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[Abstract] With its significant breakthroughs in recent years, deep learning technology has been used in medical, pharmaceutical and many
other areas. This review focuses on the development and application of deep learning for innovative drug discovery, summarizes typical cases

of deep learning for the prediction of protein structure, drug target and drug-target interaction, the design of drug synthesis route, de novo drug
design, and the prediction of drug absorption, distribution, metabolism, excretion and toxicity (ADMET), and discusses the current problems and
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possible solutions, in the hope of providing some reference for the development and application of deep learning for drug discovery.
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Figure 1 The general process of deep learning-based 3D protein structure prediction
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Figure 2 The general process of deep learning-based drug-target interaction prediction
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Figure 3 The general process of machine learning (heterogeneous network)-based target prediction
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M. Horb, T REEHEIZMZS (long short
term memory, LSTM ) 433l ¥4 & 4t 2% AR5 45,
[ s feff FH 22 22 19 FNIN ARS8, e R
I3RS BRI A LA SO A B T B
FRPERT, JF3E T2 MBS T i A AL . A TR
FHZRA NI S 8 T —Fogi 81 Janus #0# 3 (Janus
kinase 3, JAK3) #IF.

Bagal % P4 52 Al 3 90 I 25 70 o 22 ) 4%
L #Y ( generative pre-training transformer, GPT )
Transformer 7542 i SCANAT: 55 BRSP4 )3
K, HET GPT M T — By AE A A MolGPT,
e % ML A0 205 22 25 IF (% A SMILES 4% £ . IR 7K
SYBCREC. WA U S B, R M R T AR A H
brRIE PRI ) A LB P B AR AR R PR 09 1
MolGPT Hi 24~ HE & (1 i AR B A A, B i i
LS — 2 A F B EMEZ )R e E MY, e
43K SMILES “7 44§ i v 7 445 ] 0 B 18 A OC 5%
5 VAE., AAE % HAth DL BEAIA] ., MoIGPT 74k
BT AR AR DA BGR #E D TH SR I AT,
FT434350 4 0.981., 0.998 F1 1.0,

Goel % PV 454 RNN filsifba#2], T —4
A% F A B MoleGuLAR, L RE#S X431 (125 25
PR GG RS 2 Biniiib. JUHIE,
AT Hh — Tl (4 S R Rl S, il eR AR R o A
JEAN A 2 F i A P g Sh A el AR, (AR AR RE A
LB A E X R, SRS BTG 20 7
T X BT RAFE KR 250 DL AR e ARl — 4l —
e 4r T, Li % D% DL 558 T-45 4 19 Sk 25 )
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BT RISAHEE G, K& T — Tl i Sk 70 A A
A DeepLigBuilder, JLRENS B 82 4E LA S 45 A%
12625771 1) = 4E45 14 . DeepLigBuilder 15 5E
FH —Fofr [ A= ol 55 78 BTG A4 B 28 ) 2% ( ligand neural
network, L-Net) SEHIAE 250110 —4E45H, SR
JRE A SR RIS ML Z TN IR AR A I E B 5 IA
FIRAIh, TERARIS AL AR L Ik T RIS
%, WA EA s G R AU R 7. i
AN T AR IR ZR B AR TR BE 2 (severe
acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2, SARS-
CoV-2) #HfiI M ki it, ff1452] 7 3 Fiokr Al
A R TN ZE G 60 ) B B R R 4540 25
SARS-CoV-2 W 7E 41 il 7], UEW] T DeepLigBuilder
TEMK 258t AR S 0 DAk T iy S A o

T e DL AR/ NI ZR it 4 b R A 22
S5, Krishnan %5 7 %31 T — £ 36 F RNN 9 E
AT T A% o7 > B 25 ) Sk i AR, AR Y
I T AALEA P L2k, RIS ik HoA # AR A
Sk, AT Se R H ChEMBL 4 4 b i) 16 1 43
- SMILES %4 B II 2% RNN AR iR, LA ~)
SMILES E¥ARIN s 805, dlad 0 eds 2 A it
FEVER > TIFBEATIE RS 2], AR U T e B b
53 [RE, FREEST S — DT RNN By A AL
ViR 2D R BN A2 IR 1 S REAR O 25 5 2R AL
J34h, Moret %5 P K RNN A= U0 S8 | IR
JERFEAL AL 2 i 3 Mk kg 5k, Wig
AR BAT D R DL T A U R R BT 01

6 ETFREFIMNBZYBI. 24, KiK.
HEittt #0514 T i

259)1%) ADMET 1 B 8 % F 25 i k) &2
KEER . PG, KT 50% ARG 254 76 Ik PRk
BB Be N ADMET P BUANAFZEK IS 25 R0, R,
TER A2 & 25 B B, ARG N B  BE i
X255y F 1) ADMET M AT B prAh, LARRAIK
S SR AR 6 0 KU o AH A T RE T HE 7 19 52 56
D7, KT EER ADMET 0 5 25 B R M 45 4
AF )AL 2 B/ S AR, B8 A 328 25 M R TR 002
T DL 1 ADMET FUill )y vk W th i s, IR

PPS

W I 258 ADMET 5 i) B 5B,

i JLAER, A DL J5 25 5% 150 /N 43
OB N, Hof T GNN B ik az 28] 1
SR TIZ AT, O 2 A 5 H Atk DL 5 i R
] &g 2018 4E, Wu 45 P 3L F DeepChem “F &
T —AH T o T DL AES, FRN
MoleculeNet. liufi T3 iz i MHEAL Ry [RIF T H2 44 T —
e, AT LU T A S A (RIS ) 5 R T A
JE o ZHESRRA TS T AN [E] RO AR o O, A A
TEA ., PR DLSORR PRI BT,
Ab B ECFP. R 250 555 AN [a] 1y o0 2% 45 A1
5] 41 GCN, MPNN, weave., Pfi #l # #& (random
forest, RF) . #1414 ( Kernel ridge regression,
KRR )45 F-41 %54 ADMET P 5 A ¢ A9 B0 4 an
QMS. Clintox. Lipophilicity. BBBP % ) #4714k
I — RSN, ] & BRI
TR . WA o AR AR BORH DG 1 ER
PR, AR GNN BLRY L s A 19 AL GEp AL T oy
AR, W H QM8 B AR I ZRAsi L I i /N 43
IR, D455 1R 25 (mean absolute
error, MAE) AP Ta R, RIE AL G E
KRR #5578 MAE ik 0.015, 1%+ GNN [
) 26 55 80 v 3% R A AR ) 2 MPNINASEARY - I 3 2%
R MAE 7 0.014 3, BRZEMRT KRR AAIIHKEER
BEE RN IR A EE L K, ST T — R A4 H
PR i) GNN #5AI,  Feinberg %5 ) #hadt 1 —Fhgr &l
GNN [ 25 #5#I PotentialNet, oAz 0 AR J& 78 0058
JR RS IR EE B R, o B SR R
HREMR Y 45 . 2T AR TR g L s
27 2] D7 A — e UL GNN BER R RE R AR, (5 LA
QM8 Fla AT, #EFE T e 48 ol /N7y
B E T4 T, MPNN 72l 4E | MAE ik
0.013 9, Tiij PotenialNet W42 W] {2, MAE 7 0.011 8
KA RS, MifiT 2P AE PotentailNet £
RUBCAL AT 7Rk, it 24155 PotentialNet £5
Y, IR 31 55 ADMET PR T4, ekl
A FUIN S 31 T g Y, e TR

( human ether-a-go-go-related gene encoded potassium

ion channel, hERG) #iiltE. AFFAMMERRR . 2k

Prog Pharm Sci Jan. 2022 Vol. 46  No.1 -



. Prog Pharm Sci  Jan. 2022 Vol. 46 No. 1

WL IR, IS RFBIRUGEAT T H#. X F
4 F A VERTIN 7, 24T 55 PotentialNet #5241 15 ]
FIAAIE 25 (R?) 5 RF BERIAH L AR AT AN 6] B2 2 11
e, B LA AR o 07 R - B S, 24155
PotentialNet # # 4% RF AL A 7 31 TP 5 10
R* V-HyEih 64%.

Yang % U0 KT — R AT 1] 45 8 A% 6 W 45
( directed message passing neural network, D-MPNN ),
5 1EH 1) GNN BERVE AT, 7ERAEZ5 Y 7 145
P, ALK L 1] A B2 8 A D7 T A3, AR
HRLRYIC I B3, ELd a0 i 5 R L RS
HEATRERT, Wl T RO TR IR RS B, B
SR, AT EHELE T D-MPNN #{H RF BiR |
FNN BAL SV RE T A7 ol A0 > 5 AN, 76 1 i 57 e
7 A I P 7, D-MPNN #5571 ) ROC-AUC 5
1K 0.925, i RF 5 0 A1 FNN 559 43 514X 4 0.788
F110.899, Li % W T 3T 23k =By 2 L
fY) MPNN A7 TrimNet, 3l i 25 & i 2P H2 40 B . i
FRIEAEFE . 1 ASURRIEAE I, 2 S L% Y i i
FHIFZIR DTS2 IR 2 4 DA 1 85 46 R AE 1 245400
THE R WA B, TR B2 DR 208
L BT, RAEZ N EHRE LIS R4
FR I 45 5, ANAE ClinTox $#E % E ROC-AUC #
ik 0.948.

BR T GNN FHOCHIRL, A58 A 51t 23K 1 oAt
JAU DL A A, JF 345 — & MR, Kim 45 ™ JF
KT EAET AP EA AT f# B R DNN
RS, T IO 259 & 5 AF 7 hERG #idE. R H
& R T 48N 177 B E) ECEP iR 25 A1 FNN W) 45 45
R, (HAETR S _F ROC-AUC #K IH 73k 0.893, 4%
fESE A E EHIAL KL & (quantitative structure-activity
relationship, QSAR) Hi#l, £ W] 1Yk . Wang
A W T HE SR A A R R N 45 457 ( capsule neural
network, CapsNet) , F454 CNN., ZRITIR2%E
#l (restricted boltzmann machine, RBM ) 55 [ 4% 45
RIFGEE T — RS A4S, FHF 259 hERG #
P, YIS B AR ROC-AUC ik 0.944, A5
5T AT B 3ok DL 83 B 422 ~J S50 A5 48 I 100 45
25 AR N Y 25802 ( pharmacodynamics,

PPS

PD )/ 245 ( pharamcokinetics, PK ) P4 iR fk i £k
B, et Lu 25 M 3T RNN SR 25 500 7
# (Neural-ODE ) #£ i} T Neural-PK/PD 5 %Y, H A
B ZAAE TR ZEAELLRE, -8 T PK/PD ff)— Lk
FARJFI, AR NN S A 25 . AR TREE
BEIARSCEE, T T PK/PD 43 A T il AR 2

7 &E5RE

DL #{ RTELA W) K2 AT h BUS T B
TEE T, IEFESUEE 43t AR, KA T RERE
R L A . S 25 it R R0%. SR, A
DL f ARG & i 2Pk . B, REH DL HA
JEEAOB R BRI R, — e B RS T DL
T 00 Je RN FH o Qs 5 DR RS AR S0 T 32 11
AR, A% DL BRI IR AR EL A DL
U — IR Y o — A Fe g B R
16 5 DL 4551 5 % 2l 3% DL 550 45 kg L s 2> 19 2% 2
B s, MR s R ok, B
HTEAT —LEH R A 42 B DL AR I & F FH 1,
41 SqueezeNet, ThiNet, ShuffleNet, Mk, #datt
Adg. SRIE. RS2, W T DL H#A
A AL . DL AR AR T RS H e
PRI REAS . QAT A S A T /INRE AR 2 2] J2 Ak DL
FEM LRI Y, HATE A —SE X AR )
7, WSR BRI REOR . T . 24155
o) RmE AL RN, B ST E g % DL B
ARUTRIIPE RIS o 27 e A DG I B ) 4 B
FRIEA S5 7 VR M AFAE AN I, SEIR 45 (= 0 i DL A
R R RS, AR, KIMEMEkRE, H5HL
SEF A B Bz i R AR5 IR T 25 &
PRAEY, CHUS Sk, Ah, DL #iAdd
SEAE R . NEBHLEIRTT i Rt 5, t— e 2
JE ERER iR AR, EaEZ, Pk DL
AT G A AR 2 AP AR AR SR TR AT], 2
ANFETE SRS BRI B —40s, R4 L
KWLM DL Bk, JFHZE RS SRRyt
Tk, AREBE AR 25 Wit A ik AR & IR I
Winy i, MITRe B QT 25 AR, #F— L HEsh 2
WA A SRR ) S BB AR
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