTRE . A4h, Iim g R ER, A
I FT 20 BR B HE 7 R 0 1T S IR B ASAS,
A 10 BT 2 B HET s Dh 2t it 50%. sheFT 73 R
J1RHEF R 1IN TR AR T S, “FT R )
FELCHE T R 7 m R, X AR 2] T IRAT B
IR R SCFE

“RTHERE T B RS R

CASF-2013 A1 #4743 bR £ X 2 658 717 (0 Ik 45
R 2 Fros. ATE X, USSR S Sk
P R B AR 73 7 45 B K9 R 2 11 i) RMSD fE /T 2.0 A
B, AT o B AUPE SR A b B T T
WRAN BB e m I M %R, Fi— 04
BR8P TN i o % 8 3 70%, o ChemPLP@GOLD

3.2

3.3

0 10 20 30

ChemPLP@GOLD
ChemScore@GOLD
GlideScore-SP
Alpha HB@MOE
GoldScore@GOLD
ASP@GOLD
LigScore2@D$S
GlideScore-XP
PLP1@DS
LUDI2@DS
Affinity dG@MOE
London dG@MOE
ChemScore@SYBYL
X-Score(HM)
GScore@SYBYL
Jain@DS
ASE@MOE
PMF04@DS
PMF@SYBYL
dSAS
DScore@SYBYL

B2 21 FhTor B AE CASF-2013 st
BT = ANKHER G LR (T R oh 1)

F3 21 T4 R ELE CASF-2013 5 CASF-2007 HHE 7 fig
1 IR 5 R

I HIF I (%)
CASF-2013 CASF-2007
X-Score™ 58.5 58.5
ChemPLP@GOLD 58.5 -
PLP2@DS 55.4 53.8
GoldScore@GOLD 55.4 23.1
ChemScore@SYBYL 53.8 47.7
Affinity-dG@MOE 53.8 -
LigScorel @DS 523 354
Alpha-HB@MOE 523 -
G-Score@SYBYL 52.3 46.2
LUDI2@DS 523 43.1
D-Score@SYBYL 49.2 46.2
ASAS 49.2 -
ASP@GOLD 47.7 43.1
ChemScore @ GOLD 46.2 36.9
PMF@DS 44.7 41.5
PMF@SYBYL 43.1 38.5
London-dG@MOE 43.1 -
Jain@DS 41.5 41.5
ASE@MOE 40.0 -
GlideScore-XP 354 33.8
GlideScore-SP 26.2 -

a) #H A EBULZIBAE CASF-2013 th i 45 5 M & B HE
J¥; b) CASF-2007 H A£G [1FT 4 B %L

40 50 60 70 80 90 100

40 50 60 70 80 90

Success rate (%)

CEOINRE R, . AL A RN B w1 BT

955



R EHEEE: MR- SEARSR A MEAT 2 R B VRN T VR 1R &

MR E R 80%. H 5K ChemScore@
GOLD. GlideScore-SP. LigScore2@DS #1 PLP1@DS.
S o W, XS T AT e e HEFRe 1 m &, W
TE BIFT 73 B ECAE <0 2 8 7 J7 TH S8 B3 ANATT 3 22
B, WM T 07 0450795 9 AT DA T2 1
B KL 2 s R DAE B IR 2 505 d e O
PR BCHT = AN R, U5 3T 70 R B0 1l Bl 3 3l 2
PR 5%~15%, BB E L. ZRKIVLH, 12T X
IS bR S H H, OR B A m AR O R R — A
HEFF R IR SEmG . 3ok, JATRIL, 1E N2 AL
ASAS 7E IR A R IARS 2, B AUE S T
F18) 425 fl T AR DR /N TG VR M ) AR 2 - IE B 45 5
5.

3.4 “TRikRE RIS, R

i e BE J1 & CASF-2013 "3 5 NIV 48 %,
FE R E R Tk AT = 0 R B T A& S
L EYHEF AT A /1. BN T, XK
FT 43 eR BT R 0L 977 326 R 245 T3 HR BH M A 5 4 T A T 6
Hm. MBI PEI S5 KRB (R 4), GlideScore-SP 7E
Top 1%/KFHI&ELHTHIE 20, 1A 7 ko
. HJGMIKAE ChemScore@GOLD. GlideScore-
XP. LigScore2@DS Fl ChemPLP@GOLD, ‘11T
WEER WAL 10 PLE. BT HEHAEERT, A7
MR FAEAS[R] 7K P b 7 36 e 47 BH PR AL & 0 1 1 2
RPN ST o R BN TR B 7). D 22T 5 4
I FT > B 32> 51l /2 GlideScore-SP. GlideScore-XP .
ChemScore @GOLD. LigScore2@DS 5 ChemPLP@
GOLD, HULEHER 7 NIatrif HEZHT 5 LT 2R
Booe A — 2 WL B Rh R AR 28 e IR R BLAT 2 bR
BHIEERe ). S — DR “Tiikhe
SR AT 43 BR B LN R RE s, X R IR AT
BN, &E, ENSREERNASAS 78 IR
()R I fe 2, Uk B AN 2% R84 - [A] B4 422 fl T AR R /) A,
TCVE 5E BRI R TG A A P B AR,

ZEA UL VP S R T LAt — AN AR A e i
B4 BRI e 1R DU TS AR AR v LA AR AL, BT
“HTorRe 1 R HE P 6E 17— 4, <X EERE 77 FA i ik
BE 17—, 4T 50 BE D77 5 4T 43 bR B0d o 1 B
BRI HE T RE 17, T B RE 1 I AT 2 eR BUE
B BRI TRk Ag f17. AESRBRN A, AT B
B B RE /0 1 B8 0 3 W4T 4 B8 B (U0 GlideScore-
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R4 21 FITHREAE CASF-2013 Hreffidkfe 117 m g5
%[19]

e SN R S

T 2\ oF @)
forms Top 1% Top 5% Top 10%
GlideScore-SP 19.54 6.27 4.14
ChemScore @ GOLD 18.90 6.83 4.08
GlideScore-XP 16.81 6.02 4.07
LigScore2@D$ 15.90 6.23 3.51
ChemPLP@GOLD 14.28 5.88 431
LUDI1@D$ 12.53 428 2.80
ASP@GOLD 12.36 6.23 3.79
Affinity-dG@MOE 8.21 4.15 3.19
London-dG@MOE 8.08 3.36 2.51
GoldScore@GOLD 7.95 4.52 3.16
PLP1@DS 6.92 4.28 3.04
Jain@D$S 5.90 251 1.80
PMF@SYBYL 5.38 221 1.90
ChemScore@SYBYL 5.26 2.38 2.18
Alpha-HB@MOE 4.87 3.23 1.32
PMF04@DS 4.87 2.87 2.63
ASE@MOE 436 2.35 1.59
X-Score™ 2.31 2.14 1.41
D-Score@SYBYL 231 1.79 1.46
G-Score@SYBYL 1.92 1.26 1.44
ASAS 1.41 1.28 1.12

a) FTEHT o AL IBAE Top 1%/KF T 1w 4 5H 7 H M &= 5
{(iS:1952

SP) I T 7= AR L A& 43 I X 24 B (docking), #R 5 K
FAFT 43 B8 11 B8 18 04T 53 B8 $ (i X-Score™)idk
1T B HEF (re-ranking). 1XFh 43 2 B FH SR IE AT DAFS B
NAE R IS P S R G R Th %, sk B
2 N FEARTE 1 R 00975 16 B Th S 49 R 13X P S s
FATVAS VRO 25 SR P SR B SR T SRR
AN, RATHIPEAN &5 R R, JELedT 0 AR B
R E MR, HIUANEARTRRH R R &, W
ChemPLP@GOLD; 5 #H )%, £ 24T 7y ok #AE %1
FEARTEAR FIRIAE, BT R RS, H
TE 25 () S s B AR 3 24T 45 ek By, mT DL 2
F AT CASF T4k R4 I vE A 45 2.

4 CASF Jiik kR I 22 ARZ

5 TN 5E AT 20 bR B0 TAEAREE, FRATTPT
BT CASF Jiikik & B A BRI e VE A R G,
HIEB AR T AT R 2T, 2009 AE AR AN
1E Journal of Chemical Information and Modeling %< &

L RFET CASF-2007 LAE. ZwXHIEH NNA:
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LI TARLEEN 5 R ¥t MRERREL. 25
VEAN 04T 2 bR B2 RE PR LA 5 T A T i A T
B, J&H AN IS TAT 2 MO S R G ) TAE......
% T AF Fp ST 5 ¥ B AR R At T AR T 0 )
FRUE”. ZIRSCH 2009 4k 3 DLk Tk 51 H 140 R X,
I B [ AR EAT 2 L.

Bl Gn, WK A P15 B 2= B 50 0 ) Ballester
208X PDBbind K5 (v2007) Al 4, LLE
- P A S 7 R R 9 R %, A8 FH BE AL AR AR 2 47 o7
LRI T RE-Score 4743 4. @it 5 CASF-2007 &
BERIPEA 45 S XFEE, AN RF-Score A7 LT (93T
ey, IR, Ballester Z5 X #£ ¥4 BATHI TAE:
“CASF J7iEAR R 2 VN ST 7 sR 52 EROFRAE”. 1
1\ 7] ) Kramer 25 “O%F] Fif CASF-2007 FH #2446 038
£, T TR FT 2 o8 FUTE BE 1) “Leave-cluster-out
cross-validation”#i ZE 0%, Hifi1iAA, RE7E PDBbind
Hym s BRI R FT i, A BT RE— N4
P2 FEPE IR L 3RS AT SE R 45 . [ 5 /R 4
KM Klebe A Ml F 81 M fh 4 45 ¥ B0 00
(CSD)YH 5 BN FERE, KB T IHT G 0F 2 ik
B DSX. il Ai1# Ff CASF-2007 1& &R 7 DSX HI4T
rRedi. HEFRE I UL KR EERE T, v DSX HUfS T
R UT f 5 432 B8 0 DA BCBEAT FOFT 4 BE R HE Y g
VU 1K 2547 ik B UR R AL 2 & 1 36 T 2 Fay PR iR
FFHIFT 7 B 2L ID-Score, K HH PDBbind #%iE5(v2011)
PE NI ZREE, 3 SRR ) AL E] A 5 v Bk H oG 4t
B 57 F R R 75, M AT 7 ek s B A AR A
CASF-2007 #& %} ID-Score #47 7 Mk, N AHAT 4>
RE 1 AL T Ho Al 4T 23 BB 3. Wang Z57E AutoDock4
Oy F XA R N2 T 1 35 14T oy s AL
Efih b, 5INE TS A 3 i S, 78
CASF-2007 & & b db47 70K, A s i
AutoDock4 FHIFT 4 BB LL, 7E X268 71 UL X 3T 4
RE 710 T A4 $2 .

FAN, AVERTSCH G2, HATAA1E 14T 53 0
BRRE L, RN TAER AR E K Z
HIFT 23 B EVE TR AT 5. N T HE) CASF 51544 &,
FATRHA T I “server-client” S Bg . BART &,

%3k

A U R B A BIOR “server”, i BT 4E 0 AR JE
CASF Jiiktk &, HAhN F CASF J7 ik 4k & 1821
Rl A“client”. CASF J5id4k & F 2 1 BT A 5 s s
S, BAENRE R T AW =445, SRe
S8 R DA R R AR 23 - RO AR 2R AR R S AR
4, ¥R PDBbind-CN 5 1 W 3k T 4% (htep://
www.pdbbind-cn.org). H A B 5t T 73 0 H ) UR 4
AI LA CASF 158 8B40 £, 180 AT TR PR 7 32
XA E O F Sk BT 7 R B AT VRO, TSR AR
5] ISR, GG — PPN 7, IXFESRAS A
AR LS AT T R 85 AT b, A
I 8 A 2H 2 JR) 1 RT DA B AR R AT B, X P SR A
Mk /D T FT 43 R BB SIS R LA AR LE I
W ILER, RIRATH TAE 2 2 [ 47 YO ) — A 5 2
JRR. BATREF T Journal of Chemical Information
and Modeling 7% E 1 2010~2014 £E 8] & F 1 A 1400
AW, FHRIE T 30 TUHTAT A iR
A 16 B LAEG3%) M H 7 3AT CASF J7 4%k 2 54
PDBbind-CN ##& FE R AL 5 5. 1X > Eu gl Bl 1
FRATE T AEAEFT 43 o BT 78 K A B T2 5
e /7.

5 %t

25 -$EARR B AT 20 e AE 7 AL IR 25 W)W
MRIEFEEENEM. 21 20 ZEMKE, HfF
FERBEZ MFT 0 R, AR RIEATE. LR
M2 IE HI PP 44 22 ANEURT BLS BhAT 23 b 500 P i
A PSR, VR RRHT 7 B BT TN B3 B i
SR, 1T 70 BRHUE T ) — > Sk A ] L
PATESLH) CASF J7iEAK &9 X A o) i f2 it 1
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AR, JFS AT RERE 52 3 oK LB R ALAT 73 B
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3 BR B R DT VR SR AU VR R R, i —
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Development of a high-quality benchmark for scoring function
assessment

Zhihai Liu, Jie Li, Li Han, Yan Li*, Renxiao Wang*

State Key Laboratory of Bioorganic and Natural Products Chemistry; Collaborative Innovation Center of Chemistry for Life
Sciences; Shanghai Institute of Organic Chemistry, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Shanghai 200032, China
*Corresponding authors (email: kathyli@mail.sioc.ac.cn; wangrx @mail.sioc.ac.cn)

Abstract: Quantitative computation of drug-target binding affinity has been one of the key problems in molecular-
targeted drug design. Scoring functions are fast, robust, and fairly accurate and thus are widely applied in drug design.
Not surprisingly, a large number of scoring functions have been developed over the past twenty years. The
performance of these methods is certainly not equal. An objective benchmark for assessing scoring functions is thus
desired by the users of scoring function for making wise choice among available options. It is also desired by the
developers of scoring function for obtaining useful guidance. In recent years, we have established a benchmark,
namely Comparative Assessment Scoring Function (CASF), to tackle this critical problem. We proposed a set of
indicators for measuring the performance of scoring function and developed evaluation methods accordingly. Very
importantly, the scoring process was separated from the conformational sampling process in order to evaluate scoring
functions on a common ground. The test set used in CASF, which consisted of non-redundant protein-ligand
complexes with high-quality crystal structure and reliable binding data, was carefully selected from the PDBbind-CN
database. Compare to the similar benchmarks published by other researchers, our CASF benchmark is more
advanced, which has been applied by other researchers since published. We describe the basic methods, evaluation
results, and international impact of our CASF benchmark in this review article.

Keywords: drug-target binding affinity, scoring function, benchmark, CASF, PDBbind-CN, molecular-targeted drug
design
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