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QSAR =B A ERF0SMEPIGIE F7 iR LRIk

BT R AHEST O H ek R EAl?

(1. T RFRIKA TG WE LIS, L, 200092;2. [FMFER¥EASFR, LI, 200092;
3. RGFRFAIREIR S TR RE , LI, 200092)

 E IS E-SIEPEAEOC (QSAR) B SR AR UERAXS A AR A (14 A Ui M B R SEF00 e g A H 2
Hid. SR, HATARSF QSAR 18 SR XAR B AT A RO, K, A SCIEAI SRR QSAR BB 1) A R 96 IE J5 125
MR UE T . PR IRAIE /7 12 6035 B — 32 (1eave-one-out, LOO) 38 L HGHIE , B £ 7 (leave-many-out, LMO ) 55 &
N i (leave-N-out, LNO ) 5 UHGIE , y BENL AL IR AEFN I 25 25 370 AL SRR 000 B8 0 i ge it 4 48 0F, .« 0%,
Qfg — BRI R B concordance correlation coefficient, CCC) | ;31 F1 Golbraikh-Tropsha k. BeAN , DOk A R
S5 HSZ QSAR BRI N GE T 2 B HUH , AR QSAR ABEH S fib4g 3 5B,

XA QSAR, WAL, SMEIIIE.

B L HAF B AR SCHR IR T8 72 45 405 M/ 8 PR AR ¢ (QSAR/QSPR) #5814 A 32 4E
TR A HLIE Y A ROE R S A, IR E A QSAR BFFEMGH T 28 i sk, b TR &
N EARE Y QSAR AIEIESC, AN “ QSAR” B QSPR” B /& S A5k ” B« i e 45 My -1 A 5 1 rp
E AR T/ (CNKT) LA R B PIe SC, #uk 2013 45 1 H 21 H 3k 2584 55 SCHk.

P AES R EAZI(OECD) $21 QSAR BERITEBAE 5 L), (1) B E L ; (2) R RYE
ST 5 (3) 5 OB G 5 (4) 35 G IR uE AL AMLL GO0 BE Rt AN w68 77 5 (5) QiR mr g, 47 WL
B, AN QSAR ALY HIEHEN T 2 (1) TN A I S8 Ak &40 B A 0TG4 5 (2) B R BE 0y F- 4544
R E LAY AR PR N AR 252 AT b I QSAR BT AT U ik 25 W 43 T 45 # ok i 4
o 2R — AL A AR )AL FE OECD A9 S AN b 00 (4) J& QSAR AR i 8 5 1 36 0 2
—. SR, ELARIE BB A QSAR FERIFE A AT IS/ MR UE. 7E CNKI (1) 2584 i QSAR MAFhg e, A T
KR O IR IR SC, DL =R “ QSAR” B¢ QSPR” B “ E T MR B o T 45 A -1 PR AR G OF H
“ESIE” BRI E CNKI EARIA TS, #1k 2013 4E 1 H 21 H X 584 55 3CHk. M 1994 4F % 2012
AEACARFE I EL IS TE AR S0 UE ) QSAR TS SCR FRIE L T/ 1. d bl 0, B N RH 43 QSAR 18 30
TS AT 0 UE SR 5
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1 1994—2012 4FJ& CNKI ) QSAR T SC A& AL
Fig.1 Journal papers of QSAR published in CNKI between 1994 and 2012
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NG AR SCHEANZEA QSAR KR A BB IE FI AN R IE T 7%, D QSAR fBEH fe b4 T 5 ). 1X
L PRI UE RN AN I IE T/ QSAR BYSRUE 7 i, LATRUIE [B] S Y (g w58 PR R 0Pk, Ak DA SCRR o
BEE AT QSAR BRI I M SL S % (H.

1 QSAR & N EBIIE S %

JURE B QSAR AR FY B TEFR P N A 4G PN 50 UE AN SRR S IE . PR A S B — 1k (LOO) 38 X
IE B8 Z2 1 (leave-many-out , LMO) 5 B N 7 (leave-N-out, LNO) 32 LEGIE |y FEHLIL I IEFT FH 28 45,

1.1 LOO 32 XKk

LOO 32 S IE AR P 58 06 3F i ] B A0 7 9 22— 10 AR T8 0 NREAR I EE4E |, LOO 28 I
WA .

(1) s 1 DREARME AN IFEAR AT n =1 AEEAAE I 2 i 7 [ AR AL 5 x4
AR TR0 A H ()4 A RS, B0 A A g 51 A5 (B

(2) 5 1 ADFEAT AR  ARUAM IR S 2 DREARVE IR AR A [FFELLAR T Y n -1
AFEAAE R YN FE T AR HFES 2 A FEAS Y PR AR &

(3) T8 2 DFEAT R FEALAR AR AR Bl 1 R4 P AEAS AR — F0 il R AR —
JHC I AR AR B TP X6 SRR AR SR EA TR, LB T FEAR S0kl B — R AT 30 S Ak

SERL LOO 38 SUBAIET , T n YA RRAR B RS 1 LOO FMMEL( 5, ) 5 5 R AR A PR 25 S 6
{H (y,) ZI AR REL( Q700 ) S LOO 28 LERUF I I A 125 (RMSECV ) , ATFHr A 7Y p 5 151 0 i
1.2 LMO/LNO 32 X EiE

LMO B LNO 52 SIS UE ") 2 AG 00 A5 10 A fa Mk ) 55 — R 7 5. LMO 5 10O 9 X 312, LMO 93T
SRR RN B B vl 1R 22 RS TR A% DA A BT T Bl 113 B 2R i B R 2K
B n DFEARMBIGE KB/ A 5 KNG m 4 (m =n/G) , Horp G 58 8 2—10. SR )5 LA
n = m PNINGREREA G ST 24> QSAR BEAY I T I BEHh 19 m DSFEAS 710 LMO 28 SUI UE AH ¢ R 5K
(Qivo) - WR—ABIAITE LMO B H 3B — 1Y QF o » AR AR AL AR Y.

FE LOO 28 LEUE A X FHEAECH n IS, T8 n WA LIRE. £ LMO 38 X YIZREE T n A~
FEAR T X LMO [ 285 586 7= A — 5 B2 M. BB M =2, B 120 38 SUSSTE , X 45 P n A
ARYNGE , ToZHAT n/2 WA LUE I RS n/2 DAL SR, IR T A vl 68 2 DAL &
(n! /(n=2)1)B—F4L4. KL, Kiralj 1 Ferreira 22 30K 5005 4 thRE AR BEALHERF J5 FE 1T LMO 38 X
KIS, FE—28 LMO 3¢ XEGTE P, BB AR AT Z2 R BEALAL (40 10 1K), BUEAS Q1o TELAY S-S5 (E RN bR o i
FEVE R PEM BRI Rk R LMO A2 IR UE T, M BUE B BT AR A [ 2 B0, 3T B dE S,
M AT DA R BRSO FR A i REAR KR % B 5 — A R SO Y. o 1 v B sl e /N 1) B 4
(n < 50) ,M PBUE AR i3 K, B b 19 LMO 38 UEHIEJ& LMO 30% (M =n x30% ,n A EUHE EREAR
7’;&) [3] .
1.3y BEYLALEGIE

y BEHLALIIE 2 B AR AR R R (e T i L R A 0 PR A T 1 728 o 22 [ A SR A .
TEIZSE AR i Y BEALHE P - ARG F AR SR R X SR A i B e 2R, B AN BE AL
6 10—25 YT AT LUHER 7 A= ¥ QSAR BB B R H AR R, (y BEHLALATSE R B0 AR LOO 22
XHHIE Q2 M8 (y BEHLIL Q). AR y BEHLALAS B0 BT A BEBUE A il R, R0 Q2 M I8 2 TR )
T4 78 B AL T S F A AR AT REAS B — M 4232 %) QSAR 541,

1.4 A%

FI1 %47 ( Bootstrapping ) ) AYFEA B BE S Al HY BVABEAR O IR PR B 45 #E—A SR A [ 28 2L 00 UF
o, IR R AR T REALE#F K 41, B R AREIR R m. SESEAEAS AT BEAE 22 R B, 1T H & i — L6k
RS ERE. X T m ABEALEERAE AR E 7 A A5 ke 13m0 1S 8 o HE B 78 AMER AR B 196 1. 7 — 4> i Al
(R RLISUE Hh | T A 10—25 WREL A1), 28 L B0 TIE Hh 345 5 1 X A OE R A (R RN Q1) TR
WAL A 5 p e fa k.
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2 QSAR HEIIMRIIE TT i

Y G ER 65 UE 14 Fpe - Ik ) AR A R M AR 6% DR B A6 30 4R (LR 00 48 ) SR 36k, O HLiZAS:
0 1) ST B T A5 R ( 52 300 ) AR BE . A0 A8 6 T i A s B4R 70 S I 2R B (training set)
FIR I AE (test set) , FIRG IR AE IR VI ZRAE AL A | Tropsha ' K 4 (R B 48 45 97 0 T I R4 AR 96 4 Fn4b
FPIGIESE (external validation sets) , ¥ M7 56 IE AR 7R (4 F5000 BE 7. A% AU SN0 F0000 65 738 i AN Rl e it & 5
WEETITA B B4R 02, (5 R,y QR 02,102 e B 2 183520 F Golbraikh

pred

I Tropsha k"™ 4. KRR GeiT i B s s T3 1.

F1 QSAR FMIG i
Table 1 Statistical parameters of QSAR model

e 44 K P, prape
ngr _
AR S FR 4L = . = i = yexe) (5 = %)
(INZ4E) R =1- 2 (5; _yi)2/2 (y; -p)? R = il
i=l i=1 TEXT NEXT _
2 i =yea)? X (5 =97
=1 i=1
wIR
Pl 2 (VIZR4E) RSD = /1 (y. - )2 EXT nEXT
=,/ ¥i =) N N , N
n_lgf k= 2%‘)',’/2%2 sy o= ky;
=1 =1
- Golbraikh FlI Tropsha
LS Gy T (g BT new ,
Fisher 4715 Fo_™ Zf 00 ko= Z;m/ ;y? S0 =k
() T o
n—-m-174 (i =%) EXT nEXT -
" RS =1-2 Gi-y") 2 Gi-3)?
ny i =1
Do y)2
LOO ZELWIEMIN 0 Z G- " .
/\\, ‘Ié/\ Loo = - TR . % . £ )
FEONEE) Z (y*—y)z R% :l—z (yi =% u)Z/Z(yi_y)z
i =1 i1
i1
TEXT
e ] (% _Y,t)z
g S 0h 1 "
(IR H ) T A m T (Kasse) " o,
Z (i =ym)
=1
nIR _ HEXT
= A Ao )2
bearon HLRHS i:zl(” ym) (i =) 0, _— Z G =)
Gl TR TR — (KrEedE) e nEXT i
DI O RN DI Ok 2 (i = yoa)’
i1 =1 i=
REXT _ REXT
Pearson I A1 % 2 0 20 G -9 Q3 12021 Z (=00 e
/» S A R = 1= I 2 -1 - i=
) (K . WEXT EXT — (KB4 3 nTR
Z (y; _5’EXT)2 Z (7 —?)2 21 (i - &'I‘R)z/n'l‘ﬁ
i=l i=1 i
—EUERE NEXT _ 2 [18,25]
AR coct CCC =23 (3 =N (G - H/YYY g 2o=P(- /P -
(K50 i=l (KdE)

TE: n SEHEARGm R SENG 3, RATIE; v, S WIE 5 3o A2 INZREIME T X 5y AR50 VLI (V- 21H 577%”‘%(
RG-S b R R R npyr A ngg 20 91 2 G 36 4 I 25 42 B BE AR B G2 3 /& CCC ( concordance correlation coefficient ) H1, YYY =
HEXT NEXT

2 (y; =) Z 4 2 (5\1 - 5) 24 ngyr (y = 5) 2 s Ui RMSE FHFUIZR4E , 7R 18 1E 27 5 #1222 (Root Mean Square Error of Calibration,

=1 i1
RMSEC) , AR TN AR 19538 LB TE (40 LOO B LMO 3¢ SIS HIE ) |, 27 S 28 S5 1iE #4) 77 #R 132 22 ( Root Mean Square Error of Cross-
validation, RMSECV ) , 4R FH FAG IR 4E (FUINAE ) |, W7 Ry U 35 75 AR i 2% ( Root Mean Square Error of Prediction, RMSEP) (el

A1, Golbraikh F1 Tropsha? #2 1 4 > 254 ( i #& Golbraikh Fl Tropsha 75 %5 ) PFA K6 36 42 1 I (i 5

WL 2 22 X T AR AR , AT THERA A F R S GE TR - S0 -5 WL P 2 TR A A S B 8 R WG T 1
ARG ZRBC R R R (TR WS 0 RG AN XT T 0 RS ) B> —AS (Bedf A ) 305 T R 53l it
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JE A NHZRRRR kA kRO T 1L 205 A G Rk AR LR 1.

it Qn WECFSERERIT Qoo , 08 FF I /3 BERAG 10 SE WML (y, ) 5 U ZREE LI 1 1) - 24
(. ype ) ZZERIFJ7 R Q7 AT DA L% PN A7 F0I 8 5 92 56 {8 2 75 — 3. Schuurmann 45" LIRS0 4 11
SEHEL( ypny ) AN Q8 AP TRy , 32 G E QF,. 7 Golbraikh 1 Tropsha J5 3> fy &l E | Roy
A8, 29 2930 s 2 %05 BRI Golbraikh Fl Tropsha 73k H 94t R AR, (8% R ) A7t
BRI A G 2 2 LR 250 ( AR ) TP 2 . Consonni 5122 ity 53—
NG Qf,. Qs BN BEIR A 042 I LI (B AT 14018 =2 25 00 05 F0, - B 431 R o3-BE 53 3 Bk DA I 2R B A
AEL (g ) TR I EEREAEL (1)

3 HItESEHE

FIHZ 1 RGN QSAR AHY ) P ER Tl i 7 AN AR T 68 07, M G it i i AR (E 0 2 —
A A A T AT H2 37 . ARl SCHk T A 2 I8 M8, ST S5 BUES T .

(1) BERIREABORAS R OB R T T 5101,

(2) B> 0.6 7,0 KT 0.5 U NWEEAILS KT 0.9 MR T ). Tropsha 251 2 R A1 Q° 3
KF0.6.

(3) R* > Q" ;A IEH T ARIR2ZE (RMSEC) < 28 XERIE 5 #iR 2% (RMSECV ) ;

R —Q* < 0.3, WSR2 KT 0.3 NIRLRY 0145 FAT A A DCAY A A8 sl B0 A B (e

(4) 7 y HALiLH, Rimnd > Qimnd LR Y SHEPLS Y 1Y Pearson AHOE R AL G 111 5 Rzmd
LR IREE (0 ) /N T 0.3, 171 5 Q2 BIITAZAYEEE (a) /N T0.05M

(5) Golbraikh Al Tropsha /7' % .0? > 0.5; R* > 0.6; (R - R2)/R* <0. 18 (R* - R> /R <
0.1;0.85<k<1.1510.85<k'<1.15.

(6) Roy B 7~ G580, AP < 0.2 Fl 2 > 0.5,

(7) Chirico Fl Gramatica ™’ FEIAMFGE I REIY B R : 07, Q7. A1 Q3 KT 0.6,CCC > 0.85.

T BTG H I, LA BB 2 ek A R TR B0 SCik , %o AR ) B0 Ge 3, S TR A 3 mT A falf FHAS ) A
{EH e AR R ] 32

4 P4 QSAR ARG 7%

—ANATHEAZ I QSAR/QSPR A5 5 S 2 — & HAT i AR T SC R B (R ) AR A v v 25
SR, 0 A R FIMER A A v D 22 0P BN A BIE AN G DR A [l SR mT R AR 2 S0 MG R 00T
REFEASBE S AR it ] 1) LSO R ARG REUCS REAREION A A8 80 06, REAEAS , FLAR DG RN (0]
REAR 2. /NEEREAS (BAn/NT 10) , A OC R B & (B AT RBAS B 3. AR TR A REAR B, B A8 S 4508,
R RMESEIN (B R T 1) . R, A2 EAIE QSAR FEAY (A8 5 4 Fn Tl g

XFF—~ QSAR BEAY i (LFEREAN S A AR i F0 R AR 45 ) NI e — i A, A RE AR TIE AR Y
BA &N SCRRT UG 7). & 5%, A A& W i PR (22 &) A i AN RE AR th— fi B AL, T
PN 453 53 A H A AR AR RE . LR, N 2k e (i FH /D AR AR A /D A A et 2 20000
AR RRHE , A e P BUR AL E AR AR SR OCFN BARBUE 1 G T 5. PR, ek [l H BB i A 5 KR 2
AORERAT (AR ) T A5 R fp R B I B 4%, b T 22 e 2R vk [l VAR AR | — A R BEAR BRIl iR 15 5
AL 2D KT 5 45 (Topliss FL) 'L d i, X 2 [l USRS | iR 4% 22 1) 1o T8 A B S8 A S

LOO 32 SIS IE SR80 P 388 B0 iE B8 3 FH 09 7 7, LMO Rl [ 28 15 R A9 FH T QSAR B Ry 36 3iF .
J T EUERE R R E P BR T LOO B LMO( LNO) 32 X EHIE 5 [ 28 B B AE , B s y LI 7 K 56
BRI EN:, BN ST e W ESERE(1r1 5 R, W EHLREIE/NT 0.3, 1715 Q7 M B
AR /T 0. 05 ) Hl e AR R 2 5 A AE AR SR ARG

WFFE R A E R B R 5 8 —35 (L00) 58 IR UEA I R B ( Q7,0 ) A HIEES 7). R RE L, N5
TAE ST Q10 ) FISMFRBI BE 1 (RD., ) Z I B A AH M. QF oo /S BEFH T D4 451 Y (19 S35 75 ) g
7177 QSAR LA LA w5 B AR TN A 7, AELANHS T BE 1 nT BEARAG , S 2 ARERY . R, QSAR A
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U A R ARG UE , A AR PRI AR T X AN A AR () TN BE . 4 = PR A B, W SAR QSAR Environ
Res .QSAR Comb Sci.J Med Chem F1 J Chem Inf Model , B i ¢ /5 —55 QSAR/QSPR 8 SCA AR 453 A
LS.

FIFHVNZRAE L AI 04 B8 1 AT A1 38 55 UF 45 A O 02 ME — A9 7 ¥ fR I QSAR/QSPR A5 Y 1 75 I fig
Fy0 B AR Iy , B A i R DA — A G T AR A T AR T, AnfE Q3
03, Q5% CCC. Roy EHH G112 v PR (4NN 68 1, % 28075 18 Golbraikh F1 Tropsha 75
LIRS R ORRT R . ST W 7 BRSNS AR ) SR TN AR 7 0. X TR TR B
PR, Q1 Q% Qs Il v BB A 22 5. MR B T2 SR I A2 - B A W 5 22 50t 7, A 7T fig
FUNGLERF R L R NI S 20 m Al 8 (g S5 BN RE 71, M GE i Q) FUBF kUm0, %
SR BN SR IMNE YAy ) - B, SN ZREE P S AR AT (B, — SR v Ay o £ A
) N FIZ ST & Golbraikh F1 Tropsha J7 ¥ 75 2 3 50 F00IN X X0 37 P4 114 Ry, R0 XL X6F 73 000 1)
R 5, ABAS FRYEARER £ FlE, SHR—MGHE QF (05, QLA ri AL IZ 5 AT HR I R 5 2.

QBT LB SR WA %5 R I S U 2R 2 1A] 1 B, LA s 2 I R4 - 350 R S B (il
A AR B O AN AR A ) | nTaE e QF, PEAS BT (G SN TN AE 71, Roy 25" 48 1 2 BE AL T
JRE M T AT S ER TSI GE 7. SR, 12 VA A 2 Tk 36 4 T (i FOUL I (8L [l U 2 i k%2, 7T g e 3K
o E A TR SR BU AR L Y BARGETHEE O, BUR/NTAET 0L IEASRRULE QF, R VFAM AR
HNHHUBE A1 A ERG 5 75 Consonni 25>V E M T Qf, MK T 45080 43 A, 4462 56 4 B4 0 M (B 422 3 s
Q7 AT B S o AR IR () R BE 7. 1T Q, AN T 46 36 4 O S50 H0 43 A FREAR B 03, BE i i W 5 4G 56
SEREAEL W R IR A0, A 50 R AR KO I & — @ BT, Qr, L Q5 A1 Qr, MU BUE H2 3 AH IR]. SR T, 5
Qi) SO0, 172 Z50L, Qe ATHAR AT 5 FEAG: 56 A T F RN LI AL 7] U 26 i) 8 K. Gramatica AN SR
CCC b Q3 .07, Q% .r> Al Golbraikh F1 Tropsha J5 32 5 Jin ™A% , IR L L CCC( > 0. 85) 1 R MR
IESHOTH QSAR BEY, SR1T, /EZHEE CCC BIE ZE 0. 85 Y WAL RY AT 3252 b v, 1 & S8 11 A9
HI R 0.6. I, ST 80 CCC 3 T AR MHLAG T T A7 () SR 0 e )

B TSR Q) \Qh QAT 2 , RMSEP ™ 1 Sy — 4l By 56 UE A v 107 FH T 7 24 b G 565 5 78 73 130
fE 1. {HJ2 RMSEP ASAEA SCFAL A LA AR FIBRL, iy T8 B T30 PR (PR AE &) J Y A AR A
FMAE S7 , — et 75 238 RMSE ( RMSEC .RMSECV il RMSEP ) $0{H. 1% $e 45 - AUV T4 @ B AL )
B E SR GE ) , iZ G i B = (B, AR C 8 B AR T SE A sl AT A2 1. — A>T 5
) QSAR/QSPR A5 1 55 Z2 b [ 22 HLAT B A I 2R, 1) A A 0 fuff Y A AR 2 070 1 B A A 24 A 28 05 8K
W Bl A BIRETAEERAY T IIGERKG R ERE L ARRE T EY AT
SEM RS IERR ) R A R Y R,

PRI, o TR fg PR R B0 AEE | FRA TR 2 A8 LOO 32 URIE( Q% > 0.5) Fl y BEHLALIIIE (#RFE
ag < 0.3 Ml a, < 0.05) PP EEEL R N TR TN RE ) ARG M. AT, QSAR BERIN % 45 th 4811 i RMSEC
1 RMSECV. % TR (9 SM R0, FRA TR S A R PR 1O H SR AR, (< 0.2) BT 2 (> 0.5)1
PRI A SN TN AE 7. Jy T ARATSE B AT it QSAR/QAPR 8 , A AU R I AF & OECD LAY
5 AN

S, — A A A AR PRSI T AT AR T A AR TR | 5 (G 3 LOO B LMO #E 47 PP S IE , AN fE
A EARR 0 X6 AR RE A () L TF S BE 7. PRI, 78 QSAR 7 [y S 1 FH 35 A 8 =22 B, 8380 7™ % i s#E 4T 7Y
BRI SR IE.

& % X #
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Internal and external validtions of QSAR model . Review
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ABSTRACT

Validation of a quantitative structure-activity relationship ( QSAR) model plays an important role for
ensuring the reliable predictive ability of activity of untested chemicals. Currently ,a number of QSAR models,
however, lack reliable validation. The present study reviews the internal validation and external validation
methods that exist for QSAR model. The internal validations include leave-one-out ( LOO) cross-validation,
leave-many-out (LMO) or leave-N-out (LNO) cross-validation, y-randomization test and bootstrapping, while
the external validations include the statistical parameters Q3, , QF, , Qr ,concordance correlation coefficient
(CCC), 7., and Golbraikh-Tropsha method. Furthermore, the cutoff values of the different statistical
parameters for an acceptable model were recommended according to the references. The internal and external
validations addressed in this study together with the recommended cutoff values of statistical parameters may
help researchers to develop QSAR models.

Keywords: QSAR, internal validation, external validation.



