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AsInEx Ltd. www.asinex.com 307
BioNet Research Ltd. www.bionetresearch.co.uk 3%
ChemBridge Corporation www.chembridge.com 229t
Chemical Diversity Inc.  www.chemdiv.com 36%t
InterBioScreen Litd. www.ibscreen.com 24t
Maybridge Chemical .
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Vitas-M Laboratory Ltd. www.vitasmlab.com 167+
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ook 3w, EAlol AT Hie SHFEFOIN A BREHo)
A BHE H&o] Fotof gt
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B ARFS: EARETE, *ﬁﬂ%**f’l :

NG HAeEd 25 31
E 2. HIV-1 RTE 0|43 wlxnla 4% AHEZ D)
case T case I case I
No. of Maps in PharmoMap 4 5 4
Av. Number of Hits (Ht) 49.8 9.5 13.3
Av. Number of True Hits (Ha)  330. 83 9.7
Selectivity % (Ha / Ht) 66.2 87.9 72.8
Number of Unique Hits (Ua) 261 116 114
Sensitivity % (Ua / A) 64.8 28.8 28.3
Av. Search Time(sec.) 52 9.2 13.7

2EEZ FYTHE 2 #%). ¥4 ¢9A2 Hiv-1 RT7} Dmp-
266(Efavirenz) ¢} A% Eo)gE FZPDB code: 1fk9HE A}
£313100, 9E HoleuolaE J2 FET 1,90271¢]
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AsS ANALRE vwEy] 9 FARSE 7159 FEEE
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I 3. Estrogen Receptorg o]-4-3F wixul= A9 A3 ERE 32).

Agonist Antagonist
No. of Maps in PharmoMap 5 4
Av. Number of True Hits (Ha) 8.9 22.0
Selectivity % (Ha / Ht) 84.8 46.2
Number of Unique Hits (Ua) 15 11
Sensitivity % (Ua / A) 75.0 55.0

Agonistol] T3 AeiA] 84.8% = DBOA Qo2 AAFL 7
SETh oF 80w) o] MEdol dgE Zgoltt o] Afele
dlo]guo] o) Eolle vEA sFES Mt HoM A
gl o] aHdo] 80wl HT oA T, T2 & DBE AHS-SHH A
g4 9] e ol AF Aol

99 AM AF}E E of HTVSE Aepjee HEE3 =2
o wl& &E&H JTE /AT UeS ¢ & Atk ID
PharmoA| A¥l¢] 79, B4 ©hde] FFol wal th=X|5
Ha 50%0]49] A9A)S2 veRf v, PharmoMapE 74 3h=
Wl whet 50%014e] ZEgE HYS & & Atk B L
Z2IPRYG £5 HAME w2, H4 ZAA}E 8w Fot

SF E RS

I11.2 IDPharmoTM% o|2%t HTVS Zda} Aled| 2 AH M
CEE sy Zn).

Aef g EF o2 [DPharmo AlAHS €43t 2 7}
2 %A Do) gigt AEEE FAAAE F 40 F3A

I 4. IDPharmo 2 E3) €& Hit ¥ A2)&A A7 o

Number of hit compounds

Disease Taget Protein (Activity of most active compound)
Antidiabetics DPP IV* f;;’ﬁ;klOuMﬂCso
Antiasthma PDEA4D* fO.C(;)SIE]I::;IHMﬂCSO
Antivirus(HCV) Polymerase (628?;31%([1)(30“1\4:1(:50
Antivirus(HIV) Polymerase (23 f:;):nMp)(kEDS 0=10uM
Anticancer Tubulin* (32?50:1;/1[))d<20uM=EC50
Anticancer KDR* (llgf)sfﬁllz/(:TZOUM:ICSO
Antiosteoclast Cathepsin K ?;;ﬁ;deUM:ICSO
Antiosteoclast RANKL * (60?;1?\/;[))d<] uM=IC50
Ercctile dysfunction PDEsA® o C0mPd<6uM=IC30
(0.4 uM)

A ETY
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