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Verification of Effectiveness of Electronic Descriptors
in SVM Models for Predicting Carcinogenicities of
Chemicals
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Abstract

It has been demonstrated that our parallel model combining support vector
machine (SVM) models constructed for twenty substructure groups predicts the
carcinogenicities of a wide variety of chemicals with a satisfactory overall accuracy
of approximately 80%. Besides, the methods of variable selection in SVM modeling
were tested in order to improve the performance of this model by raising the accuracy
for N-nitroso-, nitroso- and nitroaromatic groups (89 chemicals) which showed the
lowest accuracy (70.8%) among twenty molecular groups. It was found that the
sensitivity analysis method improves the accuracy of the group from 70.8 % to 77.5
%. Unfortunately, this level is not satisfactory as the performance of a carcinogenicity
prediction tool alternative to animal tests. In this study, the effect of the employment
of intrinsic electronic descriptors such as HOMO and LUMO energies and electronic
density on the prediction performance of the above model was examined to improve
the predictive power of the SVM model, especially for N-nitroso-, nitroso- and
nitroaromatic groups.
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1. ZUBIC

CEWEDRHN /A FET 5 -0 0FHWRBRORE L LT, FEHLIXERNER
HAHBE (QSAR) IZ& D BEERLEDLEMEDOR N / HEE» O TRITEET L
EHEL, AEBEILICBELLYR- Ry 42—V (SVM) 2HFIclAAED
¥B3ETNLHBNIEDILENBEDORST /% 80% DEETTFRTESILERMLE
(Tanabe et al, 2010; Tanabe et al, 2011a). X 5iZ, ZDEFADOFHIMEE*mM L ¥ 37
Bz, FAEFEHOP TERENMUOBIHRTREBEVFFBRN-=tay - =ty -
= bo#H BIME) IEDOVWTSVMEFLICEIT 3R TRIROF L% RET L. #HBER
K, F-scorelk, BRESMEDOIFHIZLDBRL BB FEHANCTERELFANEL
25, BEANELERAVEILIZE->T. ZOHOEBRENTITRDT70.8 %55 77.5 %I
A4 5 Z &% RH U7 (Tanabe et al, 2011b; Suzuki et al, 2012). L2 L, ZD775%&
VW BEIR, BMEROREL LTORHT VHFRIFEOEREL L TIIRAHETES
BlETid &,

ZOEFEN-= by - =tay - = buBiiOonTil, FEROBREOMNESE
HOEVIZKYN-=tuy - =tvuy - 2 boBROBTFEERAFEEROBETHE L
¥ — - dipole moment FEARETEIENTFRHIZHh, ZTD LI LB FIREDER VAL
EMOFREN VDB EFZRITAEEMEAE L S B (Tanabe et al, 2010). Z Dftad
LEMIOVTORY /L BFREOBEKICOWTIE, 19394, Schmidtid R4 v ¥
EHEBBEACEMOBFHEICHAGREH S L VIRFEREL, 19454, Pullmani3FEé
ERABHRNBVWOKEBORENMZ AN - L RBH UV HOBGREREL TS, Th
LIk, EFREEERTERFERMVRAAERT VHTFRIETLIZOVTIE, {LEHER
HOIL 2 bAMBIC DV TIRIERIZE L DIFESH B (Vracko, 1997; Gini et al, 1999a,
1999b; Vendrame et al, 1999; Greene, 2002; Contrera et al, 2003; Hemmateenejad et al, 2004;
Benigni, 2005; Bohari et al, 2011; Fioravanzo et al, 2012; Fjodorova et al, 2012, ).

ZZT, APTIE. FEBKEN-—toy - =toy - = o8I HTFIZOVWTHTH
BREICEXODBEBFREBELZEHEL, LEOFHEFNMZE D HOBETFIRELFRTERT 238N
LT EITY, BA VEOTFRENA LT 322E»ERE L. BFHNERFORN AN
FRITOEMEEREEL 7-.
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2. Bk
21 BTN ROEEDE

A TN L 7-{LFWE XA  (Tanabe et al, 2010; Tanabe et al, 2011a) THW /=D&
BIL8BOEEFHREN-—tuy-—toy - tafbtBWTH 5. 2o DER, 1LE4A,
LR, BAH TV 2 %Fig. la~climd. BA VT V7 BBMERICEOISRBA
OB Bt ZOEHEMEEL, A~CHEBYE, DEESENTHD, ABRYLE
FEMENEL, BLEEHEE, CEDEEEESREENI LEET FHIZDOWTIERET
# (Tanabe et al, 2010) % BH8). ZDFig. la~c%R5 &, {L¥RPR—TEREDN
BREL 2 EMEOMABEONHFEL, EHIZORICRREN T v s DRE B{LEN
BERAGHETIHESS 2L 8bh 3.

22 AFORBF

PLED8OMIEIZDWT, Hi# (Tanabe et al, 2010; Tanabe et al, 2011a) THV 721,504
FED Dragon iBBd 712, SHEIF/=ICfER L =B FREERF %EM L TQSAR (BERMKE
WEHAER) B &2 1T o 2. HIBISEBIL 72588 F 13 Gaussian98 71 &' 7 4 & AV, HE
BI¥4-31G, RHFIZEX D BFRELZHBEL, Table l abiZnT10EORUE L H /2.
ZDEIZE, LEOERMEOHIZOVWTOEFREERFORIEERL 724, ThoRHE
BRTEIAZS BEZERTFHHE—FH, ENIELALEDEVWEERTEH S Z L35y
5. ThoDRRFAEMUTHENT S Z L TR VUDOFREMEAFR (Tanabe et
al, 2011b; Suzuki et al, 2012) KDALY B 2EL ERETL 7.

REL, ThoDERTFRBERICHRNTHLAORETHS. Z02D, FHIZER
PORTAREHAERE A2 ) — =V T30 H 5. R TIE, B  (Tanabe et al,
2011b; Suzuki et al, 2012) THREL =EEIEEHAWT, ThRTFOEE%ERA:.

23 ETIVOERE ZDORIEIL

HiMEBLESVMDY 7 b = 7 LIBSVM ver.2.89 (Chang et al, 2009a) % MH\T, ¥
HolTF— 2 LT TF— 2 L OHEBEBKETLVEER L. BH VMT — 213 Table 2
DES IEFEHICHIBXE-EAEREL, LIBSVMOEANN &7 — 2 IC08¥ 5 285
¥#E  (Chang et al, 2009b) % R\ 7=,

ﬁﬁtﬁDQMmewwammnau;D,swwo#@-?Zba%ﬁm%ﬁﬁn&
DFINETHEREL 7=.

O BIHROFEWE % 108 78I1T 3,
@ FONDIFAEZFHLL, ZOBIZDOWTLeave-One-OutZ HWTI/ISF X — 4

g(gamma) & c(cost) 5 & VLR F & REL ¥ 3,
® ZOBEEFNLERNT, TR VEAWEORH V4 FHIT 3,



98 27 2N

[¢]] Cl o
N (o] \ o]
PRTERT c N o‘“N*Q leC)-c
NTT8T L [ o o ) - -

0
Cl
2-Amino-5-nitro- | Pentachloronitro- | 1-Chloro-2-nitro- | 1-Chloro-3-nitro- | 1-Chloro-4-nitro-
thiazole benzene benzene benzene benzene
C3H3N302S C6CISNO2 C6HACINO2 C6H4CINO2 C6H4CINO2
D D D D C
('?
EO oy De] 5 | Sk 4
o‘g‘ g N -0 - o
o-Dinitrobenzene | m-Dinitrobenzene Nitrobenzene p-Nitrophenol p-Nitroaniline
C6H4AN204 C6H4N204 C6H5NO2 C6H5NO3 C6H6N202
D B E D
a1 s SRS SEEC FE N S
N* NN
HOO o H b' HoN :\.l\; k/N%J O [o% v\ H;r
2-Amino-4-nitro- | 2-Amino-5-nitro- | 4-Amino-2-nitro- .. -
Nitridazole Furacilin
phenol phenol phenol
C6H6N203 C6H6N203 C6H6N203 C6H6N403S C6H6N404
D D D B D
ci

9 o
HaN H N [o o N\ O N N a
o, (PN o B '
N NH H o NN o~ ‘< ci o
2 2 HO y o

0
4
2-Nitro-p- 4-Nitro-o- 1-Ethyl-3-(5-nitro- . 2,3,5,6-Tetrachloro-
phenylenediamine | phenylenediamine | 2-thiazolyl)urea Metronidazole 4-nitroanisole
C6H7N302 C6H7N302 C6H8N403S C6HIN3O3 C7H3CI4NO3
D D D B E
H o
«N 0-N* ° o“ [o) .O*N’O o 'f?‘ 9
N _{ D N*-@—( A No
N O e L OH "o D/ ©
o °
6-Nitro- 2,4,6- . .. .. ..
benzimidazole Trinitrotoluene p-Nitrobenzoic acid 2,3-Dln|trotoluene 2,4-Dinitrotoluene
C7H5N302 C7H5N306 C7H5NO4 C7H6N204 C7H6N204
E C E B B
(o]
O O o o | 3
o Q"‘o CNINTNC | oy O Swe | o o
& & b 8 ¢ NH,
2,5-Dinitrotoluene | 2,6-Dinitrotoluene | 3,4-Dinitrotoluene | 3,5-Dinitrotoluene 4-N|troaan0i:hramllc
C7H6N204 C7H6N204 C7TH6N204 C7H6N204 C7H6N204
B B B B E

Fig. 1a. Chemical structures, names, formulae, and carcinogenicity ranks of 89 chemicals treated in this
study
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Fig. 1b. Chemical structures, names, formulae, and carcinogenicity ranks of 89 chemicals treated in this

study
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Fig. 1c. Chemical structures, names, formulae, and carcinogenicity ranks of 89 chemicals treated in this

study
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Table 1a. Electronic descriptors and their values in several isomeric pairs
Chemical Name Mol. Form. Rank HOMO LUMO Gap DM ED(N)
1-Chloro-2-nitrobenzene C6HACINO2 D 03773 00383 04156 65183 6.6952
1-Chloro-3-nitrobenzene C6HACINO2 D 03801 00247 04047 48982 6.6990
1-Chloro-4-nitrobenzene C6HACINO2 C 03877 00253 04130 33344 6.7057
o-Dinitrobenzene C6HAN204 D 04131 00098 04229 87299 6.7040
mm-Dinitrobenzene C6H4N204 D 04148 00043 04191 54394 67144
2-Amino-<4-nitrophenol C6H6N203 D 0308 00473 03561 65023 6.7026
2-Amino-5-nitrophenol C6H6N203 D 03149 00499 03648 66189 67070
4-Amino-2-nitrophenol C6H6N203 D 03036 00587 03624 80242 6.6817
2-Nitro-p-phenylenediamine C6HTN302 D 02766 00480 03246 6499%6 6.7391
4-Nitro-o-phenylenediamine C6HTN302 D 03149 00574 03723 75860 6.7103
2,3-Dinitrotoluene CTH6N204 B 03955 00154 04108 87615 6.7628
24-Dinitrotoluene CTH6N204 B 04030 00113 04143 61857 6.7302
2,5-Dinitrotoluene CTH6N204 B 03936 00090 0386 10029 6.7271
2,6-Dinitrotoluene CTH6N204 B 03990 00187 04176 3.8910 67127
34-Dinitrotoluene CTHO6N204 B 03997 00147 04144 93465 6.7149
3,5-Dinitrotoluene C7THO6N204 B 03971 00070 04041 60471 6.7189
o-Nitrotoluene CTHTNO2 B 03603 00446 04048 55048 6.7174
m-Nitrotoluene CTHTNO2 D 03603 00405 04008 60759 67013
p-Nitrotoluene CTH7NO2 D 03680 00426 04106 64104 6.7024
1-Nitronaphthalene CI10H7TNO2 D 03193 00349 03542 58435 6.7208
2-Nitronaphthalene CI10H7NO2 B 03197 00333 03530 64855 6.7083
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine CI2HION20O C 03173 01076 04249 42207 65635
p-Nitrosodiphenylamine CI2HION20O D 02992 00674 03666 6.7223 6.7885
1,3-Dinitropyrene CI16H8N204 D 03113 00093 03020 96184 6.7387
1,6-Dinitropyrene C16H8N204 B 03139 00093 03046 00009 6.7337
1,8-Dinitropyrene CI6H8N204 B 03137 00083 03055 90455 67372
1-Nitropyrene C16HINO2 B 02863 00220 03083 69010 6.7308
2-Nitropyrene C16HONO2 D 0282 00345 03167 69647 67147
4-Nitropyrene C16HONO2 B 02821 00288 03109 62655 6.7300
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Table 1b. Electronic descriptors and their values in several isomeric pairs

Chemical Name Mol. Form. Rank ED(O1) EDO2) MA AA SEV

1-Chloro-2-nitrobenzene C6HA4CINO2 D 85510 85296 14558 31346 13141
1-Chloro-3-nitrobenzene C6H4ACINO2 D 85600 85575 14815 32035 13150
1-Chloro-4-nitrobenzene C6HACINO2 C 85599 85599 14811 32025 13148
o-Dinitrobenzene C6H4AN204 D 85318 85311 15451 32776 14177
m-Dinitrobenzene C6H4AN204 D 85597 85500 15706 33423 14068
2-Amino-4-nitrophenol C6H6N203 D 85655 85652 14945 32149 13283
2-Amino-5-nitrophenol C6H6N203 D 85773 85698 14941 32145 13277
4-Amino-2-nitrophenol C6H6N203 D 85641 85049 14967 32217 13328
2-Nitro-p-phenylenediamine C6H7N302 D 86181 85445 15009 32157 13415
4-Nitro-o-phenylenediamine C6H7N302 D 85779 85755 15202 32659 13503
2,3-Dinitrotoluene CTH6N204 B 85609 85429 16779 34648 15840
2 4-Dinitrotoluene CTH6N204 B 85767 85419 17049 35411 15642
2,5-Dinitrotoluene CTH6N204 B 85606 85393 17066 354.57 15663
2,6-Dinitrotoluene CTH6N204 B 85502 85410 16808 34821 15652
34-Dinitrotoluene CTH6N204 B 85357 85350 17123 35662 15807
3,5-Dinitrotoluene CTH6N204 B 85602 85494 17377 36305 15701
o-Nitrotoluene CTH7TNO2 B 85790 85550 14241 30735 12822
m-Nitrotoluene C7HTNO2 D 85632 85627 14573 31637 12883
p-Nitrotoluene C7HTNO2 D 85657 85654 14572 31631 12881
1-Nitronaphthalene C10H7NO2 D 85627 85458 168.11 34686 15821
2-Nitronaphthalene CI0H7NO2 B 85655 85619 170.78 35375 15864
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine CI2HION2O C 84132 84132 19995 40165 19270
p-Nitrosodiphenylamine CI2ZHION20O D 84027 84027 20327 411.16 19059
1,3-Dinitropyrene CI6H8N204 D 85652 85346 22964 42840 19659
1,6-Dinitropyrene CI6H8N204 B 85635 85362 24586 46337 24958
1,8-Dinitropyrene CI6H8N204 B 85581 85400 24592 46346 249.60
1-Nitropyrene C16HONO2 B 85679 85475 22047 42345 221.73
2-Nitropyrene CI16HINO2 D 85624 85624 22327 43065 22224

4-Nitropyrene C16HONO2 B 85599 85461 22060 42381 221.78
HOMO : HOMO energy, LUMO : LUMO energy, Gap : HOMO-LUMO energy gap, DM : dipole moment,

ED(N) : electron density on N atom of N-nitroso, nitroso or nitro group, ED(O1) : electron density on O atom of N-nitroso
o nitroso group, or electron density on higher O atom of nitro group, ED(O2) : electron density on O atom of N-nitroso or
nitroso group, or electron density on lower O atom of nitro group, MA : molecular area, AA : accessible area,

SEV : solvent exclusive area.
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Table 2. Target and weight values of carcinogenicity ranks in LIBSVM
Carcinogenicity Rank Number of chemicals Target value Weight value
Positive A | 10 1.00
B 31 10 0.50
C 9 10 025
Total 41
Negative D 40 -10 0.25
8 -1.0 0.50
F 0 -1.0 1.00
Total 48
Total 89
Table 3. Results of performances of three models
Number of Overall
Model Ref optimized descriptors accuracy
I: Parallel SVM model [Tanabe et al, 2010, 201 1a] 75 0.708
II: I+ Sensitivity analysis [Tanabe et al, 2011b, 2012] 35 0.775
III : IT + Electronic descriptors This work 41 0.775
Table 4. Orders of contribution of ten electronic descriptors to carcinogenicity
Descriptor Order Descriptor Order Descriptor Order
HOMO 184 ED(O2) below 300 MA below 300
ED(O1) 215 DM below 300 AA below 300
LUMO 259 SEV below 300
ED(N) 276 Gap below 300

@ DEDFIELZFERAE T 2  AWEEANEA LA 5 10E#KEYEL, £ TOWHEIZD
WTRA v HETHITS,
EF L ORI IZ, RADOBREIEMRE (Overall Accuracy; OA) % 7z

_ TP+IN
" TP+TN+FP+FN

Z Z TTPid true positive, TN i3 true negative, FP (I false positive, FN {3 false negative ®

WEBTH 5.
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3 BREEE

SN HFHFEN-=ruy - = tay - = bufbBWOVT, RO TFHER (€
FILIM) %%)4 (Tanabe et al, 2010, Tanabe et al, 2011a) DEFNLI LK (Tanabe et
al, 2011b; Suzuki et al, 2012) DEF LI L B L 7= (Table 3). EF LI LM EHET 5 L,
BREMMCE2E8WERFBEDOHRICK RS VY ETFRIOIEREIZT0.8 %2 5775 %
CEELZ, EFLNIC6EOEFEERTF#EMLAZEF LN TR, EFEDOLAITE
RBHENEh 572,

ZOBTEERFEMOESEOBERIZ DWW TIY, HFHEEN-=tuy - =ty -
= P {LAM TREREOMECEEDENVC I D EFRENREYD, ZOEVICEL-T
IhETTPHTE L2 > LAMORHT VL TFRIMMERICH 5 Z L& TFHRILE. Lal,
Table 3D & 312, BFEEBRTFOEMOMER L, 5722 &1, ZD&S LBHREIZKLS
BFREOBOVRRET /IR, BLACHEYY. EFLNOERFEY P THIN—&
NTVBFTFONEBHLERPKE &, BREDHREL EDOHFFD/ L7 OFFEHZER
THBHILETBRTEIEDTHELELOND. BHE, Table 1OBFEERTFHES VH
CHETI2EEEOIEMM L Table 4I2RT LI TH D, WTFhdFEBEMIZE DD TKL,
RESNMETBE I W -ARERFICEEThThAEN,

UL, BOICELELI IS, BFERTFEAWERT VY ETFRICET 3 Zh TOHM
RTCRBTERTFOEDUESHER I TS, ZhoDETHEL, BFLRTOUWRES
Rohhh57EFEDBNIEZIZH 21 4ERTE L, ROBRIZZEDDL. {L¥E
WEORA /HETRICET 3R 2BEICARTE 5. $1id, LRORTHENLS
2, BAVEOFETIIEL, BAVHEOBRE (EMBEEELDs, %) 07— 42 2HVT,
RHMREETUTEETNERILET 2HETHS. ThoDRY /48EE FHRTZRT
X, BFORELIDPHIRBIZLEAERIC—HOREEDODHNTRY v EF—2DH 5HWED
SBEROCTETFICRTFLRY /HRE L OBGREBRNT 5. ZOBKRIE, QSARDFET
b5 BEBREER L CERIGEE L OEBRNBEHET XL X — Bk 479 Hammett Al I W56
X¥B L, AEATOEWELEGBHADOL T8 — L DILERIGEERKZVEERY
YHEOBENEL BB LICEBDT, Ri V/HEOMRE & B#fEE RO %I Hammett
HITREEIhTnWB I itk b, L7=AoT, B VHOBRELTFHEITEEFTMIZENT
BREFILRTFOERDUENE NI L, £/, BEFERTFEHVTRS VY HEOBRE *EVEE
TTFHT 2 ETLOERPUBRNES 5 I L LERTE 5.

—F, BLOMRIFRO LS, BH /HOBEOINMBEREL, BRI VHOFE
BT 7 -2 DH 3{LFWBEARAVCTREY Y HOEELTRIT 2 XL EKET 2R
Thd, BRFHLEWEOEE, »50VEHBALERWEORINTFRHL V- -Bar i3, R
HoUDOBETEL, ZORT VY EOFELTFHT 5 ETLOLERERANTHS. LirL,
RAVUHEOFEL BMENRLEOBEGRE QSARDEHETH 3 ARRICHRICHIE X3
&, LEREHEZ 32 »E2» 2 BREERTHAT S I LIickx 38, LERIGOFEIT
Hammett Q| TIXMRIE STy, LA ->T, RED LS ICRY Y EOFELTFHIY
ZETFNMMEROREEX, XU, ZD&LS3 EFHIEFLICE T 3BTFERTOREMMEDNE
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EHERTEES. LEN-T, 2T LTFA-EFEN-= by - = by - =}
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