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Abstract 

Drug-induced cardiotoxicity is a major health concern which can lead to serious 

adverse effects including life-threatening cardiac arrhythmias via the blockade of 

the voltage-gated hERG potassium ion channel. It is therefore of tremendous 

interest to develop advanced methods to identify hERG-active compounds in early 

stages of drug development, as well as to optimize commercially available drugs 

for reduced hERG activity. In this work, we present CardioGenAI, a machine 

learning-based framework for re-engineering both developmental and marketed 

drugs for reduced hERG activity while preserving their pharmacological activity. 

The framework incorporates novel state-of-the-art discriminative models for 

predicting hERG channel activity, as well as activity against the voltage-gated 

NaV1.5 and CaV1.2 channels due to their potential implications in modulating the 

arrhythmogenic potential induced by hERG channel blockade. These models can 

also serve independently as effective components of a virtual screening pipeline. 

We applied the complete framework to pimozide, an FDA-approved antipsychotic 

agent that demonstrates high affinity to the hERG channel, and generated 100 

refined candidates. Remarkably, among the candidates is fluspirilene, a compound 

which is of the same class of drugs (diphenylmethanes) as pimozide and therefore 

has similar pharmacological activity, yet exhibits over 700-fold weaker binding to 

hERG. We have made all of our software open-source to facilitate integration of the 

CardioGenAI framework for molecular hypothesis generation into drug discovery 

workflows. 
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1. Introduction 

Drug-induced cardiotoxicity due to the blockade of the voltage-gated KV11.1 potassium ion 

channel is a major health concern and continues to cause serious adverse reactions in many 

commercially available drugs.1 Moreover, the pharmaceutical industry incurs substantial financial 

and developmental setbacks from cardiotoxicities identified during early, preclinical and clinical 

phases of drug development.2  

The International Council for Harmonisation of Technical Requirements for Pharmaceuticals for 

Human Use (ICH) sets forth guidelines to evaluate the potential for compounds to induce 

arrhythmias (e.g., Torsade de Pointes) via blockade of the KV11.1 channel. Each functional unit of 

this channel is a homo-tetramer of α protein subunits, each of which is encoded by the human 

Ether-à-go-go-Related Gene (hERG; KCNH2 gene).3, 4 The hERG channel opens in response to 

depolarization of the cell membrane, selectively allowing potassium ions to flow out of the cell, 

thereby facilitating the restoration of the cell’s membrane potential to its resting state (i.e., 

repolarization).5 Inhibition of this channel can therefore disrupt cardiac repolarization, leading to 

prolongation of the cardiac action potential  and an increased risk of arrhythmias.1 

The Comprehensive In Vitro Proarrhythmia Assay (CiPA) initiative,6 supported by regulatory 

agencies including the U.S. Food and Drug Administration (FDA), established guidelines that also 

incorporate the voltage-gated sodium (NaV1.5) and calcium (CaV1.2) ion channels alongside the 

hERG channel due to their critical roles in initiating and sustaining the cardiac actional potential 

and their relevance to the development of arrhythmias.7 Previous work indicates that modulating 

NaV1.5 and CaV1.2 channel activities can mitigate the arrhythmogenic potential induced by hERG 

channel blockade.8, 9 Therefore, it is of tremendous interest to develop highly capable methods for 

assessing how both prospective and currently available drugs interact with each of these three 

channels. 

A multitude of experimental methods exist for in vitro determination of cardiac ion channel 

affinity.10-13 However, they are generally time-consuming and expensive, rendering them 

unsuitable for large-scale compound screening. Machine learning (ML)-based in silico methods 

for predicting hERG channel activity have been extensively explored, utilizing both protein 

structure-based and ligand-based models.14-38 These methods are significantly cheaper and much 

faster than experimental methods, and are applicable to large-scale virtual screening in hit 

identification. However, structure-based predictive modeling of the hERG channel has proven to 

be difficult due to the channel’s intricate structure, its dynamic nature encompassing multiple 

conformations, and the possibility of unexpected interaction sites that are not apparent in 

conventional structural models.39 For these reasons, ligand-based methods currently predominate. 

Predictive modeling for NaV1.5 and CaV1.2 channel blocking is comparatively unexplored, as the 

amount of available data is much less compared to that for hERG. However, recent benchmarks 

for predicting NaV1.5 and CaV1.2 channel activity have been established,40 and increasing effort is 

being devoted to developing models for these channels as well.41-44 

While ML-based discriminative models for predicting hERG channel blockers have tremendous 

potential for applications in virtual screening, extending these capabilities to de novo design 
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through generative artificial intelligence can overcome the constraints of the currently available 

molecular libraries by enabling the direct in silico development of drugs with desired chemical 

properties and activity against cardiac ion channels. Furthermore, numerous generative models 

have already demonstrated the ability to produce valid molecules with prespecified drug-like 

properties.45-104 However, this approach would still necessitate subsequent virtual screening to 

identify hit compounds from a vast search space, requiring a significant amount of additional 

resources. To address this challenge, the space can be further constrained by utilizing a drug with 

a known pharmacological profile as a starting point for a search algorithm, and refining this drug 

to minimize hERG liability while retaining its therapeutic efficacy. 

In this work, we present an ML-based framework designed to re-engineer both developmental and 

commercially available drugs for reduced hERG liability while preserving their pharmacological 

activity. The method utilizes a generative model to produce molecules conditioned on the 

molecular scaffold and absorption, distribution, metabolism, excretion, and toxicity (ADMET) 

properties of the input hERG-active molecule. The generated ensemble is filtered using deep 

learning models for predicting hERG, NaV1.5 and CaV1.2 channel activity. A chemical space 

representation is then constructed from the filtered generated distribution and the input molecule, 

where nearby molecules exhibit similar chemical properties, thus facilitating the identification of 

molecules with similar pharmacological activity to the input molecule but with reduced hERG 

channel inhibition. This approach, while not a replacement for the expertise of medicinal chemists, 

is highly effective at rapid molecular hypothesis generation, proposing refined candidates that can 

then be investigated with more expensive computational methods and experimental techniques. 

 

2. Overview of CardioGenAI Framework 

The CardioGenAI framework combines generative and discriminative ML models to re-engineer 

cardiotoxic compounds for reduced hERG channel inhibition while preserving their 

pharmacological action. An autoregressive transformer is trained on a dataset that we previously 

curated which contains approximately 5 million unique and valid SMILES strings derived from 

ChEMBL 33, GuacaMol v1, MOSES, and BindingDB datasets.105-109 The model is trained 

autoregressively, receiving a sequence of SMILES tokens as context as well as the corresponding 

molecular scaffold and ADMET properties, and iteratively predicting each subsequent token in the 

sequence. Once trained, this model is able to generate valid molecules conditioned on a specified 

molecular scaffold along with a set of ADMET properties. For an input hERG-active compound, 

the generation is conditioned on the scaffold and ADMET properties of this compound (Figure 

1A). Each generated compound is subject to filtering based on activity against hERG, NaV1.5 and 

CaV1.2 channels. Depending on the desired activity against each channel, the framework employs 

either classification models to include predicted non-blockers or regression models to include 

compounds within a specified range of predicted pIC50 values. Both the classification and 

regression models utilize the same architecture, and are trained using three feature representations 

of each molecule: a feature vector that is extracted from a bidirectional transformer trained on 

SMILES strings, a molecular fingerprint, and a graph (more details in section 3.1). For each 

molecule in the filtered generated ensemble and the input hERG-active molecule, a feature vector 
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is constructed from the 209 chemical descriptors available through the RDKit Descriptors 

module.110 The redundant descriptors are then removed according to pairwise mutual information 

calculated for every possible pair of descriptors. Cosine similarity is then calculated between the 

processed descriptor vector of the input molecule and the descriptor vectors of every generated 

molecule to identify the molecules most chemically similar to the input molecule, but with desired 

activity against each of the cardiac ion channels (Figure 1B). 

 

Figure 1. CardioGenAI framework for re-engineering hERG-active compounds. An 

autoregressive transformer is trained on approximately 5 million unique and valid SMILES strings 

derived from ChEMBL 33, GuacaMol v1, MOSES, and BindingDB databases for next-token 

prediction, conditioned on a molecular scaffold and a set of ADMET properties. For a given input 

molecule, the generation is conditioned on the scaffold and ADMET properties of this molecule. 

Generated molecules are filtered based on desired activity against hERG, NaV1.5 and CaV1.2 

channels, as shown in [A]. For each generated molecule, as well as the input molecule, a chemical 

descriptor vector is calculated, and the redundant descriptors among the set of all molecules are 

removed according to pairwise mutual information between every possible descriptor pair. Cosine 

similarities are then calculated between the descriptor vector of the input molecule and every other 

descriptor vector to identify the most chemically similar molecules to the input molecule but with 

desired activity against the cardiac ion channels, as shown in [B]. 
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3. Discriminative Models for Predicting Cardiac Ion Channel Activity 

3.1. Data Featurization 

For training and evaluation of hERG, NaV1.5 and CaV1.2 activity prediction models, we utilize the 

training and evaluation datasets included in the benchmarks recently developed by Arab et al.40 

These benchmarks are designed to assess model generalizability, enforcing a maximum fingerprint 

similarity cutoff between molecules in the training and evaluation sets. Multiple published models 

in the field have been assessed using evaluation sets that have significant overlap with the 

corresponding training sets,37, 111 undoubtedly yielding overoptimistic results with respect to the 

models’ abilities to generalize. The compounds in the evaluation sets used in this work have a 

structural similarity, as determined by pairwise Tanimoto similarity between 2048-bit Morgan 

fingerprints, no greater than 0.70 to any compound in the corresponding training or validation sets. 

Compounds were sourced from the ChEMBL bioactivity database,112-114 PubChem,115 

BindingDB,109, 116 hERGCentral,117 and the scientific literature.37, 118-120 Each molecule is 

represented as a SMILES string which was canonicalized using RDKit, and labeled with the 

experimentally determined cardiac ion channel pIC50 value. For binary classification tasks, 

compounds with a pIC50 value greater than or equal to 5.0 are labeled as blockers. For more details 

regarding the curation of the datasets, we refer readers to the original paper.40 

We find there to be a noteworthy positive correlation between pIC50 values and the logarithm of 

the partition coefficient between n-octanol and water (logP), as well as a negative correlation with 

topological polar surface area (TPSA) (Figure S1 in the Supporting Information). We also identify 

a relation between pIC50 values and the presence of charged nitrogen atoms within aromatic or 

hydrophobic groups among the molecules exhibiting the most substantial hERG activity (Figure 

S2 in the Supporting Information). 

We represent each compound as three distinct forms: a 256-dimensional feature vector that is 

extracted from a bidirectional transformer trained on SMILES strings, a 1024-bit Extended-

Connectivity Fingerprint with a radius of 2 bonds (ECFP2) generated using the Morgan algorithm, 

and a graph (Figure 2). A bidirectional transformer is first trained for masked-token prediction on 

the same dataset used to train the autoregressive transformer, allowing it to develop an intricate 

internal representation of molecular structure and grasp the syntax of SMILES notation (more 

details in section 4.1). After this model is fully trained, it is used as a means of extracting a context-

rich feature vector as a representation of a given SMILES string (more details in section 4.2). 

Specifically, the processed vector from the penultimate layer of the model corresponding to the 

start token is extracted, containing information about the entire SMILES string that contributes to 

the prediction of a masked token within the sequence. This information encapsulates nuanced inter-

token relationships and patterns among different molecules, rendering this feature vector a 

powerful representation that captures important characteristics of the molecule in a high-

dimensional space. In the graph representation, nodes are atoms and edges are bonds. Each node 

is represented as a 14-dimenional vector of atomic features: carbon indicator, nitrogen indicator, 

oxygen indicator, phosphorous indicator, sulfur indicator, hydrophobicity indicator, aromaticity 

indicator, hydrogen bond acceptor indicator, hydrogen bond donor indicator, ring structure 
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indicator, number of bonds to heavy atoms, number of bonds to heteroatoms, partial charge, and 

atomic mass. Each edge has two features: bond order and aromaticity indicator.  

 

Figure 2. Featurization of a SMILES string for use by the cardiac ion channel activity prediction 

models. Each SMILES string is represented as [A] a 256-dimensional feature vector that is 

extracted from the penultimate layer of a bidirectional transformer trained on SMILES strings, [B] 

a 1024-bit Extended-Connectivity Fingerprint with a radius of 2 bonds generated using the Morgan 

algorithm, and [C] a graph. 

 

3.2. Model Architecture 

The transformer-based feature vector and the ECFP2 are each processed by separate two-layer 

feed-forward networks (Figure 3B,C). For each of the two layers of the networks, the input vector 

undergoes a linear transformation followed by batch normalization. The normalized output is then 

passed through a ReLU activation function, followed by dropout with a rate of 50%. The graph 

representation is processed by a graph attention network (GAT) consisting of two GAT 

convolutional layers (Figure 3A). Initially, the graph is augmented with self-loops to ensure that 

each node’s feature vector is included in its own neighborhood during feature aggregation. The 

first GAT layer transforms the node feature vectors through a linear operation, followed by a 

softmax-based attention mechanism to assign weights to the features of each node’s neighbors. 

The output of this layer is passed through a ReLU activation function and fed to the second GAT 

convolutional layer which operates analogously to the first layer. After being processed by the 

second GAT convolutional layer, the updated node features are aggregated to form a graph-level 

representation using a global add pooling operation, which sums the node features across all nodes 
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to generate a single vector that encapsulates the entire graph’s information. After each of the three 

input feature representations has been encoded, they are concatenated to form a combined feature 

vector. This combined feature vector is then passed through a two-layer feed-forward network 

(Figure 3D). The first layer applies a linear transformation to the feature vector followed by batch 

normalization. The normalized output is then passed through a ReLU activation function followed 

by dropout with a rate of 50%. The output of this layer then undergoes a linear transformation to 

map it to the final output space. 

 

Figure 3. Forward pass of the cardiac ion channel activity prediction models. The graph 

representation of a given SMILES string is encoded by [A] a graph attention network. The [B] 

transformer-derived and [C] fingerprint feature vectors are encoded by feed-forward networks. 

These three encodings are then concatenated and passed to [D] a final feed-forward network to 

generate a prediction. 

 

3.3. Trainings and Hyperparameters 

The classification and regression models for each cardiac ion channel were trained for 100 epochs 

with a batch size of 32. The AdamW optimizer, a variant of the Adam optimizer that incorporates 

weight decay for regularization, was used with a learning rate of 3×10-4 and a weight decay of 

1×10-4 to optimize the models’ parameters. Additionally, L1 regularization was applied with a 

regularization coefficient of 1×10-4 to induce sparsity within the model parameters. We integrate a 

learning rate scheduler which monitors the training loss and halves the learning rate if no 
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improvement is observed for 10 consecutive epochs. To ensure stability in training and prevent 

gradient explosion, gradient clipping was applied with a maximum norm of 5.0. For the 

classification and regression models, binary cross entropy loss and mean squared error loss were 

used as objective functions, respectively. The model parameters used for inference are those from 

the epoch with the highest validation accuracy for classification and highest validation Pearson 

correlation for regression. Learning curves for each of the classification and regression models are 

reported in Figure S3 of the Supporting Information). 

 

3.4. Benchmarking Against Existing Models 

We compare the performance of our cardiac ion channel classification models to the highest-

performing models in the literature that have been evaluated with the benchmarks used in this 

work. Computed metrics include accuracy (AC =
𝑇𝑃+𝑇𝑁

𝑇𝑃+𝑇𝑁+𝐹𝑃+𝐹𝑁
), sensitivity (SN =

𝑇𝑃

𝑇𝑃+𝐹𝑁
), 

specificity (SP =
𝑇𝑁

𝑇𝑁+𝐹𝑃
), F1-score (F1 =

𝑇𝑃

𝑇𝑃+
1

2
(𝐹𝑃+𝐹𝑁)

), correct classification rate (CCR =

𝑆𝑁+𝑆𝑃

2
), and Matthew’s correlation coefficient (MCC =

𝑇𝑃×𝑇𝑁−𝐹𝑃×𝐹𝑁

√(𝑇𝑃+𝐹𝑃)×(𝑇𝑃+𝐹𝑁)×(𝑇𝑁+𝐹𝑃)×(𝑇𝑁+𝐹𝑁)
), 

where 𝑇𝑃, 𝑇𝑁, 𝐹𝑃, and 𝐹𝑁 represent the number of true positives, true negatives, false positives, 

and false negatives, respectively. We find that our model outperforms the existing models in the 

literature on the hERG benchmark for binary classification (Table 1). Additionally, we assess our 

model with different combinations of feature representations, and find that utilizing all three (i.e., 

transformer-based feature vector, fingerprint, and graph) achieves the best performance on the 

hERG benchmark (Table S4 in the Supporting Information). 
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Table 1. Performance of CardioGenAI for binary classification of hERG channel blockers 

compared to the highest-performing models in the literature. 

Model AC SN SP F1 CCR MCC 

CardioGenAI 83.5 86.2 80.3 85.1 83.2 66.7 

CToxPred-hERG 81.4 86.7 74.6 83.9 80.7 62.1 

CardioTox 81.2 83.0 78.9 83.1 81.0 61.9 

ADMETlab 2.0 71.7 71.6 71.8 73.8 71.7 43.1 

ADMETsar 2.0 68.5 84.5 48.3 75.0 66.4 35.5 

CardPred 56.1 52.7 60.3 57.0 56.5 13.0 

a Compounds in the evaluation set have a structural similarity, as determined by pairwise Tanimoto 

similarity between 2048-bit Morgan fingerprints, no greater than 0.70 to any compound in the 

corresponding training or validation sets. 
b The top value achieved for each metric is shown in bold. 
c Accuracy (AC), sensitivity (SN), specificity (SP), F1-score (F1), correct classification rate 

(CCR), and Matthew’s correlation coefficient (MCC) are shown. 
d Results are shown for CToxPred-hERG,40 CardioTox,32 ADMETlab 2.0,121 ADMETsar 2.0,122 

and CardPred.20 

For the NaV1.5 and CaV1.2 benchmarks, only the models presented by Arab et al.40 have been 

evaluated, largely owing to the fact that the experimental data available for these channels are 

scarce compared to those for hERG, and these benchmarks have only recently been developed. We 

find that our models demonstrate superior performance for both channels (Table 2). Additionally, 

the area under the curve (AUC) of the receiver operating characteristic for each channel is 

commensurate with the accuracy that our models obtain; hERG AUC is 0.88, NaV1.5 AUC is 0.89, 

and CaV1.2 AUC is 0.95 (Figure S5B in the Supporting Information). We also calculate the Pearson 

correlation between true pIC50 values and those predicted by our regression models, and obtain 

correlation coefficients of 0.67 for hERG, 0.60 for NaV1.5, and 0.81 for CaV1.2 benchmarks 

(Figure S5C-E in the Supporting Information). 
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Table 2. Performance of CardioGenAI for binary classification of NaV1.5 and CaV1.2 blockers 

compared to that of the models presented by Arab et al.40 

Channel Model AC SN SP F1 CCR MCC 

NaV1.5 

CardioGenAI 89.4 95.9 75.6 92.5 85.7 75.1 

CToxPred-Nav 81.7 85.6 73.3 86.5 79.5 58.2 

CaV1.2 

CardioGenAI 91.4 96.2 82.8 93.5 89.5 81.0 

CToxPred-Cav 86.4 96.2 69.0 90.1 82.6 70.2 

a Compounds in the evaluation set have a structural similarity, as determined by pairwise Tanimoto 

similarity between 2048-bit Morgan fingerprints, no greater than 0.70 to any compound in the 

corresponding training or validation sets. 
b The top value achieved for each metric is shown in bold. 
c Accuracy (AC), sensitivity (SN), specificity (SP), F1-score (F1), correct classification rate 

(CCR), and Matthew’s correlation coefficient (MCC) are shown. 

 

3.5. Application to DrugCentral Database of FDA-Approved Drugs 

To demonstrate the practical utility of our classification and regression models, we applied them 

to the FDA-approved drugs from the DrugCentral database, offering a real-world context for 

assessing hERG channel inhibition.123, 124 Of the 1692 unique FDA-approved drugs, we classify 

504 (29.8%) to be hERG blockers, 764 (45.2%) to be NaV1.5 blockers, and 400 (23.6%) to be 

CaV1.2 blockers (Figure S6A in the Supporting Information). A rigorous analysis of the cardiac 

ion channel activity of the FDA-approved drugs is reported in Figure S6B of the Supporting 

Information. In addition, we report the compounds with a predicted hERG pIC50 greater than 7.0 

(i.e., more than 100-fold greater hERG inhibitory potency than the blocker threshold) in Table 3. 

For the 11 FDA-approved compounds with a predicted hERG pIC50 value greater than 7.0, the 

predicted pIC50 values correlate closely with those that are experimentally determined, with 

notable agreement in cases where the drug is not in the training set of the model (Table 3). The 

primary mechanism of action for three of the 11 drugs is to block the hERG channel: ibutilide,125 

dofetilide,126 and amiodarone.127 Another three of them function primarily as dopamine D2 

receptor antagonists: pimozide,128 droperidol,129 and haloperidol decanoate.130 Pimozide is 

reported to cause cardiac action potential prolongation and ventricular arrhythmias due to hERG 

channel blockade with high specificity and affinity;131 droperidol is reported to cause Torsade de 

Pointes due to potent hERG channel blockade;132 haloperidol decanoate has been found to cause 

sudden death due to hERG channel blockade-induced cardiac action potential prolongation.133  
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Another two of the 11 drugs function primarily as H1-receptor antagonists: astemizole and 

terfenadine.134, 135 Both of these drugs were withdrawn from the market due to hERG blockade-

induced cardiac arrhythmias.136, 137 Of the remaining three drugs of the 11, nintedanib is reported 

to cause side effects related to hERG channel blockade,138 halofantrine is found to cause hERG 

blockade-induced cardiac action potential prolongation,139 and tolterodine is reported to cause 

hERG blockade-induced tachycardia and palpitations.140 These results support the real-world 

application of this model to hERG activity prediction. 

Table 3. Analysis of the FDA-approved compounds with a predicted hERG pIC50 greater than 

7.0. 

a Information regarding the pharmacological indication and mechanism of action for each drug is 

obtained from DrugBank.141, 142 

 

Drug Name 
Pharmacological 

Indication 

Mechanism of 

Action 

FDA Approval 

Status 

Predicted 

hERG 

Channel 

pIC50 

In 

Training 

Set 

Experimentally 

Determined 

pIC50 

Nintedanib 
Idiopathic pulmonary 

fibrosis 
Kinase inhibitor Approved  8.234 yes 8.585 

Ibutilide 
Atrial fibrillation, 

atrial flutter 

hERG channel 

blocker 
Approved 7.977 yes 8.000 

Pimozide Tourette’s disorder 
Dopamine D2 

receptor antagonist 
Approved 7.629 yes 8.520 

Halofantrine Severe malaria 

Forms toxic 

complexes with 

ferritoporphyrin 

IX 

Approved 7.588 no 7.398 

Astemizole Allergy symptoms 
H1-receptor 

antagonist 

Withdrawn due 

to concerns of 

arrhythmias 

7.562 yes 8.538 

Tolterodine Overactive bladder 
Muscarinic 

receptor antagonist 
Approved 7.311 no 7.886 

Droperidol 

Nausea and vomiting 

in surgical and 

diagnostic procedures 

Dopamine D2 

receptor antagonist 
Approved 7.300 yes 7.495 

Dofetilide 
Atrial fibrillation, 

atrial flutter 

hERG channel 

blocker 
Approved 7.164 yes 8.194 

Haloperidol 

decanoate 

Schizophrenia, 

psychotic disorders, 

Tourette’s disorder 

Dopamine D2 

receptor antagonist 
Approved 7.149 no 6.921 

Amiodarone 

Recurrent ventricular 

fibrillation, recurrent 

hemodynamically 

unstable ventricular 

tachycardia 

hERG channel 

blocker 
Approved 7.127 yes 7.523 

Terfenadine 

Allergic rhinitis, hay 

fever, allergic skin 

disorders 

H1-receptor 

antagonist 

Withdrawn due 

to concerns of 

arrhythmias 

7.022 yes 7.252 
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4. Transformer-Based Models 

4.1. Data Preparation 

The generative autoregressive transformer and the bidirectional transformer used for extracting 

features to be utilized by the discriminative models are both trained with a dataset that we 

previously curated by combining all of the unique and valid SMILES strings from ChEMBL 33, 

GuacaMol v1, MOSES, and BindingDB datasets.105-109 We removed SMILES strings containing 

infrequent tokens, as well as those containing more than 133 tokens. The remaining SMILES 

strings are then extended, if necessary, to a length of 133 using a padding token “<pad>”, and 

augmented with a start token “[CLS]” and an end token “[EOS]”. The processed dataset contains 

approximately 5.5 million SMILES strings which are randomly split into training (5 262 776 

entries; 95%) and validation (276 989 entries; 5%) sets. Please refer to our previous paper for 

complete details regarding SMILES string preprocessing.105  

For each SMILES string, we calculate the molecular scaffold using the Murcko algorithm,143 

which identifies the core structure by removing side chains from the molecular graph, retaining 

the ring systems and the linkers connecting them. We also calculate ten ADMET properties for 

each SMILES string: molecular weight, number of rings, number of rotatable bonds, number of 

hydrogen bond donors, number of hydrogen bond acceptors, TPSA, number of heteroatoms, logP, 

number of stereocenters, and formal charge. 

 

4.2. Model Architectures 

For a given SMILES string, the autoregressive transformer considers the sequence of the SMILES 

string, the molecular scaffold, and the set of ADMET properties, while the bidirectional 

transformer only considers the sequence. For both models, tokens in the sequence are embedded 

using a learnable embedding table, where each token in the vocabulary corresponds to a learnable 

embedding vector. The positions of the tokens in the sequence are embedded using a separate 

learnable embedding table, where each index in the sequence corresponds to a learnable 

embedding vector that allows the model to account for a given token’s position in the sequence 

and capture sequential context within the SMILES string. For the autoregressive transformer, the 

set of ADMET properties is mapped to the embedding dimension via a learnable linear 

transformation, and the molecular scaffold is embedded using a learnable embedding table 

analogous to that used for the token embeddings. For both models, all embeddings, each with an 

embedding dimension of 256, are summed to create a combined feature representation, and then 

dropout is applied with a rate of 10%. 

The transformer architectures consist of eight sequential blocks, each beginning with layer 

normalization to stabilize the input. This is followed by a self-attention mechanism, where query 

(𝑄), key (𝐾), and value (𝑉) vectors are computed for each input token, attention scores are derived 

via a scaled dot product of 𝑄 and 𝐾 vectors, and softmax normalizes these scores to obtain weights 

that modulate the aggregation of 𝑉, effectively capturing the magnitude with which each token 

will attend to every other token in the sequence. The self-attention mechanism is executed multiple 
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times in parallel through what is known as multi-head attention. The models used in this work 

employ eight attention heads, where each head uses its own set of learned linear transformations 

to generate 𝑄, 𝐾, and 𝑉 vectors for each token in the sequence, allowing the model to 

simultaneously focus on different aspects of the input across the various heads. Representative 

attention maps for the bidirectional transformer and autoregressive transformer are reported in 

Figures S7 and S8 of the Supporting Information. The outputs of all attention heads are 

concatenated and passed through a learned linear transformation to generate the final output of the 

multi-head attention mechanism. A residual connection then merges this output with the initial 

block input. The resulting data tensor then undergoes another layer normalization and progresses 

through a two-layer feed-forward network with a 10% dropout rate and GeLU activation, before 

reintegration with its pre-normalized state. The final step involves another layer normalization, 

followed by a linear transformation that projects the data tensor onto the vocabulary space, 

generating a logits vector (i.e., the unnormalized log probabilities for each token in the 

vocabulary). When using the trained bidirectional transformer to derive feature vectors to be 

utilized by the discriminative models, the data tensor is extracted immediately prior to the final 

linear transformation, and the vector corresponding to the start token is used as the feature vector. 

 

4.3. Trainings and Hyperparameters 

The autoregressive transformer is trained for next-token prediction, and the bidirectional 

transformer is trained for masked-token prediction, where 15% of the tokens in a given SMILES 

sequence are randomly selected for masking; of these, 80% are replaced with a mask token 

“<MASK>”, 10% are replaced with a random token from the vocabulary, and the remaining 10% 

are left unchanged. Both models were trained for 100 epochs with a batch size of 512. The Sophia 

optimizer was used with a learning rate of 3×10-4 and a weight decay of 1×10-1,144 and cross entropy 

loss was used as the objective function for both models. The model parameters used for inference 

are those from the last epoch of training. Learning curves for the autoregressive transformer and 

bidirectional transformer are reported in Figure S9 of the Supporting Information. 

 

4.4. Molecular Generation 

The autoregressive transformer is used to generate SMILES strings, conditioned on both a 

molecular scaffold and a set of ADMET properties. To rigorously evaluate the model’s ability to 

generate molecules with prespecified ADMET properties, we fix one ADMET property at a time 

to a discrete value while the other nine properties are sampled using a random uniform distribution 

within ranges of acceptable values based on ADMETlab 2.0 guidelines for medicinal chemistry.121 

This procedure is performed for 500 molecules per fixed ADMET value. For example, we generate 

500 molecules conditioned on a molecular weight of 400 and another 500 conditioned on a 

molecular weight of 600 to assess the model’s ability to generate molecules with a targeted 

molecular weight. We repeat this approach for each ADMET property, and observe that the model 

is able to successfully generate molecular distributions that satisfy the prespecified criteria (Figure 

S10A-I in the Supporting Information). We also demonstrate the model’s ability to generate 
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molecules conditioned on multiple discrete ADMET values simultaneously (e.g., TPSA of 50 and 

molecular weight of 350), validating its utility and justifying its use within the complete 

CardioGenAI framework (Figure S10J in the Supporting Information). 

 

5. Complete CardioGenAI Framework 

5.1 High-Level Description of the Workflow 

The fundamental objective of the CardioGenAI framework is to re-engineer cardiotoxic 

compounds for reduced hERG channel activity while preserving their pharmacological action. 

Within the framework, the autoregressive transformer first generates valid molecules conditioned 

on the molecular scaffold and ADMET properties of the input hERG-active molecule, which are 

filtered based on desired activity against hERG, NaV1.5 and CaV1.2 channels using the 

discriminative models. The input molecule and each filtered generated molecule are then converted 

into 209-dimensional chemical descriptor vectors which are refined by removing the redundant 

descriptors according to pairwise mutual information between every possible descriptor pair. 

Cosine similarities are then calculated between the descriptor vector of the input molecule and the 

descriptor vectors of every filtered generated molecule to identify the molecules most chemically 

similar to the input molecule, but with desired activity against each of the cardiac ion channels. 

 

5.2 Case Study: Optimizing the FDA-Approved Drug Pimozide for Reduced 

hERG Activity 

Pimozide is an FDA-approved antipsychotic agent that is used to treat Tourette’s syndrome as well 

as various other psychiatric disorders.145 Its main pharmacodynamic action is to blockade 

dopamine D2 receptors on neurons in the central nervous system; it also has various effects on 

other central nervous system receptor systems which are not fully characterized.128 There are many 

reports linking the use of pimozide to cardiac action potential prolongation and ventricular 

arrythmias,146, 147 and there are multiple reported instances of sudden, unexpected deaths of 

patients receiving pimozide.148  

It was initially observed clinically that only a very low dose of pimozide is necessary to produce 

QT (Q: start of depolarization; T: end of repolarization) interval prolongation, suggesting that it 

binds to one or more cardiac potassium ion channels with high affinity.146 Subsequent experimental 

validation indicated pimozide’s high affinity to the hERG channel, evidenced by its potent 

inhibitory effect with an IC50 value of approximately 18 nM.131  

Because of pimozide’s cardiotoxic effects, it is contraindicated in patients with congenital long QT 

syndrome, patients with a history of cardiac arrhythmias, patients taking other drugs that prolong 

the QT interval, and patients with known hypokalemia or hypomagnesemia.148 It is therefore of 

tremendous interest to develop safer alternatives to pimozide that retain its therapeutic efficacy 

while minimizing its hERG channel activity. 
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In this work, we apply the CardioGenAI framework to re-engineer pimozide for reduced hERG 

inhibition while preserving its pharmacological activity. The experimentally determined pIC50 of 

pimozide for the hERG channel is 8.520 and the value that our regression model predicts is 7.629. 

Our objective is to generate compounds with similar pharmacological properties, but with 

predicted hERG channel pIC50 values less than 6.0. We therefore condition the molecular 

generation on the scaffold and ADMET properties of pimozide, and at the generation phase, filter 

out molecules with a predicted hERG channel pIC50 greater than or equal to 6.0. This procedure 

is performed until 100 compounds are generated, which takes approximately one minute using an 

NVIDIA GeForce RTX 4050 GPU. We then compute descriptor vectors for the filtered generated 

molecules and pimozide, and then calculate the cosine similarities between the descriptor vectors 

of the generated molecules and that of pimozide. 

We calculate the ten ADMET properties for pimozide, the 100 generated molecules, and the 

molecules in the transformer training set, and then perform principal component analysis (PCA) 

to construct a lower-dimensional ADMET-based chemical space in which we can compare the 

generated molecules to pimozide in relation to the broader transformer training set. Plotting the 

first two PCs reveals that the generated molecules are closely aligned to pimozide, indicating that 

our framework successfully navigates the initially vast chemical space to propose compounds with 

similar ADMET characteristics to pimozide while reducing hERG activity (Figure 4; Figure S11 

in the Supporting Information).  

 

Figure 4. Visualization of the first two principal components of the reduced ADMET-based 

chemical space. For the input molecule (pimozide), the generated molecules (100 datapoints), and 

the molecules in the training set for the transformer-based models (approximately 5 million 

datapoints), ADMET properties are calculated, and principal component analysis is performed to 

generate a lower-dimensional representation of chemical space. Molecules in the training set of 

the transformer-based models are colored red, the generated molecules are colored purple, and 

pimozide is colored yellow. The first two principal components explain 45.07% and 17.61% of the 

total variance, respectively. Clearly, the generated molecular distribution occupies a precise region 

within the space that is focused on the input molecule.  
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Remarkably, among the 100 generated compounds is fluspirilene, a compound that belongs to the 

same class of drugs (diphenylmethanes) as pimozide and therefore exhibits a highly similar 

pharmacological profile.149 Moreover, the predicted hERG channel pIC50 value for fluspirilene is 

5.785 (experimental: 5.638), as compared to 7.629 (experimental: 8.520) for pimozide (Figure 5). 

This case study demonstrates the ability of the CardioGenAI framework to re-engineer a 

cardiotoxic compound for reduced hERG activity while preserving its pharmacological activity.  

 

Figure 5. CardioGenAI framework applied to pimozide, an FDA-approved antipsychotic drug that 

has a predicted hERG channel pIC50 of 7.629, and is reported to cause hERG channel blockade-

induced arrhythmias. 100 molecules are generated, and among them is fluspirilene, a compound 

that belongs to the same class of drugs as pimozide, but exhibits significantly less hERG channel 

activity (predicted pIC50 value is 5.785). 

Additionally, the most similar generated molecules to pimozide as well as an analysis of the 

predicted pIC50 values of the generated molecules are reported in Table S12 and Figure S13, 

respectively, of the Supporting Information. 

 

6. Summary 

In this work, we present an ML-based framework for re-engineering cardiotoxic compounds for 

reduced hERG channel activity while preserving their pharmacological activity. The method 

utilizes an autoregressive transformer-based generative model to produce molecules conditioned 

on the molecular scaffold and set of ADMET properties of the input molecule. The generated 

ensemble is filtered based on hERG, NaV1.5 and CaV1.2 activity using discriminative deep 

learning models. A chemical space representation is then constructed from the filtered generated 

distribution and the input molecule, where nearby molecules exhibit similar chemical properties, 
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thus facilitating the identification of molecules with similar pharmacological activity to the input 

molecule but with reduced hERG liability. We applied the framework to pimozide, an FDA-

approved antipsychotic agent that demonstrates high affinity to the hERG channel, and generate a 

compound of the same class of drugs that has a significantly lower hERG pIC50. 

 

7. Software Details and Availability 

The transformer-based models and the feed-forward networks in the discriminative models are 

built using PyTorch.150 The parameters of the transformer-based models are optimized using the 

Sophia optimizer.144 The GAT components of the discriminative models are built using PyTorch 

Geometric.151 The hyperparameters of the discriminative models are optimized using Optuna.152 

SMILES canonicalization, as well as the calculations of ADMET properties and molecular 

scaffolds were performed using RDKit.110 Scikit-learn was used to calculate pairwise mutual 

information between chemical features and cosine similarity between descriptor vectors, as well 

as to perform PCA.153  

All of our software is available as open source at https://github.com/gregory-kyro/CardioGenAI. 

Users can easily run the complete CardioGenAI framework, perform inference with the 

discriminative models, and reproduce the figures in this manuscript. We provide all of the data we 

use, as well as the parameters for each of our trained models. 

 

Figure 6. Python function to run the complete CardioGenAI framework. 
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Figure 7. Python function to perform inference with the discriminative models. 
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Figure S1. Analysis of the relationships between ADMET properties and experimental hERG 

channel pIC50 values. In [A], Pearson correlation is shown between each ADMET property and 

experimental pIC50 values obtained from the training set used. There are noteworthy correlations 

with pIC50 for topological polar surface area (TPSA) and log(P). A random forest model with 100 

estimators was fit to the data to predict pIC50 values, and the importance of each feature was then 

deduced. In [B], the feature importance of each ADMET property is shown. In [C], the partial 

dependences for TPSA and log(P) are shown. For log(P), there is an initial positive trend were an 

increase in log(P) corresponds to an increase in PIC50 values up to a log(P) value of approximately 

4. For TPSA, as TPSA increases, pIC50 values generally decrease. 
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Figure S2. Display of the five compounds with highest hERG channel activity, as well as the five 

compounds with the lowest hERG channel activity of compounds in the hERG channel training 

set used. Each molecule is labeled with the corresponding experimentally determined hERG 

channel pIC50. 
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Figure S3. Learning curves for hERG, Nav1.5 and Cav1.2 cardiac ion channel [A] classification 

and [B] regression models. The classification models are trained with binary cross entropy loss 

and the AdamW optimizer for 100 epochs. Regression models are trained analogously but using 

mean squared error loss. 
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Table S4. Performance regarding each possible feature-representation combination for binary 

classification of hERG channel blockers. 

Feature Representations AC SN SP F1 CCR MCC 

Transformer feature vector 

+ 

Graph 

+ 

Fingerprint 

83.5 86.2 80.3 85.1 83.2 66.7 

Transformer feature vector 

+ 

Fingerprint 

80.4 82.9 77.3 82.3 80.1 60.4 

Transformer feature vector 

+ 

Graph 

80.0 82.9 76.4 81.9 79.6 59.5 

Graph 

+ 

Fingerprint 

78.6 80.9 75.9 80.6 78.4 56.8 

Transformer feature vector 77.7 83.3 70.9 80.4 77.1 54.9 

Fingerprint 76.6 79.3 73.4 78.8 76.3 52.7 

Graph 74.4 87.8 58.1 79.0 73.0 48.6 

a The evaluation set used is that developed by Arab et al.; compounds in the evaluation set have a 

structural similarity (as determined by pairwise Tanimoto similarity between 2048-bit Morgan 

fingerprints) no greater than 0.70 to any compound in the corresponding training or validation sets. 
b The top value achieved for each metric is shown in bold. 
c Accuracy (AC), sensitivity (SN), specificity (SP), F1-score (F1), correct classification rate 

(CCR), and Matthew’s correlation coefficient (MCC) are shown. 
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Figure S5. Evaluation of classification and regression models for cardiac ion channel blocker 

prediction. [A] Receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curve for evaluation on the hERG 

benchmark presented by Arab et al. Results regarding each feature-representation combination are 

shown with the corresponding area under the curve (AUC). [B] ROC curve for evaluation on the 

hERG, NaV1.5 and CaV1.2 channel benchmarks. Scatter plots depicting actual pIC50 as a function 

of predicted pIC50, with the corresponding Pearson correlation coefficient (r), shown for 

evaluation on the [C] hERG, [D] NaV1.5, and [E] CaV1.2 channel benchmark sets. 
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Figure S6. Application of cardiac ion channel classification models to a subset of FDA-approved 

drugs obtained from DrugCentral. A Venn diagram [A] and bar plot [B] are shown for the screening 

results of the 1692 total compounds.  
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Figure S7. Representative attention maps depicting the distribution of attention weights extracted 

from the bidirectional transformer trained on SMILES strings, with each subplot corresponding to 

one of the eight heads in the model's attention layer. Weights are shown for the SMILES string: 

“CCC(=O)CCNC(C)C(=O)c1ccncc1C”. 
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Figure S8. Representative attention maps depicting the distribution of attention weights extracted 

from the autoregressive transformer trained on SMILES strings, with each subplot corresponding 

to one of the eight heads in the model's attention layer. Weights are shown for the SMILES string: 

“CCC(=O)CCNC(C)C(=O)c1ccncc1C”. 
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Figure S9. Learning curves for the [A] autoregressive transformer and [B] bidirectional 

transformer models. The autoregressive transformer is trained for next-token prediction, and the 

bidirectional transformer is trained for masked-token prediction. Both models are trained with 

cross entropy loss and the Sophia optimizer for 100 epochs. 
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Figure S10. Probing the ability of the generative model to generate distributions of molecules with 

desired conditions. Results are shown for generations conditioned on different discrete values for 

[A] molecular weight, [B] number of rings, [C] number of rotatable bonds, [D] number of 

hydrogen bond donors, [E] number of hydrogen bond acceptors, [F] topological polar surface area, 

[G] number of heteroatoms, [H] log(P) (logarithm of the partition coefficient), and [I] number of 

stereocenters. In [J], the generations are conditioned based on different value combinations of 

topological polar surface area (TPSA) and molecular weight. For each of the four pairs of 

conditions, values above/below two standard deviations greater/less than the mean value of each 

metric are excluded to emphasize the locations of the distribution means. 
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Figure S11. Cumulative variance as a function of principal component for principal component 

analysis (PCA) of ADMET-based chemical space. For the input cardiotoxic molecule (pimozide), 

the generated molecules (100 datapoints), and the molecules in the pretraining set for the 

autoregressive transformer-based generative model (approximately 5 million datapoints), ADMET 

properties are calculated, and PCA is performed to generate a lower-dimensional representation of 

chemical space.  
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Table S12. CardioGenAI methodology applied to pimozide, an FDA-approved antipsychotic drug 

that has a predicted hERG-channel pIC50 of 7.629, and is reported to cause hERG channel 

blockade-induced arrhythmias (Table 4). 100 molecules are generated, and among them is 

fluspirilene, a compound that belongs to the same class of drugs as pimozide and therefore has a 

similar primary therapeutic mode of action, but exhibits significantly less hERG-channel activity 

(5.785 pIC50). Included in the table are the five most similar generated compounds to pimozide in 

terms of cosine similarity between molecular descriptor vectors. 

Similarity 

Rank 

SMILES String Cosine 

Similarity 

Predicted 

pIC50 

Input 

Molecule 

O=c1[nH]c2ccccc2n1C1CCN(CCCC(c2ccc(F)cc2)c2ccc(F)cc2)CC1 

(pimozide) 

1.000 7.629 

1 Fc1ccc(CCCN2CCc3c[nH]c(n3)C2)c(N2CCC(c3ccccc3)CC2)c1 

 

0.980 5.367 

2 O=C(Nc1ccccc1)N(CCCN1CCCC1)CC1(c2ccc(F)cc2)CCC1 0.977 5.904 

3 O=C(NCc1ccc(F)cc1)N(CCCN1CCCC1)c1cccc2ccccc12 0.976 5.794 

4 O=C1NCN(c2ccccc2)C12CCN(CCCC(c1ccc(F)cc1)c1ccc(F)cc1)CC2 

(fluspirilene) 

0.948 5.785 

5 Fc1cccc(Cc2ncc(C3(N4CCC(Cc5ccccc5)CC4)CCOCC3)[nH]2)c1 0.946 5.201 
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Figure S13. Predicted hERG channel pIC50 values for the 100 generated molecules conditioned 

on pimozide. The minimum (4.64), mean (5.59) and maximum (6.00) pIC50 values are shown. 
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