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Advances in studies on Lipinski’s five rules
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Abstract: Lipinski’s rule is one of the common rules for drug molecular design and compound screening. This review summarizes the

applications of theses rules in oral and non-oral drugs, on where their shortcomings in non-oral drugs and their prospect in oral drugs

are pointed out simultaneously for the purpose of its being comprehended correctly and being used efficiently.
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Fig. 1 Trends of ClogP and relative molecular mass of postmarketing oral drugs
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Fig. 2 Trends of ClogP and relative molecular mass of latest patent drugs from four pharmaceuticals companies
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Fig. 3 Opverall trends in median ClogP and molecular mass in compounds from four pharmaceutical companies
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Table 1 Threshold of FDA-approved non-oral drugs
obtained by “five rules”
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