
Accepted Manuscript

Title: Drug target residence time: a misleading concept

Author: Rutger H.A. Folmer

PII: S1359-6446(17)30241-6
DOI: http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/j.drudis.2017.07.016
Reference: DRUDIS 2063

To appear in:

Please cite this article as: Folmer, Rutger H.A., Drug target residence time: a misleading
concept.Drug Discovery Today http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.drudis.2017.07.016

This is a PDF file of an unedited manuscript that has been accepted for publication.
As a service to our customers we are providing this early version of the manuscript.
The manuscript will undergo copyediting, typesetting, and review of the resulting proof
before it is published in its final form. Please note that during the production process
errors may be discovered which could affect the content, and all legal disclaimers that
apply to the journal pertain.

http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/j.drudis.2017.07.016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.drudis.2017.07.016


Drug target residence time: a 
misleading concept 
 

Rutger H.A. Folmer1,2 

 
1Discovery Sciences, Innovative Medicines and Early Development Biotech Unit, AstraZeneca, Pepparedsleden 1, 

Mölndal, 431 83, Sweden 
2Current address: Mercachem, Kerkenbos 1013, 6546 BB Nijmegen, The Netherlands 

Corresponding author: Folmer, R.H.A. (rfolmer@yahoo.com) 

 

Highlights 

 Examples in support of the residence time literature are incomplete and misleading 

 There are no examples of residence time significantly outlasting pharmacokinetics 

 The importance of the on-rate in target binding is often overlooked 

 Singling out residence time is a sub-optimal way to drive a drug discovery program 
 

Since the importance of drug target residence time was first highlighted more 10 years ago, slow 

binding kinetics has received much attention in the drug discovery literature, and indeed within 

pharmaceutical research. However, the residence concept as presented in most papers is supported 

by rather misleading simulations and arguments, and by examples where compounds are taken out 

of their pharmacokinetic context. Moreover, fast association is typically more desirable than slow, 

and advantages of long residence time, notably a potential disconnect between pharmacodynamics 

(PD) and pharmacokinetics (PK), would be partially or completely offset by slow on-rate. Therefore, 

plain potency is likely a better predictor of drug development success than is residence time. 
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Teaser: The residence time concept as presented in recent literature is supported by rather misleading examples, 

simulations, and arguments. Plain potency is likely a better predictor of drug development success than residence time. 

 

Introduction 

Increasingly often, I come across long residence time being used to denote the mode of action of a certain 

inhibitor or lead compound, or the suggestion that optimizing residence time can be a valuable drug 

discovery strategy. By contrast, researchers rarely claim that high affinity would be a successful approach for 

their project, or that high potency will be the desired mode of action for their inhibitors. However, more often 

than not, potent compounds will have long residence times, and there is little difference between desiring 

long residence time and pursuing high affinity. It is apparent that the introduction of the residence time 

concept [1] has led many drug discovery scientists to believe that long residence time offers something extra 

that plain potent compounds do not. 
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